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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

LIESEL WILLIAMS 70.50

Good research was evident from the report and was
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24

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

primarily used to identify the options and determine
the best approach. (6.5/10) Citation used
throughout from a range of sources. However,
bibliography is a duplication of the citation list. It
should show the extent of background reading not
referenced in the report. Some citations are missing
from section 3.(3.5/5)

A requirement was identified for a bespoke training
aid to facilitate the teaching of motors, the project
is intended to provide the solution. Good
consideration given that sets the context of the
project and its use in education and training. (8/10)
It wasn’t clear how much of the final product was to
be sub-contracted and how much would be built
locally. An opportunity may exist to develop the rig
as a sellable commodity. It would be a risk not to
engage with IP and protect the design. Good
consideration given but no SIL assessment included.
(9.5/15) Very good evidence presented.
Sustainability was considered through the use of a
programmed hibernation mode and the use of a
power reduction technique within PROFINET. (4/5)
Many aspects of health and safety considered,
through the use of engineered risk reduction and
appropriate assessments but no risk assessment
included though one is mentioned and reference
made to college policy. (2.5/5)



18.5
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4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

6

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

Generally well explained but there are some issues
that could be more clear. It wasn’t clear if this would
run several different motors in order for a
comparison in performance to be made or if it was
for a single motor type. (3.5/5) Detailed FDS
described. Very good screens but there appears to
be some confusion regarding the inclusion of Matlab
modelling, is it in the specification or not. (7/10) A
detailed test plan of how the 4 quadrants perform
was included. (4/5) Good conclusions given with a
clear way forward. (4/5)

Two good alternatives given and a ranking system
use to grade the criteria; the highest score being
the most suitable option. Very good analysis of
choices and justification presented for final solution.
(4/5) Very good use of management techniques
including WBS and detailed Gantt chart with
contingencies. (8/10)

Too long, covers many aspects but not all
contained in the report. (3.5/5) Very good quality,
generally well written with clear diagrams and
photos. However introduction does not really cover
the aims and objectives of the project, it is too
generic and reads like an introduction to the
module. The word count of 3472 is within the limit
3600. Signatures are missing from the project
proposal in the appendix. Font type and size are not



always consistent. (2.5/5)
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