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specification

Introduction to the existing problem seems a bit muddled in
terms of airway height control.



The

Very clear



in
turn

in turn

Good clear reasoning as to why the project needs to have a closed
loop control system with the airway height. Grammar needs a lot of
adjustment...



Specification?



General specification given at this
point.









Good detail shown which has been well
researched.





Again very good detail shown in how this solution
could be implemented.





proportional to pressure

Very good detail again



Good costing exercise carried out for the 3 solutions and used
in the choice comparison matrix.





Good, detailed comparison made.



Options should be in literature review, not in the
specification!



Summary please!

Specification



What?

What?

Some of this table is not complete and
grammatically incorrect!





Very detailed WBS



Good clear Gantt Chart but no contingencies noted



Try not to use the first person...

Good general detail





Thi
s
gra
ph
sh
ow
s
0-
10
V
an
d
NO
T
1-
10
V.

Good clear test carried out with an acceptable set
of results



Upgrade this test
table please....



Good, clear conclusion which does include some
reflection on how the project has gone to date,
and what is left to do.





Good, varied list of references
cited
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Text Comment.  specif ication

Text Comment.  Introduction to the existing problem seems a bit muddled in terms of
airway height control.
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Text Comment.  The

Text Comment.  Very clear
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Text Comment.  in turn

Text Comment.  Good clear reasoning as to why the project needs to have a closed loop
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Text Comment.  Specif ication?
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Text Comment.  General specif ication given at this point.
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PAGE 13

Text Comment.  Good detail shown which has been well researched.
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Text Comment.  Again very good detail shown in how this solution could be implemented.
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Text Comment.  proportional to pressure

Text Comment.  Very good detail again
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Text Comment.  Good costing exercise carried out f or the 3 solutions and used in the
choice comparison matrix.
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Text Comment.  Good, detailed comparison made.
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Text Comment.  Options should be in literature review, not in the specif ication!
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Text Comment.  Summary please!

Text Comment.  Specif ication
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Text Comment.  What?

Text Comment.  What?

Text Comment.  Some of  this table is not complete and grammatically incorrect!

PAGE 24

PAGE 25

Text Comment.  Very detailed WBS

PAGE 26

Text Comment.  Good clear Gantt Chart but no contingencies noted

PAGE 27

Text Comment.  Try not to use the f irst person...

Text Comment.  Good general detail

PAGE 28

PAGE 29

Text Comment.  This graph shows 0-10V and NOT 1-10V.

Text Comment.  Good clear test carried out with an acceptable set of  results

PAGE 30

Text Comment.  Upgrade this test table please....

PAGE 31

Text Comment.  Good, clear conclusion which does include some ref lection on how the
project has gone to date, and what is lef t to do.

PAGE 32

PAGE 33

Text Comment.  Good, varied list of  ref erences cited

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC



12

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

17

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

11

ANALYSIS

FREDERICK STALLARD 56

Introduction (3/5): A helpful introduction, however,
the aims and objectives of the project are
inconsistent with those stated later in the report.
Background Research (2/4): Generally good
Harvard Referencing (2/4): A good range of sources
cited correctly but not listed exactly according to
Harvard. Literature Review (5/7): Good levels of
research evidenced with detailed comparisons made
for the 3 choices noted.

WBS (6/10): Good detail, presented in the form of a
table instead of a flow diagram. Specification (5/10):
Good but unclear about solution with plans that
include testing to see which method is to be
adopted after solution has already been stated.
Contains an error in type of signal and also differs
from introduction where tension control is
mentioned but here is it compression pressure
control. Gantt Chart (6/10): Good but no
contingencies noted.

Analysis of test results (5/10): Some testing carried
out with comments and a graph. Note that the
signal is 0 to 10V not 1 to 10V. No information



5

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

11

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

given about how the jig load was set. Conclusions
(6/10): Good, clear conclusion shown in the report
which does include some reflection.

Progress to date (2/5): Some progress made
reflected in Gantt chart. Presentation of test results
(3/5): Good test procedure noted for the load cell
with a graphical result noted.

Recommendations (5/10): : Some reflection on how
the project has gone to date and a clear indication
of what is left to do. Report Quality (6/10): Well
presented and structured. Further marks could have
been achieved by spelling, grammar checking and
less repetition.
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