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Good Structure



Write in the third person

Write in the third person

What about the assignment tasks, do you know what they are?

This is a reflection not a plan

Grocer's apostrophe

No need to underline your citations



No need to underline your citations

No need to underline your citations







Correctly cited No need to underline your citations

Section 5 was supposed to be simulation testing - see the brief

Same title as section 4 ??



Write in the third person



This should be section 5

2 more columns are needed, 1 for decision and 1 for evidence







NO evidence provided !

Write in the third person

Write in the third person



A small range of sources (2) but listed correctly yet the underlining is unnecessary











this is a good SFC chart







poor image







QM

QM

QM

QM

FINAL GRADE

46/100
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GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Good Structure

Report is structured exactly as stated in the assignment brief.

PAGE 3

Write in the third person

Don't refer to your self as I, me, my or others as you etc. Avoid personal references. If
absolutely necessary, refer to self as "the author".

Write in the third person

Don't refer to your self as I, me, my or others as you etc. Avoid personal references. If
absolutely necessary, refer to self as "the author".

Text Comment.  What about the assignment tasks, do you know what they are?

Text Comment.  This is a reflection not a plan

Grocer's apostrophe

If you meant this as a plural word, don't use an apostrophe. This also applies to acronyms
and initialisms such as PLCs

Text Comment.  No need to underline your citations



QM

QM

QM
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Text Comment.  No need to underline your citations

Text Comment.  No need to underline your citations
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PAGE 6
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Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  No need to underline your citations

Text Comment.  Section 5 was supposed to be simulation testing - see the brief

Text Comment.  Same title as section 4 ??
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Write in the third person

Don't refer to your self as I, me, my or others as you etc. Avoid personal references. If
absolutely necessary, refer to self as "the author".
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Text Comment.  This should be section 5

Text Comment.  2 more columns are needed, 1 for decision and 1 for evidence
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PAGE 11

PAGE 12

Text Comment.  NO evidence provided !

Write in the third person



QM

Don't refer to your self as I, me, my or others as you etc. Avoid personal references. If
absolutely necessary, refer to self as "the author".

Write in the third person

Don't refer to your self as I, me, my or others as you etc. Avoid personal references. If
absolutely necessary, refer to self as "the author".
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Text Comment.  A small range of sources (2) but listed correctly yet the underlining is
unnecessary
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Text Comment.  this is a good SFC chart
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Text Comment.  poor image

PAGE 22

PAGE 23

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

THOMAS SILMAN 46



8

1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

12

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

9

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

8

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

A good research section with evidence of reading
from a small range of sources cited and listed
correctly using the Harvard method. However, you
do not need to underline your sources. 8/20

Good knowledge and understanding
demonstrated in your research findings, hardware
investigation, IO list and program design
explanations. However, your program contain little
comments and ladder code is missing. 12/20

Good simulation and practical test results analysis,
discussion and conclusions/recommendations.
However, you have provided very little evidence for
your simulation testing other than a few screens.
Your testing table should be support by a large
nnumber of screen captures of the HMI running.
Some evidence provided for practical testing but
should be linked to your testing table. 9/20

Good program design for SFC chart and SCL code
but no ladder program included. Little evidence of



9

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

simulation and practical testing methods but good
presentation of results yet without evidence. 8/20

Good explanation of team working. Report is well
structured and presented with clear diagrams.
Word count not exceeded. However, your work
plan does not contain all the assignment tasks,
your report structure does not match the brief and
you must learn to write in the third person. 9/20


