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Good
summary.





Good list of
contents. The
sub-divided
headings
looks
professional.



Figures have
appropriate nanes and
are easily identified.



Good graph to
support the
explanation and from
a good source.

This is good background
information.



Good argument for the Arduino
which is more than capable of
monitoring multiple analogue
signals and controlling outputs.The argument for the Arduino is
supported by further test and
implementation further in the
report.



Good argument which is backed
up further in the report with some
testing.



Good argument for this PLC with more
information to support this further in the
report.



Sustainability here



Spec is good but seems it only includes the motor
and drive. There should also be a controller as
discussed in the research. This should not be
specific to a drive.



Good explanation and supported by good use of Gantt chart
which has comparative timeline.



Good image.

Good argument supported by a
demonstration and test.



Good image and argument
for this solution.



A good argument for the drive
especially since it has built in
CT'S for each phase. This would
have to be done as external ccts
using microprocessors.
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MCU's are cheap
in comparison but
the cost in time to
design and build
the interface
circuitry would
increase the cost.

Your arguments are logical and
valid. It is probably worth
mentioning that the codes of
practice with Valero insist on the
GEMSTART drive.





Good image to support explanation



This
costin
g list
shoul

d be
in the
appen
dix.





Image is appropriate to support your
explanations.

Test
expla
nation
is
clear
and
gets
to the
point.



Good image

Good explanation and
reference to the
appendix.



Good images showing the
implementation and shows the
coupling removed for the test with no
load.



Important to highlight
this problem here.



Codes of practice are
followed here.
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the codes of  practice with Valero insist on the GEMSTART drive.

PAGE 17

PAGE 18

Text Comment.  Good image to support explanation

PAGE 19

Text Comment.  This costing list should be in the appendix.

PAGE 20

PAGE 21

Text Comment.  Image is appropriate to support your explanations.

Text Comment.  Test explanation is clear and gets to the point.

PAGE 22

Text Comment.  Good image

Text Comment.  Good explanation and ref erence to the appendix.

PAGE 23

Text Comment.  Good images showing the implementation and shows the coupling
removed f or the test with no load.

PAGE 24

Text Comment.  Important to highlight this problem here.

PAGE 25

Text Comment.  Codes of  practice are f ollowed here.

PAGE 26

PAGE 27



PAGE 28

PAGE 29

PAGE 30

PAGE 31

PAGE 32

PAGE 33

PAGE 34

PAGE 35

PAGE 36

PAGE 37

PAGE 38

11/20

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

THOMAS WOOD 0

The research and sources are relevant to the
project. However there should be more academic
sources included. There is evidence of extensive
background research in the report but not enough
refs.. 5.5/10 The number of references is not
appropriate for the report. 5.5/10



13/20

15/20

ANALYSIS

18/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

The specification is explained well. Sustainability and
environmental issues are covered as part of the
company policy . 6/10 Solutions considered shows a
good comprehensive understanding of what is
needed for the system and alternative methods.
The effort made here is very good with images of
tested solutions to support. This should have been
rounded off by a table of comparison. 7 /10

Testing and results are explained well with visual
evidence to back up the explanation claims. Tables
could have been used for comparison against the
spec. 7/10 Conclusion and recommendations are
good and good ref to appendix used. You have
evaluated the performance of the system against
the spec and included some good recommendations
including wireless operation. 8/10

The planning using Gant chart is good and there is a
comparative timeline. The deployment explanation is
good. 4/5 There solutions considered have been
researched and there are good arguments for all the
alternatives which includes tested evidence. 7/10
Implementation is good and there is evidence to
support this including the PLC program and HMI.
7/10



11/15The report is good. Good use of appendices to
contain relevant data which is referenced from main
report. 11/15
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