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FINAL GRADE

64/100
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2017196
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Good Structure

Report is structured exactly as stated in the assignment brief.
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PAGE 8

Text Comment.  This is a good summary that provides and honest and straight forward
explanation of all that was done
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Text Comment.  A very good introduction that outlines the objectives and contents of the
report (with a few improvements suggested)
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Text Comment.  names shoud be included
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Text Comment.  this could have been achieved
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Text Comment.  to
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Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.
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Spelling

Spelling error
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Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.
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Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.
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Text Comment.  modified
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GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

JACK ROGERS 64
1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

4Section 3: Judicial use and critical evaluation of 
technical literature in the design of the project.
There is some evidence of reading and evaluation 
of sources. (2/5)
Section 8: Extent of reading, range of credible 
sources and use of Harvard method.



2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

6

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

18

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

20

A small range of sources have been considered 
and the method of citing is correct (2/5)

4/10

Sections 3 and 4: Advanced knowledge and critical 
understanding demonstrated in the design and 
implementation of the project.
 There is good evidence of knowledge and 
understanding throughout the report (6/10)

Section 5: Testing and analysis of results.
Excellent evidence of testing and analysis of 
results (7/10)
Section 5: Critical evaluation of the project 
outcomes.
Very good evaluation and comparison between 
the updated FDS and the simulated results. (7/10)
Section 6: Conclusions and recommendations.
A good set of conclusions though briefly stated 
(4/10)

18/30

Section 4: Deployment method, use of material, 
tools, equipment and techniques in the 
construction of the project.
 The design section is very good, standard 
methods of design employed. Good use of Factory 
IO software to simulate the machine and use of 
Siemens TIA Portal in the design and testing of the 
PLC program. (7/10)
Section 4: Quality of the final product or system.
The simulated end product is of a high standard. 
(7/10)
Sections 5, 6 and appendix: Management of the 
design process including use of plans, costing 



5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

16

spreadsheet and log book.
There is good evidence of deployment of project 
management processes but the decision to 
simulate came late in the project cycle. This should 
have been seen sooner. Log books is good in parts 
but brief in others. (6/10)

20/30

Section 1: Acknowledgements, executive summary 
and introduction.
A very good summary that explains the project 
clearly. The acknowledgments should contain the 
actual names of the people who helped you. The 
introduction sets out the aims and objectives of 
the report.  (4/5)
All Sections: Presentation quality of the report, 
diagrams, charts, tables, figure numbering, page 
and section numbering etc..
Generally, very good quality (4/5)
All Sections: Quality of the writing style, use of 
punctuation and grammar.
Generally well written with few mistakes (3/5)
Word count limit not exceeded (5/5)

16/20


