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FINAL GRADE

72/100

1909365
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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

21

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

MATTHEW DAVIES 72

na

Project design
Good slide quality and explanations of necessary changes to original FDS. 
Explanations were clear and confident. FDS requirements were mostly 
achieved and discrepancies were explained. Good reference to the 
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3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

simulated test process.
Very good evidence presented. (7/10)
Project implementation
Implementation was explained in good logical order with ref to slides. 
Relevance to the industrial process was highlighted with good knowledge 
demonstrated.
Very good explanation given. (7/10)
Response to questions 
Very good explanations. (7/10)

21/30

Testing and analysis of results
Good evidence on slides with HMI screenshots and table of results. 
Explanations were clear and confident. Good argument for simulated 
testing and relevance to FDS.
Good list and analysis. (7/10)
Critical evaluation of the project outcomes relating to FDS and 
constraints
Outcomes were discussed and discrepancies explained with relevance to 
sim testing carried out. 
Good explanation given (7/10)
Conclusions and recommendations
Conclusion indicated the extent of success with regard to FDS and 
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4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

relevant recommendations were discussed.
Good explanation given (7/10)

21/30

Deployment method, use of material, tools, equipment and techniques in 
the construction of the project.
This area showed initiative and DELTA V operation was explained with 
remote io. Project was developed methodically with focus shown to FDS 
requirements.
Good explanation given of methods employed. (7/10)
Quality of the final product or system
System was created and tested. The outcomes have been met through 
simulated testing and relevance has been explained 
Good quality of product but no safety implemented (7/10)
Management of the design process including use of plans, costing 
spreadsheet
A detailed Gantt chart identified the management plan and the 
comparison timeline. A good explanation highlighted the issues 
encountered.
Good explanation given (7/10)

21/30
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5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

Quality of the presentation slides
Excellent slides (5/5)
Quality of the delivery style 
Good but sometimes hesitant (4/5)

9/10


