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Word count is missing



The contents list can be
subdivided to give more
details



Avoid first person
terms

A good
reference to
log books

The problem is
defined



Good supporting image of the
problem

There is clearly research carried
out, but there are no supporting
sources for this.



These are good images but the
research for this must be supported.



What is the
source of this
information
about the
camera



The
imag
es
sho
w
that
the
cam
era
is
capa
ble
of
proc
essi
ng
imag
es
for



The
images
show the
camera
can
capture
small



Good argument and image of this
possible solution. No reference
sources included.

A good diagram
showing the location
of the test area











Images show the evidence of the
camera setup with the PLC



A valid argument which
seems to be the original
method being used before
the smart camera project.
There are other
technologies available
which can perform the
same function using less
expensive cameras.



This is another
option for
connecting an
external device to
the PLC . It does
not do the image
processing.

The explanation
here is poor

Good to use the table
but some of the tests
are not clear



This section
should be near
the beginning
of the report



Gantt chart shows the comparison
timelines and discrepancies.



This is a fair
point



OPC server is not a viable solution
as it is a means of passing data
between devices.



There are valid
recommendations in
this section





FINAL GRADE
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GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

Text Comment.  Word count is missing

PAGE 2

Text Comment.  The contents list can be subdivided to give more details

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  Avoid first person terms

Text Comment.  A good reference to log books

Text Comment.  The problem is defined

PAGE 4

Text Comment.  Good supporting image of the problem

Text Comment.  There is clearly research carried out, but there are no supporting sources for
this.

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  These are good images but the research for this must be supported.

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  What is the source of this information about the camera



PAGE 7

Text Comment.  The images show that the camera is capable of processing images for details
using a masking method and region of interest ROI.

PAGE 8

Text Comment.  The images show the camera can capture small detail and do an analysis
using a measurement tool.

PAGE 9

Text Comment.  Good argument and image of this possible solution. No reference sources
included.

Text Comment.  A good diagram showing the location of the test area

PAGE 10

PAGE 11

PAGE 12

PAGE 13

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  Images show the evidence of the camera setup with the PLC

PAGE 15

Text Comment.  A valid argument which seems to be the original method being used before the
smart camera project. There are other technologies available which can perform the same function
using less expensive cameras.

PAGE 16

Text Comment.  This is another option for connecting an external device to the PLC . It does not
do the image processing.

Text Comment.  The explanation here is poor

Text Comment.  Good to use the table but some of the tests are not clear

PAGE 17



Text Comment.  This section should be near the beginning of the report

PAGE 18

Text Comment.  Gantt chart shows the comparison timelines and discrepancies.

PAGE 19

Text Comment.  This is a fair point

PAGE 20

Text Comment.  OPC server is not a viable solution as it is a means of passing data between
devices.

PAGE 21

Text Comment.  There are valid recommendations in this section

PAGE 22

4/20

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

JONATHAN PULMAN 0

The background research carried out is very
informative. The research of solutions for the project
should be supported with relevant sources. There are
no sources to support any research carried out. 4/10
No sources used. 0/10



7/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

9/20

ANALYSIS

10/25

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

Specification is more of an explanation and is not
very clear of what the requirements are. Poorly put
together. 3/10 The solutions considered are the final
solution which should be supported with relevant
sources from the research. You have an alternative
solution which is an original method, but there should
be more detail on this and an example to support
your argument. The third option (OPC) is not a viable
option. 4/10

Testing and results are hypothetical and only the
predicted outcomes are recorded. Some of the test
stages are not clear. 3/10 Conclusion and
recommendations make a relevant point. 6/10

Planning with the use of a Gantt chart and a
comparison timeline is clear. 3/5 Final solution
considered has been explained but the alternative
solution needs an example and more detail to
support your argument. The third solution is not a
viable alternative. 4/10 The system has not been
implemented and is missing the PLC program and
smart camera script. Only the camara and PLC setup
has been carried out. 3/10



5/15Even though there are good points made, the quality
of the report is poor. The grammatical errors are
extensive throughout the report.
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