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what does the company produce?

what was the budget?

what were they?

which one did you choose?

a short summary but doesn't contain enough information





Punctuation Error

You could have said more about the background

is



You have not referred to figure 1 in your report and have provided no explanation of this graph
poor image, some text cannot be read

This part reads like an FDS whereas you should be only focusing on the problem



This sub-section was worth 5 marks.

This sub-section was worth 5 marks.





You may be able to save more money by making the fan speed proportional to the temperture error which could be calculated as
the difference between ambient and 10 degrees.

You could even use PID. A process model might help you decide the PID parameters. The drive may even have the ability to do this
for you.

How will you determine what the airflow should be at reduced fan speeds?



What if the motor has stopped, it may not be the belt.

What is the correct IP rating?



How do you define adequate ventilation?

What are the voltage and current ratings?

It would have been better to have read through these regs and cited specifically relevent material for your project rather than
just listing them here.
However, your appendix does contain some explanations in table form















You could have considered doing the safety through the PLC using the Siemens F series as another solution



























why does this photo not appear in the main report?







This is an excellent table but it belongs in the main report
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Text Comment.  what does the company produce?

Text Comment.  what was the budget?

Text Comment.  what were they?

Text Comment.  which one did you choose?

Text Comment.  a short summary but doesn't contain enough information
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Punctuation Error



Punctuation error

Text Comment.  You could have said more about the background

Text Comment.  is
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Text Comment.  You have not referred to figure 1 in your report and have provided no
explanation of this graph

Text Comment.  poor image, some text cannot be read

Text Comment.  This part reads like an FDS whereas you should be only focusing on the
problem
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Text Comment.  This sub-section was worth 5 marks.

Text Comment.  This sub-section was worth 5 marks.
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Text Comment.  You may be able to save more money by making the fan speed
proportional to the temperture error which could be calculated as the difference between
ambient and 10 degrees.

Text Comment.  You could even use PID. A process model might help you decide the PID
parameters. The drive may even have the ability to do this for you.

Text Comment.  How will you determine what the airflow should be at reduced fan
speeds?
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Text Comment.  What if the motor has stopped, it may not be the belt.

Text Comment.  What is the correct IP rating?
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Text Comment.  How do you define adequate ventilation?

Text Comment.  What are the voltage and current ratings?

Text Comment.  It would have been better to have read through these regs and cited
specifically relevent material for your project rather than just listing them here.

Text Comment.  However, your appendix does contain some explanations in table form
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Text Comment.  You could have considered doing the safety through the PLC using the
Siemens F series as another solution
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Text Comment.  why does this photo not appear in the main report?
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Text Comment.  This is an excellent table but it belongs in the main report
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Text Comment.  This chart should have dates not just week numbers
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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

DAVID THOMAS 70



16

9

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

13

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

Sections 3 and 5: Engagement in research, judicial
use and critical evaluation sources for project
constraints and literature review of solutions There
is excellent evidence of reading with some critical
evaluation of material presented. (8/10) Sections 3,
5 and 8: Extent of reading, use of credible sources,
use of Harvard method for listing and citing
Sources are credible and very widely ranging,
correctly cited and listed. (8/10) total = 16/20

Section 3: Project background and problem
definition The background is very brief but the
problem is clearly defined and explained. However,
a few photos may have help visual the background
to the problem. Also, figure 1 should have been
explained. (3/5) Section 3: Project constraints:
Ethical. A short brief explanation given. (2/5)
Section 3: Project constraints: Sustainability A very
short explanation given (1/5) Section 3: Project
constraints: Legal/Commercial A good explanation
provided. (3/5) Total = 9/20

Section 4: Functional Design Specification
Generally good but some aspects are not fully
specified though table in the appendix helps with
the relevant standards (3/5) Section 4: Test
planning A good clear test plan found in the
appendix (3/5) Section 5: Evaluation of solutions
and justification of final solution Solutions are
clearly presented although this section involves



15

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

17

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

mainly selection of one of the components with
only one block diagram to cover all three solutions.
You could have considered other ways of
implementing safety. (3/5) Section 7: Conclusions
and Recommendations Good sections showing a
clear way forward. (4/5) Total = 13/20

Section 6: Project Plan A good Gantt chart
presented although dates should be given not just
week numbers. (3/5) Section 6: Working
breakdown structure, costing exercise and
management techniques Excellent evidence
presented (5/5) Appendix: Risk assessment for
implementation phase Some evidence though
presented from the MOC system (2/5) Appendix:
Planning phase log-book entries. A good detailed
log book to date (5/5) Total = 15/20

Section 1: Executive summary Generally good but
lacking in detail (2/5) All Sections: Presentation
quality of the report, diagrams, charts, tables,
figure numbering, page, and section numbering
etc Excellent quality of presentation (5/5) All
Sections: Quality of the writing style, use of
punctuation and grammar Generally, well written
(5/5) Word count limit not exceeded Kept within
limit (5/5) Total = 17/20


