
	
     STUDENT FEEDBACK FORM - AMANI



This section details the extent to which the assessment criteria are demonstrated by you, which in turn determines your mark. The marks available for each category of skill are shown. Lecturers will use the space provided to comment on the achievement of the task(s), including those areas in which you have performed well and areas that would benefit from development/improvement.
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	Generic Assessment Criteria 
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
.
	
	

	Your work demonstrates some use of the Harvard referencing system; however, its application is limited throughout the assignment. There is insufficient use of in-text citations, and the sources referenced are not of a strong enough academic standard. You have included in-text citations for example at the end of your system operation sequence – but not included in your references. In addition, a bibliography has not been included. The references provided show limited relevance in supporting the decisions made to achieve the proposed solution.
Overall, the work does not meet the expected academic standard for referencing. Improvement is needed in both the quality and relevance of sources used, as well as in the accurate and consistent application of the Harvard referencing system.
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills

	
	

	Your assignment demonstrates a basic understanding of PLC operation in relation to the task requirements. However, an abstract has not been included at the beginning of the report, which would have helped establish the purpose, structure, and overall direction of the document.
There is also no evidence of code testing or system operation, either through written explanation, screenshots, or other supporting evidence. Including both textual discussion and visual evidence would have strengthened the submission significantly.
You have discussed the implementation and use of the HMI unit; however, there is limited evidence demonstrating its integration with the PLC system itself. The flowchart provided to illustrate system operation is detailed and contributes positively to the overall presentation of the work.
The program implementation section explains the operation of the PLC code and provides discussion of each network. While the language used is formal, it lacks personal evaluation and reflection that would demonstrate a deeper level of understanding. Similarly, the evaluation and discussion section provides limited insight into your own assessment of how effectively the system operated or the performance of the implemented code.
The conclusion would also benefit from greater reflection on the knowledge and skills gained throughout the assignment, as the current wording remains quite impersonal. Overall, the submission demonstrates some understanding of the subject area, but a higher level of critical reflection, supporting evidence, and technical evaluation would be expected at this stage of study.
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	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills

	
	

	
Your assignment demonstrates limited analytical engagement with the task requirements. There is minimal evaluation of the completed work, and the report does not fully explore assumptions, uncertainties, or potential variations in system performance. Greater critical analysis and reflection on the effectiveness of the implemented solution would have strengthened the overall quality of the submission.
The conclusion section also contains limited detail and continues to reference simulation, despite the task requiring a functional solution to be tested on the conveyor system itself. This reduces the relevance of the discussion to the assignment objectives.
You have included data relating to conveyor movement and elapsed time; however, there is insufficient explanation of what these results represent in practical terms. Explaining the system behaviour in clearer, more accessible language would have improved the depth of analysis and demonstrated a stronger understanding of system operation.
Overall, the work reflects a limited understanding of the theories and concepts covered during lectures. There is significant scope for improvement in analytical discussion, technical evaluation, and the application of theoretical knowledge to the practical task.
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	4. Practical Application Skills

	
	

	You were tasked with producing a working code solution capable of operating effectively on the conveyor system, and this objective appears to have been achieved. However, the supporting documentation does not provide sufficient evidence to fully demonstrate this outcome. For example, no images or visual evidence of the working system have been included, and there is limited discussion surrounding the operation of the conveyor using your implemented code, including any observations, findings, or potential improvements.
In addition, the report does not address any problems encountered during the implementation process, nor does it provide evidence of how any technical issues were resolved. Including this level of reflection and troubleshooting would have demonstrated a stronger understanding of both the development process and the practical challenges involved.
Whilst there is evidence of effort throughout the assignment, the work appears to meet only the minimum requirements needed for completion. There is limited indication that the theoretical concepts discussed during lectures have been fully understood and applied in a practical context. Overall, the submission lacks the clarity, technical depth, and detailed evaluation expected for work performing at a higher academic level.
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	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice

	
	

	Your assignment demonstrates an attempt to follow an appropriate academic structure; however, there are several areas that require further development. An abstract has not been included at the beginning of the report, which would have helped introduce the purpose and scope of the assignment more effectively. In addition, the overall flow of the document is limited, with insufficient linkage between sections to create a cohesive discussion.
Many of the statements made throughout the assignment are brief and lack detailed explanation. This restricts your ability to fully demonstrate understanding of the subject matter and reduces the clarity of the overall argument being presented.
There are also issues relating to the clarity of the technical writing in certain sections, making parts of the discussion difficult to follow. The use of references is extremely limited and does not consistently follow Harvard referencing conventions, which affects the academic credibility and professionalism of the work.
Overall, the assignment demonstrates an acceptable standard of communication; however, there is considerable scope for improvement in areas such as referencing, wider reading, technical clarity, structure, and depth of discussion.
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	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	37 %

	
	Up to 1 week late (40% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
	
	








