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Your first sentence is an unnecessary use of
words

Put your citation before the full stop, otherwise it looks like
the citation belongs to the next sentence.
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Good conclusion



These switches should be in your drawing
and the I/O list
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The I/O table should actual I addresses not the M addresses to which they
are mapped. It should match up with the drawing



Don't waste word
giving a history of
how it was made

Don't waste word giving a history of how it
was made



Don't waste word giving
a history of how it was
made

This is a repetition of the brief, unncecessary use of words which has
increased your word count for which you have lost 5 marks



Object sensor?



good
SFC
chart

Again, you are wasting words telling your
reader the story of how you made the
program



Wasted words telling a story





A good table

you could have linked each test to the
evidence image in the appendix
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FINAL GRADE

68/100

2024423
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Good Structure

Report is structured exactly as stated in the assignment brief.

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  Your first sentence is an unnecessary use of words

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  Put your citation before the full stop, otherwise it looks like the citation belongs
to the next sentence.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  You could have mentioned it is rack mounted

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  Which one is a unitary PLC?
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Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Text Comment.  Good conclusion

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  These switches should be in your drawing and the I/O list

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  Good drawing but not all inputs are shown

Text Comment.  incorrect symbol for proximity switch

Text Comment.  inputs missing

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  The I/O table should actual I addresses not the M addresses to which they are
mapped. It should match up with the drawing

PAGE 8

Text Comment.  Don't waste word giving a history of how it was made

Text Comment.  Don't waste word giving a history of how it was made

PAGE 9

Text Comment.  Don't waste word giving a history of how it was made

Text Comment.  This is a repetition of the brief, unncecessary use of words which has
increased your word count for which you have lost 5 marks

PAGE 10
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Text Comment.  Object sensor?

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  good SFC chart

Text Comment.  Again, you are wasting words telling your reader the story of how you made the
program

PAGE 12

Text Comment.  Wasted words telling a story

PAGE 13

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  A good table

Text Comment.  you could have linked each test to the evidence image in the appendix

PAGE 15
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PAGE 18

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
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You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

PAGE 19

PAGE 20

Grocer's apostrophe

If you meant this as a plural word, don't use an apostrophe. This also applies to acronyms.

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.

PAGE 21

PAGE 22

Good range of sources

You have demonstrated reading from a good range of sources shown by your list below

Correct method of listing.

You have listed your sources correctly according to the Harvard method.
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PAGE 25
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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

14

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

14

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

TAYLOR HOSKINS 68

15

There is very good evidence of research and reading
from a wide range of source correct cited and listed
using the Harvard method. However, you have not
identified a unitary PLC (15/20)

Very good evidence of knowledge and understand in
your system and program explanations. (15/20)

Clear evidence of analytical skills through testing and
discussion, conclusions and recommendations.
(14/20)

A well designed program, good comments within.
Test results are well presented but could be linked to
evidence in appendix. Drawing has some
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5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

components missing. (14/20)

Well structured and presented. Generally well
written, good evidence of team working. However,
word count exceeded (-5 mark penalty applied)
because you are wasting precious word telling your
reader a story oh how you made the program which
is unnecessary. (10/20)
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