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Incomplete!

Coffee Machine System Upgrade?







Project!

Excellent project introduction, but should have
concentrated on the project outcomes rather than the
project process



Good detail

Very clear indication as to the operation of the
current system

As seen in Figure 1









Each figure should be labelled and
explained seperately





Good use made of pictorial evidence in showing how
the system functions at present.



This should be an addition and not part of
the specification



Very detailed general specification
given

Non-standard line spacing.





Very good detail shown which clearly shows the
full process









Very good analysis of the sequence of events required to
produce the roasted coffee beans.
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Good information shown related to 3 choices researched
as solutions to the project problem



Where do these numbers come from and
what do they mean?

Good!















Very detailed specification shown for the
solution taken forward.



Good detail.
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Excellent use made of MultiSim in PLC
mode to predict the PLC program required
for control of the coffee roasting system





Works cited could have been a lot more
detailed.

Why no conclusion and recommendations? Really
spoiled a good detailed project report!
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Text Comment.  Very good analysis of  the sequence of  events required to produce the
roasted cof f ee beans.
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Text Comment.  Excellent block diagram of  the process, maybe should be in the
background section.
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the project problem
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12

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

22

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

6

ANALYSIS

BRIAN JONES 52

Introduction (4/5): Good, written in an interesting
way. However, you should focus on the aims and
objectives of the actual project rather than the
process of executing it. Background Research (3/4):
Good descriptions and explanations supported by
photos. Figure 12 belongs to this section. Harvard
Referencing: (1/4): Small range of sources listed
and cited. Literature Review (4/7): Three methods
considered and choice made.

WBS (7/10): Good, detailed WBS shown in the
report. Specification (8/10): Very good, plenty of
detail. Watch your scope. Flow charts probably
belong in another section but do show the design
requirements well. Additional specification provided
in the solution section. Gantt Chart (7/10): Very
detailed but no contingencies noted.

Analysis of test results (6/10): Good use made of
MultiSim in PLC mode to predict the PLC program
required for control of the coffee roasting system.
Conclusions (0/10): No conclusions shown in the
report.



5

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

7

Progress to date (3/5): Good progress to date.
Simulation carried out on proposed PLC program.
Presentation of test results (2/5): Results of
simulation given as light states.

Recommendations (0/10): None offered. Quality of
report (7/10): Good, clear diagrams, well presented.
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