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Your first paragraph is an
introduction - not required

The 1500 is a modular PLC You should have considered
the S7-400 series for rack
mounted

A good conclusion

Number your pages in the centre at the bottom, use full
justification and 1.5 line spacing next time



A good I/O list but the inputs should have the I addresses listed here
not their M addresses which are only for simulation and are mapped
to Ms when in non-simulation mode.

This is
from the
brief -
unneces
sary to
include
it



Is this page intentionally left blank?



S
ym

bo
ls

 a
re

m
is

si
ng

Th
es

e 
ar

e
di

re
ct

 s
ho

rt
ci

rc
ui

ts
 to

gr
ou

nd
 a

nd



You don't need to explain how to create the program,
focus instead on explaining how it works



You don't need to tell your reader a story of how you created
the program





You did
not
include
the Annex
!!
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There is no Annex !!



This table should contain 4
main columns, (1) description of
test, (2) expected result (3)
actual result (4) pass-fail with
evidence reference to image in
appendix

Poor evidence of testing,
snipping bits from screens
proves nothing

















Good evidence of testing of sequence



This is an acceptable
explanation

You don't
need to
explain
what
went
wrong
here

Don't blame a lack of time, this is not appropriate as the brief was issued in
November and the submission date was February. Consider better time
management.

This is not appropriate and should have been deleted
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PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Text Comment.  Your first paragraph is an introduction - not required

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  The 1500 is a modular PLC

Text Comment.  You should have considered the S7-400 series for rack mounted

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  A good conclusion

Text Comment.  Number your pages in the centre at the bottom, use full justification and 1.5
line spacing next time

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  A good I/O list but the inputs should have the I addresses listed here not their
M addresses which are only for simulation and are mapped to Ms when in non-simulation mode.

Text Comment.  This is from the brief - unnecessary to include it

PAGE 4



Text Comment.  Is this page intentionally left blank?

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  Symbols are missing

Text Comment.  These are direct short circuits to ground and should contain symbols of
solenoids

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  You don't need to explain how to create the program, focus instead on
explaining how it works

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  You don't need to tell your reader a story of how you created the program

PAGE 8

PAGE 9

Text Comment.  You did not include the Annex !!

PAGE 10

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  Steps do not contain actions

PAGE 12

PAGE 13

Text Comment.  There is no Annex !!

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  This table should contain 4 main columns, (1) description of test, (2) expected
result (3) actual result (4) pass-fail with evidence reference to image in appendix

Text Comment.  Poor evidence of testing, snipping bits from screens proves nothing

PAGE 15



PAGE 16

PAGE 17

PAGE 18

PAGE 19

PAGE 20

PAGE 21

PAGE 22

Text Comment.  Good evidence of testing of sequence

PAGE 23

Text Comment.  This is an acceptable explanation

Text Comment.  You don't need to explain what went wrong here

Text Comment.  Don't blame a lack of time, this is not appropriate as the brief was issued in
November and the submission date was February. Consider better time management.

Text Comment.  This is not appropriate and should have been deleted

PAGE 24

PAGE 25

1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

JONATHAN DAVIES 48



8

10

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

10

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

10

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

There is evidence of research form 1 source
correctly cited and listed. However, more sources
were required and the S7-1500 has been incorrectly
stated to be rack mounted which it is not as there is
no rack. However, the conclusion to your research
task is correct. (8/20)

There is evidence of knowledge and understanding.
A brief explanation of the program was included for
some rungs but there is no annex to show evidence
of the program. (10/20)

The is some evidence of analysis and cognitive skills.
Good evidence of testing of the auto sequence but
manual testing is poor. Conclusions are not
appropriate as sufficient time was allocated. (10/20)

Your drawing has no component symbols. Evidence
for testing of manual mode is poor, you have snipped
bits out of a screen which is no proof at all. Evidence
of auto sequence is very good. Annex is missing, no
evidence provided of program coding other than the
small amount in the explanation section. (10/20)



10A lot of your words are spent on explaining ow you
developed the system and at times, you are telling
your reader how it should be done but it is better to
explain the finished system as this document is
intended to be given to the customer to explain how it
works. There are some punctuation an spelling
errors. A table of contents and a list of figures should
have been added. (10/20)
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