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Good Structure





A good summary but there should be less emphasis on what's in the report, and more on the project itself.

You explain the reason for each section instead of telling your reader what's in them.

your reader will know the purpose of this section but needs to know here what it is.

here, you should have stated the problem





Why are there no photos or diagrams?

is there a tunnel? repetition

What is the plant made up of?

repetition

use numbers

repetition

this belongs in the next section

the background is meant to set the scene for the problem definition, you should have explained the basic oxygen process
and what the cable tunnels feed rather than explaining the problem which belongs in the next section



this paragraph contains a lot of repetition

Spelling

repetition

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

This appears to be a quotation. It should be in double quote marks and begin with The company states that "
....................... "



Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Spelling

use double " marks

There are too many quotations. It would be better to read them and put in your own words.



Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

no need to explain this term

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard M



A lead in sentence would be helpful

Good level of detail in each outcome

This column is too wide since there is only a number in it



This is a good way of itemising each part of the FDS





some of these as configuration tasks not tests

how is this a test?

what is the test?

how

How is this a test?



How will you test it?

What's the test?

This belongs in a different section

These constraints have already been covered

This should have been stated earlier



You could have a lead-in sentence that briefly describes the solution with reference to figure 1.

Where is the PLC?

this is a flow chart not a
block diagram

How is water level a block, shouldn't in be an input to the transducer?

a level detector cannot
deliver enough power to
drive a pump

This solution uses

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method



This is more like a flow chart not a block diagram

Block diagrams should show connections

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

If the FDS requires automatic draining, all solutions must do the same thing but in a different way.



This is a flow chart not a block diagram

Are there 2 motors?

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method



All solutions must meet the requirements of the FDS, see F4

accuracy should have been specified in the FDS



An interesting diagram that points to solution 2



A WBS is not a Gantt chart, they are two different diagrams but one is based on the other

No need to say how useful they are.

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method



Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method



How will it be simulated, what software are you going to use?

This makes no sense as all three solutions should meet the requirements of the FDS and only the best should be selected.

This should be your solution if the FDS requires it!























This is very linear, no contingencies







This is too little since this log book covers a whole term
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GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Good Structure

Report is structured exactly as stated in the assignment brief.

PAGE 3

PAGE 4

Text Comment.  A good summary but there should be less emphasis on what's in the
report, and more on the project itself.

Text Comment.  You explain the reason for each section instead of telling your reader
what's in them.

Text Comment.  your reader will know the purpose of this section but needs to know
here what it is.

Text Comment.  here, you should have stated the problem

PAGE 5

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  Why are there no photos or diagrams?

Text Comment.  is there a tunnel?



QM

QM

QM

QM

Text Comment.  repetition

Text Comment.  What is the plant made up of?

Text Comment.  repetition

Text Comment.  use numbers

Text Comment.  repetition

Text Comment.  this belongs in the next section

Text Comment.  the background is meant to set the scene for the problem definition,
you should have explained the basic oxygen process and what the cable tunnels feed rather
than explaining the problem which belongs in the next section

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  this paragraph contains a lot of repetition

Spelling

Spelling error

Text Comment.  repetition

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Text Comment.  This appears to be a quotation. It should be in double quote marks and
begin with The company states that " ....................... "

PAGE 8

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Spelling

Spelling error

Text Comment.  use double " marks

Text Comment.  There are too many quotations. It would be better to read them and put
in your own words.



QM

QM

QM

PAGE 9

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Text Comment.  no need to explain this term

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

PAGE 10

Text Comment.  A lead in sentence would be helpful

Text Comment.  Good level of detail in each outcome

Text Comment.  This column is too wide since there is only a number in it

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  This is a good way of itemising each part of the FDS

PAGE 12

PAGE 13

Text Comment.  some of these as configuration tasks not tests

Text Comment.  how is this a test?

Text Comment.  what is the test?

Text Comment.  how

Text Comment.  How is this a test?

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  How will you test it?

Text Comment.  What's the test?



QM

QM

QM

Text Comment.  This belongs in a different section

Text Comment.  These constraints have already been covered

Text Comment.  This should have been stated earlier

PAGE 15

Text Comment.  You could have a lead-in sentence that briefly describes the solution
with reference to figure 1.

Text Comment.  Where is the PLC?

Text Comment.  this is a flow chart not a block diagram

Text Comment.  How is water level a block, shouldn't in be an input to the transducer?

Text Comment.  a level detector cannot deliver enough power to drive a pump

Text Comment.  This solution uses

Strikethrough.

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

PAGE 16

Text Comment.  This is more like a flow chart not a block diagram

Text Comment.  Block diagrams should show connections

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Text Comment.  If the FDS requires automatic draining, all solutions must do the same
thing but in a different way.
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Text Comment.  This is a flow chart not a block diagram



QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

Text Comment.  Are there 2 motors?

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

PAGE 18

Text Comment.  All solutions must meet the requirements of the FDS, see F4

Text Comment.  accuracy should have been specified in the FDS

PAGE 19

Text Comment.  An interesting diagram that points to solution 2

PAGE 20

Text Comment.  A WBS is not a Gantt chart, they are two different diagrams but one is
based on the other

Text Comment.  No need to say how useful they are.

Strikethrough.

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

PAGE 21

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

Incorrectly cited, this is not the Harvard Method

PAGE 22

Text Comment.  How will it be simulated, what software are you going to use?

Text Comment.  This makes no sense as all three solutions should meet the
requirements of the FDS and only the best should be selected.

Text Comment.  This should be your solution if the FDS requires it!
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PAGE 24

PAGE 25

PAGE 26

PAGE 27

PAGE 28

PAGE 29

PAGE 30

PAGE 31

PAGE 32

PAGE 33

Text Comment.  This is very linear, no contingencies

PAGE 34

PAGE 35

PAGE 36

Text Comment.  This is too little since this log book covers a whole term

PAGE 37

PAGE 38

PAGE 39

PAGE 40

PAGE 41

PAGE 42

PAGE 43

PAGE 44

PAGE 45
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9

1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

10

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

SEAN PARRY 50

Sections 3 and 5: Engagement in research, judicial 
use and critical evaluation sources for project 
constraints and literature review of solutions. 
There is good evidence of research from a good 
range of sources. (6/10)
Sections 3, 5 and 8:  Extent of reading, use of 
credible sources, use of Harvard method for listing 
and citing 
Most citations seem to be quotations and not 
correctly cited. (3/10)

Section 3: Project background and problem 
definition 
Little given of the background of the BOS plant. 
Little information about the tunnels. The problem 
has been defined but is repeated a number of 
times. (2/5)



9

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

Section 3: Project constraints: Ethical.  
Good level of detail given. (3/5)
Section 3: Project constraints: Sustainability 
Good level of detail given. (3/5)
Section 3: Project constraints: Legal/Commercial 
Some level of detail given. (2/5)

Section 4: Functional Design Specification 
Quite detailed with useful itemisation method (3/5)

Section 4: Test planning 
This section has some good parts but many of the 
tests are poorly explained, you should be able to 
give the test table to another engineer and they 
should be able to carry them out for you. (2/5)

Section 5: Evaluation of solutions and justification 
of final solution 
The 3 solutions should all meet the requirements 
of the FDS but some don’t and although the choice 
of solution 2 is justified. The block diagrams are 
actually more like flow charts. (2/5)

Section 7: Conclusions and Recommendations 
Some useful points noted, but you contradict your 
choice of solution by saying that all three solutions 
should be joined together but this goes beyond the
requirements of the FDS.  (2/5)
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13

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

Section 6: Project Plan 
Very simple and linear, no contingencies. (2/5)

Section 6: Working breakdown structure, costing 
exercise and management techniques
Good detail given. (3/5)

Appendix: Risk assessment for implementation 
phase 
Very good detail given. (3/5)

Appendix: Planning phase log-book entries. 
Very brief and lacking in time spent on the project. 
(1/5)

Section 1: Executive summary 
Read more like an introduction or report contents 
rather than a summary of the whole thing. (2/5)

All Sections: Presentation quality of the report, 
diagrams, charts, tables, figure numbering, page, 
and section numbering etc
Good quality. (3/5)

All Sections: Quality of the writing style, use of 
punctuation and grammar
Generally well written but contains a lot of 



repetition. (3/5) 

Word count limit not exceeded
Not exceeded (5/5)


