
Presentation 1
by Liesel Williams

FILE

TIME SUBMITTED 25-JAN-2019 11:31AM (UTC+0000)

SUBMISSION ID 99800235

WORD COUNT 304

CHARACTER COUNT 1749

8808_LIESEL_WILLIAMS_PRESENTATION_1_165678_947785450.PDF (996.12K)























FINAL GRADE

77/100

Presentation 1
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

PAGE 3

PAGE 4

PAGE 5

PAGE 6

PAGE 7

PAGE 8

PAGE 9

PAGE 10

6

1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

16

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

26.5

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

LIESEL WILLIAMS 77

Project background was determined by an educational need at Coleg Sir Gar. (3/5) Limited research
was evident from the presentation in terms of quotations, however research was evident from the
content. (3/5)

Project background: Good explanation given as to the need for such a system for use in education.
There exists a requirement for a bespoke training aid to facilitate the teaching of motors, the project is
intended to provide that solution. (4/5) Most aspects of H&S were covered including the use of a
Plexiglas cabinet to house the moving parts and power supply interlocks. PUWER, risk and electrical
safety assessments would be carried out. SIL rating given but no evidence that a SIL assessment has
been carried out. Risks explained in relation to the safe torque off, e-stops and guarding. (4.5/5) Clear
answers given for each question. However, an opportunity exists that the finished product could have
commercial value. It would be a risk not to engage with IP and protect the design. (7.5/10)

Clear explanations given of the problem and the reason for the project. Constraints given including
safety. It wasn’t clear how much of the final product was to be sub-contracted and how this would be



20

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

8.5

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

controlled. (6.5/10) Detailed FDS with screens that showed the end product. However, a graphic of the
final product was a litt le non-descript. It wasn’t clear if this would run several different motors in order
for a comparison in performance to be made or if it was for a single motor type. (7.5/10) Very detailed
testing table with manual and automatic sections for each screen/mode of operation including a
detailed test plan of how the 4 quadrants would perform. (8/10) Very good answers given showing that
these issues have been considered. Environmental impact was explained through the use of a
programmed hibernation mode and the use of a power reduction technique within PROFINET called
PROFIenergy. (4.5/5)

Choice of solution: Well justified for a range of reasons given. Two good alternatives given and a
ranking system use to grade the criteria; the highest score being the most suitable option. (8/10) WBS
was excellent, detailed Gantt chart showed timing though milestones were not identified. Contingencies
not on the presentation slides but explained verbally. (8/10) Clear answers given to questions. Detailed
Gantt chart and WBS explained. (4/5)

Excellent quality of presentation slides (except one small issue with 1 photo) (4/5) Confident, coherent
and concise within the allotted time. Delivery style was clear and precise. All questions answered with
confidence. (4.5/5)
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