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Contents would look more
professional if you subdivided the
main headings



List of figures is clear
and well presented.



Avoid using first
person terms



Codes of practice
followed

Envronmental
issues
mentioned
here.

Sustainability
and recycling

Specificatio
n has all the
relevant
information
and due to
the
industrial
environmen
t has to
comply with
relevant
legislation
regarding
codes of
practice.



First person terms should be
avoided. This part should be in
an acknowledgement section.

A list of the
components
and a final
budget value
will do for this
part.



Must avoid first
person terms in
the report



This belongs in
an appendix and
referenced from
the main report



Block diagram is good and
shows how the system is
configured.



A good evaluation for this method.



Good image of sensor
operation.



Good image of sensor at different
levels.



Arguments are good for
each solution.

Table of comparison
is good.



Good evaluation and
comparison for selection.



Good use of Gantt
chart



Diagram is good and
informative.

This should be in the
appendix





Image is good
and easy to
follow.



Good image



Explanatio
n is good

apart fro
the use of
first
person.

The table of
results shows
the accuracy
of the sensor





Environmentally friendly
system.

Recycling where possible is
good practice.





Conclusion is
reasonable for the
project and you have
addressed
environmental and
sustainability issues.
Recommendations
have been put forward
with contaminants
such as budget and
third party involvement.



Good running log book showing work
breakdown.





























































































FINAL GRADE

51/100
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GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Text Comment.  Contents would look more prof essional if  you subdivided the main
headings

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  List of  f igures is clear and well presented.

PAGE 4

Text Comment.  Avoid using f irst person terms

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  Codes of  practice f ollowed

Text Comment.  Envronmental issues mentioned here.

Text Comment.  Sustainability and recycling

Text Comment.  Specif ication has all the relevant inf ormation and due to the industrial
environment has to comply with relevant legislation regarding codes of  practice.

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  First person terms should be avoided. This part should be in an
acknowledgement section.



Text Comment.  A list of  the components and a f inal budget value will do f or this part.

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  Must avoid f irst person terms in the report

PAGE 8

Text Comment.  This belongs in an appendix and ref erenced f rom the main report

PAGE 9

Text Comment.  Block diagram is good and shows how the system is conf igured.

PAGE 10

Text Comment.  A good evaluation f or this method.

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  Good image of  sensor operation.

PAGE 12

Text Comment.  Good image of  sensor at dif f erent levels.

PAGE 13

Text Comment.  Arguments are good f or each solution.

Text Comment.  Table of  comparison is good.

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  Good evaluation and comparison f or selection.

PAGE 15

Text Comment.  Good use of  Gantt chart

PAGE 16

Text Comment.  Diagram is good and inf ormative.



Text Comment.  This should be in the appendix
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Text Comment.  Image is good and easy to f ollow.

PAGE 19

Text Comment.  Good image

PAGE 20

Text Comment.  Explanation is good apart f ro the use of  f irst person.

Text Comment.  The table of  results shows the accuracy of  the sensor

PAGE 21

PAGE 22

Text Comment.  Environmentally f riendly system.

Text Comment.  Recycling where possible is good practice.

PAGE 23

PAGE 24

Text Comment.  Conclusion is reasonable f or the project and you have addressed
environmental and sustainability issues. Recommendations have been put f orward with
contaminants such as budget and third party involvement.

PAGE 25

Text Comment.  Good running log book showing work breakdown.
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

PHILIP HOCKIN 12

The research is limited with no background



6/20

11/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

12

ANALYSIS

15/25

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

research. The report start out with the specification.
There should be at least an outline summary and
background to set the scene for the project. 3/10
The number of references is not enough for the
report. There should more included in the research.
3/10

The specification explains the requirements and has
environmental and sustainability built in. However
the solution should not be in the specification. 5/10
Solutions considered shows a good comprehensive
understanding of what is needed for the system and
alternative methods. The effort made here is good
and you have offered three possible solutions with
evaluations for each. 6/10

Testing and results is comprehensive and the
alternative system has been justified. There has
been a reasonable effort made in this section and
underpins the understanding. 6/10 The conclusion
does evaluate the outcomes in comparison to the
spec. The recommendations are valid and the
constraints for these are mentioned. 6/10

The planning for the project using Gantt chart is
good but should include the actual timeline for
comparison as well as an explanation. 2.5/5



7/15

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

Solutions considered are very good and explained
well. Practical testing has been carried out on the
chosen solution only but you have carried out a
good evaluation of the two solutions which shows a
good effort made. 6/10 Implementation has been
completed for the chosen solution and explained
well. 6.5/10

The overall quality of the report could have been
better. There is not enough research in the report
and far too many first person terms used. There are
also many spelling and grammatical errors. However
there good technical points with evaluations. 7/15


	Philip Hockin Final Project & Log Books
	by Philip Hockin

	Philip Hockin Final Project & Log Books
	GRADEMARK REPORT
	FINAL GRADE
	GENERAL COMMENTS
	Instructor


	PHILIP HOCKIN12


