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	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

An interesting and good quality report.

I’d like to see a separate section on reflection as this is something you will need to consider as you head towards EPA. This was a good project. What made it good? What issues were there and how could you make it even better.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Detailed, informative report with a good flow. Some elements of reflection have been included throughout the group work section, however having a separate section would make it easier to demonstrate your critical evaluation skills and where you have acted upon the feedback.
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	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

69% Agreed
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	4/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:

A clear introduction to the project and its aims was given.

Engagement with literature shows an appropriate range of technical papers and publications was accessed.

Some of the numbering in the reference section went a bit awry. Downloading to word did not help.

 


	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	2/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	3/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:  

It is evident from the way the report is written that the individual understood the role they were taking on however this could be expressed and defined more clearly in the report.

Group communication was evident but the supply of more evidence, may be meeting minute would clarify the position. May be show the flow of data in a stake holder map?

A Systems Engineering process was used to derive the requirements. Perhaps the section alluding to disposal could have been included here.

 

	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	15/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	7/10

	Comments:  

The output to the team on the cryofracture disposal technique made for interesting debate. Although criticised for its expense we can’t go on burning under diesel for ever. Indeed, an accident associated with open burning at BAE Glascoed and the upset experienced carries a heavy scar.

The recognition of the need to find alternative methods is refreshing to see and added to the innovative nature of the final product.  

	 
	
	
	
	

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Design Solution
	 -
	 -
	 -
	9/10

	Presentation
	 -
	 -
	
	9/10

	Comments: 

Excellent Presentation showing good team ethic. Models were a delighter. Specific technical feedback given under separate cover. 

Individual comments as follows :- 

Reasonable volume, quite fast delivery at times but overall pace was good. Clear efforts made to interact with audience but with quite a bit of reading from the slides. This could give the impression that you are unfamiliar with the material despite the polished performance given. Nice, open body language and hand gestures gives an easy going and approachable feel to your delivery.





	 
	
	
	
	

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	3/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	6/10

	Comments: 

An interesting and good quality report.

I’d like to see a separate section on reflection as this is something you will need to consider as you head towards EPA. This was a good project. What made it good? What issues were there and how could you make it even better.
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	69/100







