1. Very good slide pack, which was relevant to subject matter. Too much info on some slides, which made details unreadable.
2. Question raised on quality of fill vs production rate. Answered well.
3. Question raised on wave shaper to reduce head space. Rationale understood.
4. What was the overall hazard classification for the system? This was lacking.
5. Choice of wooden crate was interesting. Relatively good argument for.
6. Climatic considerations covered well. 
7. Good analysis of cadmid cycle but could have perhaps structured presentation around it.
8. Liked the qualitative and quantitative approach adopted, including explanations of testing regimes.
9. We both covered the RDX issue, which was not responded to well. Rationale is that powdered RDX can appear with depletion of plasticiser ie FoI <30!
10. Would have been good to see all-up slide of design.
11. Not able to answer question well on fragment test – what is the velocity and shape based on?
