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	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A very good, logical report which followed a recognised design process [Reference?] 

A reflection section was included. Try and include some of the positives of the work here. You’ve created a design model; you can analyse the consequences of any design suggestions? These positives carry as much weight as the defence of some of the criticism.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Report is detailed, informative and well-presented making it a good read. Generally the layout of a report should go title page, abstract, contents page, list of tables and figures (you have these a little bit muddled). 

A critical reflection has been included, however emphasis appears to be on the critical here. Remember to include things that worked well, not just improvements and actions to be taken.



	

80

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

80% Agreed
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	4/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	4/10

	Comments:

A good introduction to the task and design brief was given.

A limited engagement with literature, both technical and systems was demonstrated. The Burge and Leverson papers were giveaways for the design engineer. It’s what you’ve been doing.



 


	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	5/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	4/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	5/5

	Comments:  

The role was clearly understood and a Systems analysis of the issue, both in design and manufacture was communicated to the team. Communication is evident from the report and presentation, but a sample of meeting minutes would have ensured to marks.

The SE process ensured a thorough progression from requirements to design. In addition, a model was created which could easily be adapted to accommodate design change on further iteration.

	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	18/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:  

The systems model used gave clear graphical output to the team. The recommendations were based on a traceable analysis. Even is this contained errors or required a design change the model could be adapted. 

Just watch test sizes in reports and spelling in spreadsheets. (review spelling in Excel is a good, but not infallible move.) also in things like FMA include deselection and selection criteria. As the project progresses it will be very useful to know why you did and didn’t do things

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Design Solution
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/10

	Presentation
	 -
	 -
	
	8/10

	Comments: 

The team presented an excellent solution. Feedback on the design and the presentation have been given under separate cover.

Individual presentation feedback is as follows :-

Good volume and pace, attempts made to make eye contact with audience. Introduced all roles. Gave some description of QFD1, brushed past functional requirements. Visual representation of QFD1 provided but difficult for audience to see/read/interpret. Function means analysis provided but again difficult for audience to see/read/interpret. Reasonable justification of design choices given. Backtracking slightly to explain points in the feature importance.













	 
	
	
	
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments: 

A very good, logical report which followed a recognised design process [Reference?] 

A reflection section was included. Try and include some of the positives of the work here. You’ve created a design model, you can analyse the consequences of any design suggestions? These positives carry as much weight as the defence of some of the critics.
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	79/100







