ACDA5022 OME Group Project 
	Student Name:
	Theodore Dunning

	Title of Project:
	Mine Detection and Disposal

	Supervisor:
	Dave Holley

	2nd marker: 
	Jeni Steen

	Pathway:    
	Level 6 (BEng) OME Apprenticeship

	Project Type:    
	Group Project



	

	                           
	
	Mark %

	Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A good, well written report that was easy to read.

Reaction to the feedback was mature and balanced and opportunities for learning and improvement were noted.

It might be wise to take the reflection section as a lessons learned review what went well, what went not so well and what you’d do to improve things.  I think this was done but maybe not in the suggested structure
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	4/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	
6/10

	Comments:
A good introduction setting the scene for the project ahead.

The literature showed a good interaction with technical and threat papers but little on team working. Evidence from the report but perhaps not from the references.


	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	5/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	3/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:  

Own role well understood as was evidence from the presentation slides.

Communications with the team was described in the text but some evidence (Screenshots of WhatsApp or some excerpts from minutes showing the communication process would have been good to include here.

Requirements for design and manufacturing process well described. I know there was some rationalisation here. How was this done and who did it?


	
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	18/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:  

Out put to the team both in terms of technical content and the content for the presentation which was rich in imagery easy on the eye.

Some of the text was a little difficult to read. It may be a good idea in the future to take the part of the audience and look at your slides on a large screen and from distance. This may help clarity. 

All in all, a pretty good job!




	 
	
	
	
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Design Solution
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8.7/10

	Presentation
	 -
	 -
	
	8.7/10

	Comments: 

Manufacturing requirements Gathered and Pairwised
Slide very busy
Systems tree diagram used to identify subsystems
PE-8 used. How was the down selection made? Why not cast a PBX explosive fill.
Work up to live trials explained (Good)
What inerts could be used to represent explosives.
Mixing explosive seen as critical (would be with PBX as well)
What properties are you looking for.
Show the systems journey to end up with mixing in the report.
Think about STAMP for command and control in process.
Automated process chosen. (Show reasons for selection in the report)

Good pace of delivery. Quite quiet which could be difficult for some audience members to hear, especially in large rooms, however this did improve over the course of your section. Good, open body language with reasonable audience interaction. Quite a bit of reading from the slides, this could come across as being unprepared or unfamiliar with the material which is clearly not the case. Justification for focus on the explosive fill. Good detail of all stages of the production, with suitable focus on mixing.






	 
	
	
	
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	8 /10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	8 /10

	Comments:
 A good, well written report that was easy to read.

Reaction to the feedback was mature and balanced and opportunities for learning and improvement were noted.

It might be wise to take the reflection section as a lessons learned review what went well, what went not so well and what you’d do to improve things.  I think this was done but maybe not in the suggested structure
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