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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark


Overall a pretty good report. But as I’ve said to many others getting a peer review before publication to sort out grammar and spelling would be a good idea.

We do need to know what YOU did.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Report is reasonably detailed and informative, however there needs to be more emphasis on your role within the team as a whole. Some evidence of reflection and critical evaluation of performance throughout. Including a separate “Reflection” section where you discuss what went well, what action could be taken based on the feedback etc would have been helpful.

Include page numbers for in your table of content (and the report as a whole) would allow for ease of navigation for the reader, especially if they are trying to find a specific section. Make sure all figures and tables are numbered and captioned with a brief description of what they are, these should be listed at the start of the report. References have been included but not correctly formatted, these should be in the IEEE format. There are resources available to help you if you are struggling with referencing formats (the library/google should help or you can always ask me!)
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	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

63% agreed
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	4/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:

 Good scene setting and introduction. 

Engagement with an extensive series of technical papers and publications, remember to reference previously published work of your own. It will stop alarming similarity scores.

	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	1/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	4/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:  

The paper was written very much from a team perspective. An EPA assessor will want to know what you did within the team.

Communication and team design meetings are evident through the writing of the report and the whole design process.

Requirements progressed through the design as a team effort using systems engineering processes. It does look as though some of the requirement’s gathering information was copied from the SE report. Remember to reference your own work.

I’d like to see a Cratering QFD 1 rather than a Tank QFD 1.

	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	7/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:  

The individual’s actions were not as well pointed out as hoped. Remember the EPA assess will want to see what you did. What output did you put into the design.

Conclusions and recommendations into the design were sound and an innovative solution was produced  

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	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 :- 

Good pace but quite a quiet delivery. Don’t be afraid to shout at us, some of us are a bit hard of hearing in this industry. Quite a lot of reading from slides but clear attempts at audience interaction and eye contact demonstrated. Try to avoid picking at nails while others are speaking, this is a sign of nerves and can be distracting to the audience. Be confident in yourself, you’re the expert and we are eager to hear what you have to say.





	 
	
	
	
	

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	4/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	7/10

	Comments: 

Although you’ve mentioned input from the presentation feedback and evidenced the great teamwork shown a separate section on reflection will be required at the EPA. A after action type review would be good. What went well/ What went not so well and things you would do to improve the process and the report.

Overall a pretty good report. But as I’ve said to many others getting a peer review before publication to sort out grammar and spelling would be a good idea.
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