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	1. Response to Questioning
	/30
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	2. Discussion of Findings
	/50
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	/25
	17/25

	3. Demo
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	/25
	17/25
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(Feedback/Comments on next page)

Feedback/Comments:

	Marker 1:
Clear slides to start.

Spoke clearly not reading. GOOD.

Some hesitation

How could this work be extended outside DSTL

How does the QFD process link into the SSOW?

Clarity could be better on QFD.

QFD not clearly stated. A real matrix would have helped. Decision chain need emphasising.

How do the safety characteristics change with the form of the material.

Measure things like crush strength of the pellets.

Marker 2 (Jenni Steen stepping in for Gareth Collett):
Reasonable volume and speed. Slight stutter at the start but settled well into presentation. 
Good introduction to presentation, giving an agenda for the presentation so we know what to expect. Clear introduction to project with good justification of topic. Well defined benefits. Differentiated well between potential audience expectation of an industrial robot and the collaborative robot. Well defined QFD, easy for a non expert to understand, led well into research. Conclusion does sum up nicely.
Reflection throughout, discussed buying the gripper before QFD not being ideal. 
Copy of poster provided for the audience. Presentation clear, simple, good layout. Effective visuals to allow ease of audience understanding. Some errors in presentation, may have lacked proof reading.
Fairly confident answers to question, enthusiastic about topic. Good knowledge of the systems engineering process demonstrated.
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