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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A good quality TECHNICAL report however the softer issues of communication and team organisation need to be dealt with in the portfolio.

It would be a good idea to get a peer review done on some of these papers. Not just for spelling and grammar, which in fairness is pretty good, but also to check if you’ve hit the marking scheme.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The report is very detailed and informative, fantastically referenced, excellent effort! An interesting read.

Good attempt to reflect upon the feedback given and some good answers have been given to the questions posed, however the reflection should have been on how the project went as a whole. Discussing things that worked well/less well, things that could be done differently etc would have been beneficial in this section.



	

72

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

72% Agreed
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	5/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	10/10

	Comments:

A sound introduction and explanation of the problem including the technical derivation.

An extensive battery of technical papers provided as reference sources. A very wide engagement with technical literature


 


	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	1/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	2/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:  

Although the design of the charge and modelling role is implicit in the report and was described in the presentation it is not brought out and specified in this report. We needed a paragraph explaining the role and its inputs and outputs.

Communication with the rest of the team, although it must have happened to result in a design was not clearly demonstrated. How were you going to inform the design team of the findings of the modelling exercise?

Again we know that the design requirements we inputs from a systems design exercise. How did you use these in your modelling.





	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	17/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments: 

The technical work carried out is clear and of a good standard the conclusions and recommendations from it are sound and form the basis of an operable design.

The means of communicating this to the team (Acceptance matrix, design parameter output, “warhead specification”) needs to be clarified.
 

	 
	
	
	
	

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Design Solution
	 -
	 -
	 -
	7.5/10

	Presentation
	 -
	 -
	
	7.5/10

	Comments: 

A good design solution presented well by the team. Feedback on the design and individual presentation styles given under separate cover. 

Comments on individual style as follows:- 

Nice even pace, rather quiet. Whilst this presentation was performed in a small space some of the panel members struggled to hear and had to request louder presenting, don’t be afraid to shout at us. Presented sat down so as not to block visuals, good awareness of presentation space. Mainly read from slides with some attempts to made eye contact with audience. This could give the impression that the presenter is unfamiliar with the information being presented. Referenced the work of other group members giving a good collaborative feel.












	 
	
	
	
	

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	2/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	9/10

	Comments: 

A good quality TECHNICAL report however the softer issues of communication and team organisation need to be dealt with in the portfolio.

It would be a good idea to get a peer review done on some of these papers. Not just for spelling and grammar, which in fairness is pretty good, but also to check if you’ve hit the marking scheme.

There was some reflection in the conclusion, but a dedicated section will be required come the EPA. What went well? What went not so well? Plus any improvements you would make.
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