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	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A very good portfolio with a good balance of technical and softer issues covered. As the test department think about the input and output from your activities. Don’t perform tests “because they are there”. What are you learning from each test?



	


80

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A detailed, informative and well referenced report with a good layout. A lot of acronyms have been used in this report which could be a little confusing for a non-expert. Consider including a list of abbreviations alongside your lists of tables and figures, this would give a centralised reference point for the reader to return to.

Consider separating your conclusion and reflection sections out instead of merging them together. This way you can provide more detail for each one and give a better insight into the objective facts of the conclusions and your more subjective opinions in the reflections.
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	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

80% Agreed
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	5/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:

Introduction shows a good understanding of customer needs and the internal needs of the project.

An appropriate engagement with technical literature demonstrated.

	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	4/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	4/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:  

Own role within the team demonstrated and clearly stated.

Evidence of communication within the team clearly demonstrated by provision of meeting minutes etc. Would have liked to have seen the way the test department communicated officially within the team (Test specification, rationale and output report, pass / fail criteria)

The link between the system requirements and the functional requirements (Metrics) is an important one. They “why” behind why the test is done.



	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	15/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:  

Output to the team is sound but I would have liked to have seen a trials specification (This is what we need to do) and an output sheet (These are your results.) There has been a fairly steep learning curve addressed here and it has been climbed pretty well. 

The end game is to get the munition past these tests. What precursor trials do you feel the team could have done to ensure success? I’m not sure if the EMTAP tube tests fell somewhere between you and Mr Blevins.

Also on bullet impact where do you aim the bullet? Would it make a difference? (More of a discussion point than a criticism)


	 
	
	
	
	

	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:- 

Presented with audio only via microphone with no visual camera input. This is not ideal as it limits the ability to assess a number of important presentation skills such as body language, audience interaction etc. Good volume and pace, evidence of practice and a good understanding of material being presented. Unfortunately, it was distracting for the audience when the presenter asked for the slide to be changed as this could not be done remotely. This could potentially be avoided in the future by allowing the remote team member to have presenter rights via Teams.



	 
	
	
	
	

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	8/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	9/10

	Comments: 

A good quality report laid out sympathetically for the reader. Was a peer review done? You hit the marking brief pretty well.

Reflections tied in well with the evidence supplied. An after action review would be the icing on the cake.
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	80/100







