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The aim of this report is to conduct a personal reflection and analysis on two coursework assignments from the academic year 2016/2017. 
The analysed assignments were chosen on a grade basis: I’ve decide to compare the assignment that had received the highest and the one with the lower grade. I will analyse first semester Introduction to Automotive Engineering Design coursework and, by chance, its second semester assignment. 
It will be explained each assignment brief, showed each feedback and mark received and conduct a personal evaluation.
 Further on, I’ll explain why is not unusual that the higher and lower grades are both from the same module. 
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[bookmark: _Toc508376559]Coursework brief
The first semester coursework of Introduction to Automotive Engineering module it was a 50% contribution to the overall module and it was divided in two parts: the writing of a technical report and the realization of some parts in SolidWorks.
Following the given scheme for the layout of the technical report, the essay had to be 1500 words maximum and, throughout a research, investigate how Computed Aided Design (CAD) had influenced the engineering industry, giving some information on the pioneers and fathers of this handful tool.
The second part of the coursework envisaged the realization of a Lego Race Car toy on CAD using SolidWorks. 
Fifty percent of the car components were had to be created while the remaining parts were supplied or could have been built gaining extra marks. The creation of each component was possible throughout given technical drawings on Moodle where also the submission of the final assembly was supposed to be uploaded. 
Following, there is my final assembly of the Lego racing car submitted.
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[bookmark: _Toc508376561]Personal evaluations

From an objective point of view, the mark achieved seems to suggest that there are no personal arrangements that can be done to improve the grade. However, from a personal point of view there are some hidden features that can be discussed.
When I had the result back I was very surprised of what I’ve gained: for the first time I had the testimony that very hard work and effort can be rewarded. 
This evaluation finds his confirmation on the feedback sheet, previously attached, in point one and two: in fact, a lot of effort was made to research a good variety of sources, nine books where analyzed throughout the developing of the assignment, to understand which were the principles that brought the continuous development of the CAD software making it a valuable tool in the engineering environment.
Furthermore, because it was my very first coursework in a foreign language and with a totally different layout and writing style, very important and useful have been, during the semester, the study skills sessions in which I’ve learn the importance of references and how to use them. My studies were rewarded achieving a “great” and “successfully” (quoting the feedback at point one and two) technique to put in my own words information endorsed by a “correct” in-text citation.
The Practical Application and Deployment of the coursework or the realization of the parts on SolidWorks, was also fully achieved (see section 4 on the feedback sheet) thanks to weekly module’s sessions and enhanced by individual practice, helping me to understand and learn the basics knowledge and concepts to confidently move within the software.
The design process of the Lego’s bricks was also helpful to develop and sharpen the ability to investigate contradictory information: in fact, in the 3D design process of a part there is no single and correct path to follow and the usage of the software highlighted this characteristic. 
Furthermore, the professional and well written style highlighted in point five, it is traceable to the assiduous participation at the assessment support classes on Wednesdays, without which I would surely not be able, alone, to understand the writing techniques for a technical report. 
Despite the high mark achieved, it is from personal mistakes that is possible to improve and learn: in addition to the information acquired from the studies conducted on the subject, I’ve also understood the differences between reference and bibliography list as also the importance of how each report chapter should start on a new page. 
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[bookmark: _Toc508376563]Coursework Brief
The second coursework for the Introduction to Automotive Engineering module was also the remaining fifty per cent overall contribution. 
The task was to produce a technical poster that would have analyzed two subjects chosen from the Introduction to Automotive Engineering lectures and the practical sessions. 
My choice has been the Introduction to Aerodynamics lecture by Tim Tudor and the Flow Bench practical session with John Kinsella. 
Following there is my poster:
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Looking back after all this time at this assignment and the mark/feedback gained, it is easier to understand which the mistakes were. Firstly, the fact that was one of the last coursework of the academic year added to the previous assignment’s good result surely it didn’t help: too confident. Moreover, due to work commitments that wouldn’t allowed me to be in Swansea for the deadline, I had to hand it in before Easter break: the deadline, in fact, was on the 4th of May but my digital receipt for the submission is on the 21st March. These are not supposed to be excuses for the work I have not done but general considerations of the time that I had available and from which I tried to gain the most. 
I also realized that this assignment has highlighted my major weaknesses: the main difference between the first coursework and this second one is the constrain in the word limit. In fact, the poster doesn’t have a specified word limit because this it’s given by the format itself. A clear and concise writing is a technique that I still need to improve, and the poster layout showed my main limit; in fact, the analysis section of the feedback sheet clearly suffered this issue, gaining the lowest mark for the entire coursework. In fact, the tables and graphs initially included to support the concepts, for a matter of space, ended being images. 
Looking back at it after all this time, a hypothetical solution could have been a shorter Aerodynamic Principles section so to than fully explain the table data built after the acquisition in the practical sessions.
Moreover, a superficial interpretation of the brief, didn’t help to change my consideration of a Poster: in fact, it was clearly referred as a fast tool to pass information across staff or costumer. Instead, I was considering it as a parallel support to a verbal exposure, as like as a power point presentation in which the audience is not supposed to be reading all the data but have a visual help for the discussion. 
There are, however, mistakes that I did because facing a problem for the first time and point five shows an example: labelling and numbering relatively tables and images. In fact, in my previous coursework I have included neither of the two types and consequently didn’t learn how to label. Moreover, the same point highlights the importance that the assessment support classes have been for the previous coursework: grammar errors or misspelling were absent although the higher word amount, while in this one there are some similar mistakes.
Looking back at this assignment after all this time, it is easier to understand how repeated errors, perfectly avoidable if I had paid more attention, in addition to the reasonable mistakes due to a new coursework layout didn’t help the overall result. 
[bookmark: _Toc508376566]Conclusion

This reflective report has highlighted the major mistakes that I was doing last year: not giving the right attention to the assignment’s brief and most importantly its marking scheme criteria. Whilst last year I’ve been lucky in some cases and less in others, although in both I couldn’t perfectly understand the importance of the two features that rule a well written report. Moreover, because I didn’t request the feedback for the second assignment, I’ve kept repeating the most mark’s penalizing mistake even this year, till I’ve finally directly faced its results, just as when growing up, children doesn’t accept theoretical concepts if not at their own practical expenses.
For instance, even if my basics SolidWorks skills were proved fine from last year assignment, this year first assessment for this module had a different result: a low mark for not paying the right attention to the marking criteria. 
Probably, because the last assignment’s mark didn’t affect me at a certain extent, I didn’t give the right importance to its feedback taking advantage of the opportunity to learn from mistakes.
In conclusion, I can affirm that the mistakes that I underwent last year and at the beginning of the current one, are surely part no more of my studies, confirmed by the achieved results throughout the academic year. 
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