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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	4/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	
6/10

	Comments:

A good introduction was given but was a little role centric. Who and what were the other roles in the team and what were the critical communication paths?

Literature review was limited to three safety related papers and the original design brief.  Some systems engineering and managerial and team working references would have provided some balance to the report. Should not the standards and regulatory papers reviewed form part of the references list?



	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	5/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	3/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:  

Safety role well understood and communicated using appropriate diagrams and illustration. This really helps to get the point over.

Communication evidently did happen, but it would be an improvement to show meeting minute, meeting logs excerpts from chats etc. The decision record is an important part of the design review. How did you achieve this? Were there issues? How did you overcome them?

Requirements design followed the QFD process. How did you achieve and manage consensus? (Specific examples?)

	
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	18/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:  

Output to the team well communicated. More of the mechanism rather than just the “what” needed here. Use of diagrams very good.

Conclusions and recommendations sound. This resulted in a good presentation. Again, what were the comms mechanisms?


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Design Solution
	 -
	 -
	 -
	7.3/10

	Presentation
	 -
	 -
	
	7.3/10

	Comments: 

QFD 1 results show priorities of functions 
Traceability mentioned
Safety Overview
Objective to derive basis of safety

Operational requirement driving safety requirements……….Another st of requirements how are these fed back into the initial design requirements

Legal and regulatory regulations illustrated. How do these tie into the system requirements.

Hazards….It there a relationship back to a FMEA….mitigation solution to FMEA.

FMEA effects and failure modes confused….Prem detonation is an effect seen, not a failure mode. This needs tying back to the use case and alternate and exception flows.

Safety summary provided.

Good volume and pace of delivery. Having notes on phone are not ideal, if you had prompt cards you would be able to interact better with the audience although some good attempts at eye contact were made. Read mainly from notes, this is not ideal as it could come across as being unprepared or unfamiliar with the topic which is clearly not true. Try not to present with your hand in your hoodie pocket as this could come across as closed body language, I do appreciate that it is difficult to know what to do with your hands but it will come more naturally with time. Good overview of your individual section of safety. Splitting operational safety into three areas made it easy to understand where the risk comes from. Various levels of legislation relating to safety referenced. Mitigation strategies are reasonable and realistic. Key failures identified but some effects identified as failures. Good summary of safety at the end of the section.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	8 /10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	8 /10

	Comments:

A very good readable report.

Reflection section giving an after-action review. Presented as bullets. A little more description required here. Also that’s for the team effort. What did you learn from the task? What are your takeaways for learning and development?
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