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(Feedback/Comments on next page)

Feedback/Comments:

	A good presentation, which was delivered confidently. Sufficient technical detail included, with the slides providing sufficient detail for the audience to follow. 

Answered the vast majority of questions well at the professional level, but did tend to hide behind classification as opposed to providing comparisons for some lower level queries. For example, dynamic velocity and reverse engineering of the application were not explained as well as they could have been. The answers the panel were looking for were how dynamic velocity would affect fragment throw and whether, from fragment patterns, the type of warhead could be identified. 

Marker 2 Comments: 

Did a good presentation with a good account of what happened and what information was gained. Data collected was presented well and some deeper analysis was presented.  

Did not answer some markers questions particularly well and avoided deeper analysis by deciding that further investigation or looking at other techniques was not part of her teams purview. It would have been better to acknowledge the suggestions offered by the panel (laser scanning, LiDAR, Dopplar Radar) and be more prepared to show why the methodology used was most appropriate.  

Did not provide sufficient reasoning for lack of objectivity in data collection but did acknowledge the need for improvement, this was out of the students control for the most part. 

Bringing in fragments were really effective in showing the challenge involved and showing the issues with the velocity foil was also good.   

Mark agreed with marker 1.
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