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	Group Name:
	Group 1 

	Title of Project:
	Rapid Cratering Kit

	Supervisor:
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	Jenni Steen

	Pathway:    
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	Final Viva
	
	
	
	

	 Project type:
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1. Response to Questioning
	/30
	/30
	/30
	23/30

	2. Presentation of Design
	/50
	/50
	/25
	24/30

	3. Demo / Modelling
	 -
	 -
	/25
	16/20

	4. Presentation Style 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	5. Presentation Quality
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	TOTAL
	/100
	/100
	/100
	77/100





(Feedback/Comments on next page)

Feedback/Comments:

	Good intro.
Roles well defined.

Josh…don’t dance about so much.

Requirements well set out but slide is busy. QFD 1 busy.
Pairwise used. Try and highlight the important points on the slide. The detail can be in the report.

Iterations noted. FMA carried out 
(Question: -Powder coat for identification) (Compatibility of encapsulant)

QFD 2 Clusters and criticalities, mention these in the report.

Good systems story. 
(Questions:-Wind rain etc. given as noise….what sort of noise factors are these?
Where are the bag charges?)

Sam

From Magaluf…..raised cad drawings using solid works.
Looking for one person lift but compared back through qfd (Good)
Brainstorm manufacturing as a team 
(Question:- Any Disagreements at this stage? How were these resolved?)
Do they go onto main errors in flow forming?
(Question:- Aluminised blast v non aluminised need to look at this.
(Question:-Errors in Laser fill height (See IM 105 laser height fill monito proved troublesome)

Manufacturing engineer responsibilities well understood. Good presentation

Adam

Good presenter. Clear requirements. 
All up round turned down in favour of small scale testing
(Question what do small scale tests give you? EMTAP vs Explosiveness (Handling vs Store)
(Question: Why not use the tube tests? See brief)
Classification testing well understood.
IM testing well understood.
(Question Performance testing……For the group What happened to the charge bags?)
(Questions:- Flash x-ray…how does this work when burrowing underground?
Communication of trials results. What type of test report are you supplying?)


Albie

Environmental test sequence. 
Environmental slide a little busy. Text small
Sequence understood.
(Question:- How are cost savings made in diurnal cycling?)
Transport sequence understood.
(Question:- What’s the difference between Chinook and the other rotary wing? Have you  separate vibration cycles for these?)
(How do you get the designers to pass the environmental first time? Small scale tests?)

Component testing vs All up packaged round, inert materials to cut down hazard
Example of test report back to the team??

Creighton

Goals well laid out.
Demil and Disposal well defined.
Again look at the slide from the audience perspective.
Went on far too long.

Marking frame for level 6 as below:- Marks will be fed back and entered separately. It’s just the nature of the beast.
	


	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Breakdown and Disposal
	Understanding of the breakdown and disposal Requirements for the area selected
	Understanding the deliverables for design for disposal in test and production arenas
	Identification of candidate disposal techniques for article and explosive disposal
	Critical analysis of disposal design data 
	Feedback into the design process
	Preparation of the waste stream management plan

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	Lifecycles understood and through life factors mentioned. Have you considered other ND techniques? How about remote disassembly (Screw removals)
	Feed back into the design team recommended a disposal route.
Hazard compartmentalised due to the separate components.
Chemical breakdown for detonators?
	Beginning to end approach required. This needs to be illustrated through the manufacturing process.

	
	
	Very good understanding
	Demil methods and deliverables well understood. Including recycling an re use
	Disposal techniques well understood over a range of materials
	
	
	

	
	
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	





















	
Signed:  Dave Holley                                                (Supervisor)


	    Jenni Stten                                             (2nd marker)                                                        
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