ACDA5002 Group Project – Presentation Feedback


	Group Name:
	Group 3 The North

	Title of Project:
	Rapid Cratering Kit

	Supervisor:
	Dave Holley

	2nd marker: 
	Jenni Steen

	Pathway:    
	Technical Research & Development
Safety
Manufacturing & Processing
Breakdown & Disposal
Test & Evaluation                                 
(please indicate)

	Project Type:    
	Survey     Review     Experiment     Development         (please indicate)





	Final Viva
	
	
	
	

	 Project type:
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1. Response to Questioning
	/30
	/30
	/30
	25/30

	2. Presentation of Design
	/50
	/50
	/25
	28/30

	3. Demo / Modelling
	 -
	 -
	/25
	18/20

	4. Presentation Style 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	9/10

	5. Presentation Quality
	/10
	/10
	/10
	9/10

	TOTAL
	/100
	/100
	/100
	   89/100





(Feedback/Comments on next page)

Feedback/Comments:

Insert comments here.


Logo and initials on Slidesteam well define

Will young.

Introduction and overview well presented
Jobs in the team well defined.

Looked at customer requirements. (Where did these come from)
Progress meetings documented.
Key requirements presented.
Project management diagram presented.

Different members of the team interjecting a various times showing good teamwork.

Background research. (What is comp B? How does it differ from RDX TNT?

US compared with UK.

FMA followed systems teaching.

Initiation and detonation important

Looking at explosive variations (What were the key variations)
Assembly problems? How did you evaluate these?

Problems with threads? Plastics managing static in production?

Why also yellow………yellow band?

Time to deployment with auger? Under fire?

Liked the printed bits….always good to have ideas visualised.

Hole augmented by explosive after drilling.
How does the drill cope with different terrains? C.f. shaped charge.

Shock tube….advantages over black and tan?

EBW discounted mainly on coat and complexity and expense of firing system.

What are the advantages of the delay system?

Electrical safety emphasised.

Wooden boxes again for transport? Why not metal? Do these afford sufficient protection?


3601 any known issues? Listed as IM compliant. 

Grinding? Explosive? What would be an alternative filling that got away from these issues?

3601 process well recognised.

PBX 9502 IM compliant. Not one I’m familiar with. What were the drivers in the choice?

Pressing v casting…..advantages / disadvantages?

Big booster (4oz 4 dram in a shell) why so big? 

Crate calculations/ what is the basis of these tests.

Understanding of ADR regulations demonstrated but how did you get your classification
Ended up reading rather than listening here


Disposal. Cryofracture? Sensitiveness of explosives? Unplanned incidents whilst breaking up explosives.

How is the separation achieved? With plastic parts does this matter too much? 

To all.

Great teamwork, Great presentation.
Love the hardware!
CADMID Cycle covered.
Big miss……Environmental test sequence.



















	
Signed:  Dave Holley                                                (Supervisor)


	    Jenni Stten                                             (2nd marker)                                                        


	
1

