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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The report was of good quality. Even so I would recommend a peer review when it comes to final dissertation time. Not on content, but on layout and English. The safety world is full of acronyms. Just make sure these are clear.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Report is detailed and informative but a little bit confusing with all of the acronyms for someone who is not as familiar with the field as you. Consider including a list of acronyms at the start of the document, that way the reader has a nice section to refer back to if they are confused. Abstract is quite long, one or two sentences on each section of the report would be sufficient.

Lacking in reflection and evidence of critical evaluation of performance. These are important skills that should be practice before EPA. Including a “Reflection” section discussing what went well/less well, actions that could be taken based on the feedback etc would have been helpful.
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	4/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	9/10

	Comments:

A clear introduction to the task and background research into the topic was given.

An engagement with an extensive array of technical and safety references was demonstrated. Some of the numbering of he references went a little awry. This is not the only case. Is it a “Moodle thing”?


 


	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	5/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	3/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:  

Own role well described in the text and an understanding of where John fitted into the Jigsaw puzzle of the team was evident.

Communication back into the team demonstrated (Coupling design for example). Some minutes of meetings showing how this was communicated would have been beneficial.

Requirements extracted via SE processes. Wath out for controls labelled “variability”. These are often noises. What element are you trying to control. Density? Particle size? Etc.


	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	16/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	9/10

	Comments:  

Safety information on the explosives, design of the casings and clips, initiator device and soil auger (non-explosive safety is important also) were fed back into the team and design changes were implemented as a result. It would have been good to see an example of a safety report format. “This is how I would have communicated in a real case.”

Conclusions and recommendations were fed back into the team and resulted in design changes to improve the safety of the system.






	 
	
	
	
	

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Design Solution
	 -
	 -
	 -
	9/10

	Presentation
	 -
	 -
	
	9/10

	Comments: 

Excellent Presentation showing good team ethic. Models were a delighter. Specific technical feedback given under separate cover. 

Individual comments as follows :- Good volume. Delivery was a little quick, slowing down a little bit may have been beneficial for the audience. This is difficult to do but does come more easily with practice over time. Closed off body language (e.g. having arms crossed) gives off the impression of either being nervous or unapproachable as a presenter, this is something to be aware of in future presentations. Using hand gestures to illustrate points did reduce this over time. Remember to relax, you’re the expert and you know your stuff. Excellent eye contact with audience throughout.






	 
	
	
	
	

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	1/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments: 

There was some reflection on the feedback from the presentation, but I would have preferred to see separate reflection section. This will become more relevant as we head towards EPA. A lessons learnt review approach is a good one. What went well? What went not so well? Plus, any improvements you could make.

The report was of good quality. Even so I would recommend a peer review when it comes to final dissertation time. Not on content, but on layout and English. The safety world is full of acronyms. Just make sure these are clear.
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