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	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A good clear report that could have been improved by more visible graphics and tables. It’s as well to get a peer review so that these bugs can be ironed out.

The response to the presentation feedback was good to see. Perhaps you could put this in a separate section together with some reflections on how the job went. The good as well as the bad. 
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A nice informative report with reasonable layout. Figures and tables have been numbered which is good, but they should also be captioned with a brief description of what they are and listed in tables at the beginning of the report. 

Good attempt at providing reflection, perhaps having this included as a separate section with some more detail would have been helpful. Good practice for the EPA thought, well done!



	

74

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

74% Agreed.
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	3/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	7/10

	Comments:

A brief introduction to the task was given. An image or sketch would have aided comprehension. 

The reference section showed an adequate interaction and engagement with technical papers.

 


	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	4/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	4/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:  

The roles in the team were clearly defined and alluded to in the report. 

Team communications were evident in the report and meetings were listed. An example of the minutes would have been a good addition.

The team demonstrated a systems approach to requirements gathering and these were listed in the report.

	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	15/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	8/10

	Comments:

Output to the team was well documented in the report and reporting question detailed in the feedback from presentation section. An illustration of the report table would have been useful here.

A good comprehension of the environmental trials process demonstrated. Some of the figures were small and blurry. There’s no zoom facility on paper so make sure these are visible.



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Design Solution
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/10

	Presentation
	 -
	 -
	
	8/10

	Comments: 

The team presented an excellent solution. Feedback on the design and the presentation have been given under separate cover.

Individual presentation feedback is as follows :-

Good volume, reasonable pace. Some interaction with audience, spent a lot of time reading from slides/screen. Transport/storage slides contains visuals that audience cannot read/interpret. Procedures described but with limited justification. Some references to design requirements made. Images included but cannot be easily understood by audience and not explicitly referenced in presentation for the most part so hard to assess usefulness. 






	 
	
	
	
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	6/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	7/10

	Comments: 

A good clear report that could have been improved by more visible graphics and tables. It’s as well to get a peer review so that these bugs can be ironed out.

The response to the presentation feed back was good to see. Perhaps you could put this in a separate section together with some reflections on how the job went. The good as well as the bad. 
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