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	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

A good report. Not for the first time I need to talk about reflection. Some input from the presentation was made but how about doing a after action review to pick out the good and bad in the project. 

Also, I would recommend a peer review just to check English, spelling and grammar. It will help come EPA time.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark


Report is informative but lacks reflection. Being able to critically evaluate performance is an important skill that needs to be demonstrated.

Confusion over the difference between an abstract and introduction. An abstract is a brief summary (usually a sentence on each section) of the whole report while an introduction gives the general background of the topic and leads the reader into the subject. Numbering the sections would allow for the reader to navigate the document more easily, especially if the report has a lot of sections.
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	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

70% Agreed
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	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	
	
	
	4/5

	Literature Review
	
	
	
	7/10

	Comments:

 A clear introduction to the task and the background to the munition was provided.

An adequate engagement with external references for technical papers was demonstrated. References for the systems side of the design process were not included. Good to see my old friend Ron Hollands included.

	 
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Understanding own Role
	
	
	
	4/5

	Communication with Team
	
	
	
	3/5

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:  

Own role within the team understood and described.

I’m assuming the explosive selection was communicated back to the team because this was evident in the presentation. How would this be done? An inclusion of meeting minutes or a format of a report would have been useful.

The requirements for the design were derived via a system engineering process. References would have made this section better.



	 
	
	
	
	

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Output to team
	
	
	
	15/20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	
	
	
	7/10

	Comments:

The technical detail for the explosive’s selections were covered in the report and were evident in the presentation, both in the individuals slot and overall.

How would this have been communicated back into the design team in real life?

The selection of the explosives provided a viable solution. How about comparing the pressed explosive selected with a cast version? Would it have been even easier to make? Could we have used “waste” explosive form larger filling operations? (Suggestions only)

Inaccuracies in the calculations were noted, these are not serious and would be explained in later OME modules.

  



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	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 :- 

Great volume and pace. Minimal reading from slides/prompt cards with good interaction with the audience. Try to avoid touching your face so much while presenting, this could be a nervous reaction, but it can be a little distracting to the audience and come across as lacking confidence.

	 
	
	
	
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	
	
	
	2/10

	Quality of Report
	
	
	
	7/10

	Comments: 

A good report. Not for the first time I need to talk about reflection. Some input from the presentation was made but how about doing a after action review to pick out the good and bad in the project. 

Also, I would recommend a peer review just to check English, spelling and grammar. It will help come EPA time. (Main responsibilities lied???)
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	72/100







