
Tech Authoring
Report_Atkins_1809912

by Stuart Atkins

Submission date: 02-Nov-2022 11:12AM (UTC+0000)
Submission ID: 187909217
File name: 12366_Stuart_Atkins_Tech_Authoring_Report_Atkins_1809912_451433_1463664779.docx (3.57M)
Word count: 3353
Character count: 18355









1























FINAL GRADE

36/50

Tech Authoring Report_Atkins_1809912
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

This is a well written paper that achieved the
objectives of the assignment. 

The use of 'doesn't', detracts from the test section
and is not a grammatically correct technical term. 

Did you think that Tod's workshop was a credible
reference? This does come out in the text to a
degree, but I think you could have strengthened
the argument by saying that there were a number
of discrepancies, which detracted from definitive
results. However, there is limited information so
the results did provide a degree of understanding
in performance.

Liked Patel-Gillingham formula very much, and
your maths was correct. However, you have
transposed the '2' on the power incorrectly in the
formula. Well explained penetration result.

German De-Marre equation. I liked the way you
simplified and transposed the data. Very clear.
Good explanation of the resistance constant too,
and the ambiguity surrounding it.

The 'etc' detracted from the flow of the conclusion.
It is superfluous so consider not using it in a
technical report.

Word count - 3353



Overall, this was a well written assignment
presented in the correct technical format. You
made good use of tables and diagrams to explain
your arguments and there were only minor
'niggling' errors to detract. Well done. 
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Comment 1

You could have used percentages here based on the figures mentioned previously
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