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FINAL GRADE

68/100

Final
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

Well done George. This assignment was well
written, structured and referenced. Included many
considered arguments. There were a couple of
type-o, word omissions (see the second sentence
on page 3) and sentence constructs that detracted
from the overall presentation.

Comments in detail:

1. The history section is well researched and
referenced.

2. You demonstrated a good understanding of the
theory of FAE, and the factors affecting their
performance. Just the right amount of explanation.
However, you could have used a diagram to
support your explanation of dispersion, delay and
ignition.

3. 'Harness effect' not 'harness affect'.

4. I liked figure 1, which clearly demonstrates the
difference between HE and FAE-type blast curves.
You could have enhanced the figure by adding
some potential values on the axes.

5. Good comparison is provided in Table 1.

6. The sequencing from theory to the practical
application of FAE was well structured. Again, you



could have used a diagram to support your
discussion on construction and function. 

7. Burster not 'buster' charge. Severe, not 'sever'. 

8. Types of target well explained across all
environments (land/sea/air). FAE good for single
impulse mines, but consider limitations for
double/triple impulse etc.

9. Points on legality noted, but be careful as the
LOAC all comes down to necessity, distinction and
proportionality, unnecessary suffering etc -
https://lieber.westpoint.edu/are-thermobaric-
weapons-lawful/
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