
George Atkins Major Project
Proposal

by George Atkins

Submission date: 23-Mar-2023 03:04PM (UTC+0000)
Submission ID: 200276763
File name: 18076_George_Atkins_George_Atkins_Major_Project_Proposal_487262_659576250.docx
(253.19K)
Word count: 1103
Character count: 5844





List of Figures

List of Tables



 1
grammar

explain
 2

repetition

 3

what are these
methods?explain

similar to what?
 4

 5

 6

 7



 8

 9

 10



what are you going to demonstrate with these results?

you say nothing how these data will be evaluated. what analytical
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it's not a literature source!
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i am not sure what is the relevance of this source



FINAL GRADE

40/100

George Atkins Major Project Proposal
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Intro / Aim & Objectives (150

  words) 98 + 86 Project

Project title. Identification of a specific 
problem to be

  investigated. Well-defined aims and 
SMART objectives. 

Explaining why this project is worth 
doing. Discussion of what the

  project needs to do to be a success.

Description of any deliverables that 
will be produced at the end of the

  project

 

The project title is too general. Can 
you

  specify the ‘suitability’ for what? 
‘Safety assessment of Pendine 
firing

  shelters’

The problem to be investigated is 
roughly stated. It lacks

  critical details to support its 
importance. Make it stronger.

The aim is too general. Objectives 
are not SMART.

Supporting details are missing. 
Explain the importance;

  why is this project worth doing

There is no discussion of what the 
project needs to do to be a success.

deliverables are not described

20 7

Background to the Project / Literature

  Review (450 words) 126

Description of how the work to be 
done in the project relates to the


20 6



  work identified in the literature 
review. Discussion of any ethical 
issues

  raised by the project Identifying what

  has already been done within the 
field. Topic familiarity.  Brief 
literature

  review using appropriate sources – 
6-8 journal papers and book chapters

  rather than just websites. Selection 
of relevant models & concepts.

 

Four sources are mentioned as 
relevant but this relevance

  is not explained. You claim that 
the ballistic testing methods used 
in the

  other papers would be useful in 
your research but you do not name 
any of them. 

No discussion of any ethical issues.

I am convinced that you know this 
topic,

  but it is not very straightforward 
from the proposal. There is no 
analysis,

  synthesis, or evaluation of the 
concepts. No arguments are 
developed that

  would lead to logical conclusions

Engagement with a limited range 
of relevant literature and

  credible sources (only 4 instead 6-
8). Application for ethical approval 
is

  not a literature source.

Project Design (200 words) ~200

Clear statement of which development 
methods are to be used and why

  they are appropriate. 

A clear statement of which tools are 
to be used and why they are

  appropriate.

30 13



A clear description of how data 
collected will be analysed

 

The methods to collect data are 
clearly stated but there

  is no explanation of what these 
data will demonstrate.

You say nothing about how these 
data will be evaluated.

  what analytical approach will you 
take? is there any statistical 
analysis

  involved?

what are the risks for which the risk

  assessment was produced?

 

Resources / Planning (200 words) 144

List of any deliverables. Clear diagram

  showing both timing and resource 
use. Completed

  ethics form. 

Limited and relevant appendices

 

Deliverables not listed

Very good Gantt charts

The Ethics Form contains more 
relevant information in a  more 
coherent form than the project 
proposal

 

 

15 8

Document Presentation

Correct spelling. Grammar and 
punctuation. The flow of 
narrative/fluency.

  Coherence. Word processed. 
Correct use of referencing with 

15 6



bibliography. Strict

  word limit for main text – 1000 
words. 

 

Excellent spelling and punctuation. 
Some sentences

  difficult to understand

Not very fluent Nor coherent

Properly word-processed

Referencing shows minor omission 
([REF 6] no access date

  but IEEE format applied 
throughout 

Below the word limit. The 
background to the project

  /Literature review should be more 
extensive.

The project plan is professionally 
structured and includes

  a title page with the title and 
student’s name, a table of content 
corresponding

  to numbered sections, and 
subsections in the text. Page 
numbers are included

  and correspond to the numbers in 
the main body. Add the titles: Table 
of

  Figures and Table of Tables. There 
is no ‘Conclusions’ section nor 
‘Expected

  results’

Low level of similarity

Abbreviations must be explained 
when used first time in

  the text (e.g. RHA – rolled 
homogenous armor)

 

TOTAL 100 40
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Text Comment.  List of Figures

Text Comment.  List of Tables

PAGE 3

Comment 1

this sentence is not very clear

Text Comment.  grammar

Text Comment.  explain

Comment 2

what are 'these 1500kg blocks'? develop this more

Text Comment.  repetition

Comment 3

word 'conducted' repeated three times in two sentences. rephrase!

Text Comment.  what are these methods?

Text Comment.  explain

Text Comment.  similar to what?

Comment 4

main concepts/findings of each of these publications should be described, analysed, 
critically assessed 

Comment 5



what are the results of test at Pendine? what methods were used?

Comment 6

these procedures and data capture requirements should be described here

Comment 7

protection from what? Explain what are the potential risks. 

PAGE 4

Comment 8

How this applies to buildings?

Comment 9

These two figures show exactly the same thing. Choose only one.

Comment 10

this sentence is not clear. you are trying to combine too many concepts in just one phrase. 

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  what are you going to demonstrate with these results?

Text Comment.  you say nothing how these data will be evaluated. what analytical
approach will you take? is there any statistical analysis involved?

Text Comment.  what are these risks for which the risk assessment was produced?

Text Comment.  it's not a literature source!

Text Comment.  how many are required?
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Text Comment.  i am not sure what is the relevance of this source


