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FINAL GRADE

50/100

Principles of OME
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

Dear John,

You have demonstrated a reasonable
understanding of the subject and achieved the
learning outcomes of the module. However, section
3 was very confusing so I suggest you review your
notes as the the role of the compositions.

My comments are summarised below and are
aimed at improving your style of technical writing.

Good use of third person throughout.

Do not use contractions in technical writing such
as 'wasn't', 'it's'. They can be hugely off putting.

Do not use unorthodox or emotive language in
technical reporting such as 'ludicrous'. Who said
the saying 'as the saying goes'. It might sound daft
but you need to corroborate statements such as
this with a reference.

Please make sure that you get a peer review from a
colleague prior to publication. There were a
number of type-o, missing words, or sentences
that were difficult to follow.

Missing word. A large calibre artillery ... round.
Intended when required, not intend when
intended.



There is a pagination error within the referencing.
I have not penalised you on this as it is likely part
of the Moodle upload but please check in the
future.

Section 3. Is the third bullet suggesting that the
fuze initiated the munition at this stage. I don't
think you mean that.

Section 3. TNT is not IM. You state that it is in
bullet 4. TNT is less sensitive than primary
compositions but is not IM compliant.

Section 3. RDX is not a primary explosive. You
allude to this in bullet 5. 
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