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FINAL GRADE

72/100

Tank design
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Hi Ellie,

This was a great assignment, marred a little by a few 
grammatical errors throughout. As you move up the 
Levels to Level 6, please ensure that you get a peer 
review fom a colleague or line manager.

Overall, you clearly understand the concept of 
technical authoring and the technical report was 
suitably supported by useful figures and tables that 
enhanced the story you were telling. This is a 1:1 
submission, where marks were principally lost on 
the grammatical errors. 

In detail:

1. A few grammatical errors throughout. Try and get 
a peer review. For example, "This report the 
evolution.........." is not structured well, and in the 
following sentence you have ........research - It......This 
is not a correct sentence, so in the first two lines if 
your abstract, you have two errors. Also .....whihc 
heavily Impacted....... No need for a captial on 
impacted. In section 2 we have The Idea.....

2. Aside those observations, the abstract is good, 
drawing the key conclusions from your report.

3. Sensible structure, with excellent use of figures 
and tables. All captions and cross references applied 
correctly. Very technical authoring, well done.



4. I very much liked the intellectual origins taking us 
back to Da Vinchi. 

5. Section 2.1 - .....sage and decom detached?

6. Excellent explanations of the pros and cons of the 
WW1 tank designs. Imagery entirely appropriate and 
annotated to reflect the paragraph descriptions.

7. Loved figure 6, what an excellent comparison to 
summarise your discussions. Communication and 
simple design were the key. Which do you think the 
British should have focused on - the Cruiser or the 
Churchill?

8. Figure 8 very relevant, again well done. I'm gald 
you put Table 1 in as I was just going to ask for a 
description of the phases.

9. You described several OME concepts within the 
submission and demonstrated yo understand HESH 
as well as AP.

10. Excellent section on impact and comparison. 
Table 2 was the icing on the cake, allowing me to 
visualsise the journey of the holy trinity.

11. Interesting section on drones. Is this the end of 
the tank as a force multiplier on the battlefield? Will 
the tank need its own anti drone drones?

12. Excellent conclusion and well referenced, 
demonstrating a significant amount of independent 
study. You also addressed the comments raised in 
the presentation, so well done.
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