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17124775-Arsenal
GRADEMARK REPORT
FINAL GRADE

GENERAL COMMENTS

67

Instructor

/100

Please read the below feedback in conjunction with the
UG marking criteria, as outlined in Section 10.3 of the
SSEES Student Handbook.

I have enjoyed reading this detailed and thoughtful
piece of work, which is a very good essay overall (2.1),
with a number of excellent (1st class) features. Well
done!

SUMMARY ASSESSMENT
Knowledge: (2.1/1st) - Intelligent selection and use of
appropriate material; shows very good knowledge of
the director and excellent knowledge and
understanding of the film and its contexts. Also shows
very good knowledge of a very good range of specialist
literature on the topic.
Analysis and Interpretation: (2.1/1st) - Displays
ability to engage critically with the question and to
analyse and evaluate material effectively; uses
secondary sources critically and as evidence for
arguments. Analysis is focused and detailed.
Structure and Argument: (2.1) -Over the essay as a
whole, a sustained, coherent and well-supported
argument is presented.
Presentation and documentation: (2.1) - Overall, a
good standard of presentation including appropriate
documentation. Your referencing is accurate and
consistent. You handle quotations correctly. There are
quite a lot of typos, however.
STRENGTHS
1. You demonstrate very clearly, effectively and
comprehensively the way in which multiple
symbols/images and tropes established in the 'first'

(WW1) part of the film recur repeatedly (with or without
variations) in the 'second' (Civil War/Revolution) part.
You build on the points we discussed in class and
include your own ideas and observations. Well done.
2. In connection with this, you make excellent use of
visual material to support and illustrate your
arguments.
3. Given points 1 and 2, y our arguments about the
impact this repeated technique has on the film's
meaning(s) are persuasive.
4. You have read a very good range of sources in both
English and Russian. You make very good use of this
secondary literature in order to support and develop
your arguments. You also engage critically with these
sources (espec. Kepley and Sobolev), showing
awareness of the limitations of some of their arguments
and evidencing your willingness to apply an
independent approach to the material.
SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT

1. Your essay would have benefitted from a stronger,
more focussed Introduction, and in particular from the
inclusion of a section that outlines/signposts the
approach you intend to take in the essay. The structure
of the opening two paragraphs could be made tighter,
too (as outlined in margin comments).

2. While I accept that you are writing to a word limit,
there are some points that needed to be developed, or
made more explicit. E.g you needed to refer to/explain
'montage' in your analysis of how D. creates meaning
through the juxtaposition of individual frames. See also
my comments in the margins.

3. I think you also needed to discuss the film's finale,
and Timosh's apparent immortality. You could have
made space for points 2 and 3 by deciding to write in
detail about only 2 or 3 of the repeated symbols/tropes
and referencing the others more briefly.

3. A more minor point (but still important) - proofread
your work carefully before submitting it, to eradicate
typos, spelling and grammar errors etc.

Please get in touch with me if you have any questions
about this feedback.

Rachel Morley
7 February 2018
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Comment 1
Underline or italicise film titles
QM

uppercase
you need a capital (uppercase letter here)
Additional Comment Bolshevism

Strikethrough.
QM

structure
This material is misplaced.
Additional Comment
This point would be better placed in the opening paragraph, where you discuss the films status as a
commemorative work (made to mark the 10th anniversary of the revolution - you could usefully state
this point explicitly).

QM

vocab
This word choice is inaccurate/vague/incorrect. Find another word.
Additional Comment
subtle?
hidden?
submerged?

Comment 3
avant-garde

avant-garde

Comment 4
Make it clear that this is Kepley's description of how the film is structured.

Do you agree with him about this? Is this how we, the viewers, experience the film?

The way your argument develops suggests you perhaps don't? Or at least that you perhaps think that
this apparent/ostensible division into 'parts' is undermined by the way in which symbols and tropes
established in the 'first' part of the film recur repeatedly (with or without variations) in the second?

Try to engage critically with the secondary sources you cite.

Comment 5
studies

Comment 6
I think I follow what you are saying here - you are disagreeing with Kepley's analysis of the 'point' of
the 'two parts'?

Try to make this clearer. I'm not sure what you mean by 'inconsistency' here.

Comment 7
the
QM

good
This is a good point/section/example/argument
Additional Comment You make good use of Liber here to back up your point (and to argue
against Kepley).

Comment 8
look-alike
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Comment 9
You could also cite Julia Sutton-Mattocks here, as her article on this film is the most in-depth study of

D's connections with German artists.

Comment 10
who
QM

vocab
This word choice is inaccurate/vague/incorrect. Find another word.
Additional Comment
home front? the people left at home?

QM

typo
proof your work carefully to avoid mistakes like this - frequent typos impact negatively on the reader's
impression of the standard of your work

Strikethrough.
Strikethrough.
QM

typo
proof your work carefully to avoid mistakes like this - frequent typos impact negatively on the reader's
impression of the standard of your work

Comment 13
in

Strikethrough.
Comment 15
Is the meaning so specific? Or is it more general?

Strikethrough.
Comment 17
Mention 'montage' as the method here.
QM

develop
you could usefully develop this point/argument in more detail
Additional Comment
You perhaps need to state explicitly here that this repetition emphasises the fact that that the

different conflicts they are part of (WW1 and the Civil War/Revolution) are, in this way, equated and
shown to have the same tragic results for the mothers/wives/children of the men involved in fighting.
QM

typo
proof your work carefully to avoid mistakes like this - frequent typos impact negatively on the reader's
impression of the standard of your work
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Comment 18
war's
QM

good
This is a good point/section/example/argument

Comment 19
re-introducing / repeating
QM

good
This is a good point/section/example/argument
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Comment 20
Which do you think?

Comment 21
who

Comment 22
who

Comment 23
gets (or just 'is')
QM

good
This is a good point/section/example/argument

QM

well observed
This is a well observed point/example/detail

QM

good
This is a good point/section/example/argument
Additional Comment
Lots of good examples here.
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Comment 24
facial
QM

well observed
This is a well observed point/example/detail

Comment 25
frames
QM

well observed
This is a well observed point/example/detail
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Comment 26
Is it...

Comment 27
This question is first posed by a peasant who is listening to Timosh speak before the uprising. At that
point it is not answered in words, only by Timosh's steely gaze (which suggests that it probably is).

Comment 28
who
QM

develop
you could usefully develop this point/argument in more detail
Additional Comment
You could also mention here the stand off between a Red and a Rada man - the Rada man cannot
shoot the other in the face, but the other can shoot him. How do you read this?

QM

typo
proof your work carefully to avoid mistakes like this - frequent typos impact negatively on the reader's
impression of the standard of your work

Comment 29
What about Timosh's action at the end?
QM

develop
you could usefully develop this point/argument in more detail
Additional Comment You need to say a bit more about this (and give more examples of these
motifs).

QM

typo
proof your work carefully to avoid mistakes like this - frequent typos impact negatively on the reader's
impression of the standard of your work
Additional Comment
Romil
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Comment 30
A solid bibliography. Well done.

Titles of books should be in italics or underlined.

