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Viva took place 9/4/25
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	Development          


	                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Joachim struggled to demonstrate analysis of the project or of his findings.  Areas of the application appeared unfinished and rushed through.  Testing was minimal.  The presentation demonstrated that the project had gotten away from Joachim towards the end.

	49

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
While he presented a clear rationale, with some appropriate insights, the depth of research and analysis were poor. Presentation was prepared well, but delivery had major shortcomings. No proper demonstration, only limited visualisation. Awareness of wider topics such as Usability shown, but compromised by lack of wider knowledge or application.
	50

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

Marks agreed.
	50




	Signed:
	Andrew Green
	(Supervisor)

	Signed:
	Gwyn Perry
	(2nd marker)



	[bookmark: _Hlk70081953]1. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	Score
	Mark

	Response to questioning
Under questioning you were able to discuss the extent to which the application would need to be modified to cater to media other than simply books.  The answer given did not consider all related factors such as data storage, instead concentrating on the collection of data with a new form.

Joachim was asked how far the application goes in achieving the requirements set out for it, but he was not able to provide a clear answer.

When asked how the application flow was designed, Joachim responded that it had not been.

Joachim was able to discuss some of his use of heuristics in the user evaluation of the application.  He discussed the UI design in terms of use of prior experience in placement of elements.

	13.5
	30

	2. Analysis 

	Discussion of findings.
The presentation began with a clear statement of problem area.  The project client has expressed frustration that existing academic referencing are too slow. The importance of academic referencing was discussed.

In terms of application design process, possible technology platform options were presented.  All of these were presented reasonably incoherently with little demonstration of understanding or of critical thinking.  

Similarly, data storage options were discussed, also incorrectly.  As an example, NoSQL was discussed as serverless which is not always correct (SQL Lite is serverless… but this was not used). Instead, the project used local data stores of JSON blobs.  An appropriate solution, which was appropriately justified. 

The presentation moved on to discuss the project aims and objectives. Research methodologies were described. Most of these were described accurately and justified suitable, with the exception of Action Research which was less clearly justified.  Also discussed was data security (irrelevant for a referencing app which does not collect user information), and research ethics.

Design choices were discussed in term of a desktop application providing better performance. Several of the planned technologies were abandoned, the rationale for moving away from each was discussed.  No HCI design principles or application was discussed.  The requirements which Joachim had arrived at for the project were stated.  The presentation then discussed the information design and application flow both of which were not as clearly related as would be ideal.
 
It was and is difficult for Joachim to conclude on the success of the project as he has not worked from a good project question or research aim.  The stated aims of the project are to build an academic referencing tool and for that tool to format in exclusively the Vancouver style.  Both of these have been achieved but that does not mean that the presented tool is either usable or worthwhile. The tool does not perform lookups, relying on user entry to form its data store.  The tool only allows the storage and formatting of book references.  The tool contains a number of non-functional features which were planned but not implemented.

Some reference to future improvements for the application were discussed broadly.

	14
	25

	3. Practical Application and Deployment

	Demo
The presentation only demonstrated screen captures of the final application.  No actual live or videoed demonstration of functionality achieved was made.

	10
	25

	4. Skills for Professional Practice 

	Presentational style (10)
Joachim stood in front of his slides for the majority of the presentation’s duration.  He spoke clearly and while he did use notes a lot, he did also make occasional eye contact with the audience. 

The delivery of information was vague and imprecise throughout.  The presentation appeared somewhat unpractised.  The timing of the presentation was far too long not leaving sufficient time for questioning.

Supporting materials (10)s
Supporting slides had been designed nicely. They were clear and attractive.  The presentation materials were reasonably clear and well-ordered. Although no demonstration of functionality achieved by the application was included and this is an oversight.

	11.5
	20

	TOTAL
	49
	100
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