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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Some of the processes followed are correct, but research and findings have not been clearly presented. Structure and writing style of the report needs work.
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A fairly weak report but nevertheless worthy of a 3rd class mark.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	7/15

	Comments:

Not a great start to the literature review with “I” and “my”! You should be writing in the passive voice.

Aims are stated fairly clearly, objectives are OK. The objectives are somewhat anticipating the research outcomes at an early stage.

I assume that the Literature review starts on Page 3, although it is not labelled as such. Some analysis of existing systems. It would have been nice to see some screenshots here. Literature review is weak overall.



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:

Formal research methodology is not stated. Development methodology is OK although rather informally written.

Some survey work has been done to ascertain the requirements. The analysis is rather ad-hoc and it’s not clear how many of the team liked/disliked the suggestions of the survey. Some sort of visual representation would be useful. However, some useful data has been extracted, albeit without a clear representation of how. The functional requirements are quite clear.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	11/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

	Comments:

It’s not really appropriate to name your respondents, just write “Tester 1” etc to anonymise them. It’s good to see that some testing has been done and some results analysed. Again, the results are presented in a rather muddled way – some visual representation would have been helpful. Analysis is fairly limited, but some suggestions from future work has been made.

Conclusion is not entirely appropriate and is a bit confusing to read.
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	Review
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	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

The software (MySQL , jQuery etc) to be used has been discussed fairly well, although it’s not clear whether any other software was considered. I am surprised that there are no screenshots of the final build – this would make it a lot easier to understand what has been achieved. Luckily, I have seen a demo! A basic system has been implemented, although it’s disappointing that the calendar feature is unfinished. The system does meet many of the functional requirements, albeit in a fairly simple way.
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	Review
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	3.5/10

	Comments:

Reflection is good overall, although again, a bit too informally written.

Structure of a report is a bit confused at times with evaluation appearing outside the section labelled evaluation, a bit of proof reading is needed. 

Inappropriately informally written throughout. You seem to have a lot of random capital letters for words that don’t require them throughout your report.
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