
Assignment 2
by Dylan Bell

Submission date: 10-Jan-2025 02:51PM (UTC+0000)
Submission ID: 247965397

File name: 57730_Dylan_Bell_Assignment_2_628756_252757433.docx (2.37M)

Word count: 4844

Character count: 31256











 1

 2



 3





















 4





 6



























































































































FINAL GRADE

40/100

Assignment 2
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

demonstrates an understanding of fundamental 
concepts and achieves basic functionality. However, 
incomplete sections, missing validation results, and 
lack of detailed analysis limit its potential.

SUMMARY OF MISSING TASKS
Validation Results:
Screenshots showing HTML and CSS validation
errors and their resolutions are missing.
Missing detailed documentation of validation errors
and corrections.
Screenshots of Web Pages:
Include clear screenshots of all website pages to
demonstrate the implemented design.
Complete Appendices:
Include full code listings for all HTML and CSS files.
Research Depth:
Add more academic references, particularly peer-
reviewed studies, to support claims.
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Comment 1 | Practical Application Skills

The website is functional, responsive, and demonstrates a clear purpose.
The layout is visually appealing, and the navigation structure is user-friendly.

What’s missing/needs improvement:
Screenshots of the website and validation results are not included.
Limited interactivity and advanced features, such as animations or dynamic content.
The implementation section is incomplete, with some pages missing detailed descriptions of 
HTML and CSS elements used.



Improvements:
Include screenshots of all pages, along with descriptions of their structure and design choices.
Enhance interactivity with features like a product comparison tool or a dynamic shopping cart.

Provide complete HTML and CSS listings in the appendices.

Comment 2 | Transferable Skills

The report follows a clear structure with labeled sections.
The writing is generally clear, and technical language is used appropriately.

What’s missing/needs improvement:
There are grammatical errors and typos (e.g., "mentions various correct ions" instead of 
"mentions various corrections").
The appendices are incomplete, and the word count is not aligned with the expected length.

Improvements:
Proofread the report thoroughly to fix grammar and typos.

Include full listings of the HTML and CSS files in the appendices as required.
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Comment 3 | Cognitive and Intellectual

Evaluation includes usability and accessibility with specific examples (e.g., the use of alt text, 
proper button sizing).
SEO strategies, such as keyword placement and structured data, are mentioned.

What’s missing/needs improvement:
The evaluation lacks measurable data or validation results (e.g., scores from tools like 
Lighthouse, WAVE).
Missing detailed documentation of validation errors and their resolution.

Improvements:

Provide detailed validation results with screenshots showing before-and-after corrections.
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Comment 4 | Knowledge and Understanding

Demonstrates an understanding of usability, accessibility, and SEO principles and their 
relevance in web development.
The role of SEO and its implementation in the project is explained.

What’s missing/needs improvement:
The explanation of web standards, such as semantic HTML and responsive design, is absent.
Limited discussion on the reasoning behind design choices for functionality or aesthetics.

Improvements:
Elaborate on how web standards and technologies like semantic HTML, CSS Grid, or Flexbox 
were applied.

Discuss how these standards enhance accessibility and SEO.
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Comment 5 | Engagement with Literature

The sources lack diversity; more peer-reviewed articles or academic journals would strengthen 
the work.
The references are incomplete (e.g., no proper IEEE formatting, missing details for some 
citations like author names and publication dates).

Improvements:
Include at least three additional peer-reviewed sources on usability, accessibility, and SEO.

Use IEEE citation format consistently for in-text citations and the reference list.
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Comment 6 | Engagement with Literature

IEEE style?
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GRADING FORM: IWD 1

DYLAN BELL 40
ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

Your research of website usability, accessibility, and search engine
optimisation under the evaluation section. The use of appropriate
reference sources to support your work. The correct use of the
appropriate citation/referencing convention

5

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

understanding of Web standards as demonstrated by the outcome.

7



COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

interpretation of your validation and web accessibility testing overall
evaluation of implemented website.

5

PRACTICAL APPLICATION SKILLS

creativity, responsiveness HTML/CSS coding quality Usability & website
functionality, content

18

TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

Written quality, including spelling and grammar and the use of
appropriate formal language. Structure and presentation of the report.
Inclusion of all the requested material – (listings in the appendices)

5


