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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

+ A well-structured project report, carried out methodically. All key areas documented and considered. Good. – Key areas for improvement include extending implementation to include e-commerce functionality and user testing on both existing and developed website to further enhance and enrich the analysis and findings. Apart from that. A good solid final year project.
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	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A good report that is well supported with citations. Very good overview of usability testing. There could have been More linkage between the design and the prototyping methodology. The website concept using e-commerce was a step too far. Good use has been made of the usability testing tools. A comparison between the tools would be an excellent addition to this project. Overall a very solid project. 
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Engagement with Literature Skills
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	12/15

	Comments:

Introduction: a short section that introduces usability testing. The aims and objectives should have been included here, together with why the project has been selected 

Literature Review: good use of citations to support the narrative. Very good overview of usability testing and making websites accessible to as large an audience as possible. I would have liked to have seen some form of criteria in the selection of the automated accessibility tools. 

Make use of more graphics to support the narrative 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2/5

	Comments:

Methodology: a very good section that is well supported with citations. Prototype in selected as the design methodology.

Requirements/Design: more depth to the design is required. State exactly what the tools are being used to test. make plain weather the tools up testing against the same criteria. It would have been useful to have shown how each tool is rated by industry users. Link the design to the prototyping methodology. 




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	14/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:

Results & Discussions: the website concept created or simplistic in nature with limited functionality. This makes evaluation more difficult more depth is required for the website and as a consequence the evaluation.

Conclusions/Recommendations: a website concept using e-commerce is probably a step too far given the depth given to the analysis through the usability testing tools a thorough statistical analysis of the results and placing the results into context would have been desirable. 


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Skills
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

Development: a closer link between the prototype in methodology and the website concept would have been useful. Make more use of graphics to support the narrative and make the concepts clearer to the reader. 

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	Comments:

Reflection: reflection section was well done and it shows that a learning process and journey has taking place. reflection also showed what would be done differently if the project was to be undertaken again 

Quality of Report: report has a very good structure and format. Citations were used to great effect. Make more use of graphics to support the narrative. 
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