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FINAL GRADE

40/100

Keep Fit Report
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

meets basic requirements but lacks depth in both 
the report and the website. By addressing technical, 
structural, and research shortcomings, this work has 
potential for a significant improvement in quality.

SUMMARY OF MISSING TASKS
Screenshots of all web pages and validation results.
In-depth academic research and citations in IEEE
format.
Critical analysis of usability, accessibility, and SEO
practices.
Enhanced interactivity in the website design.
Complete HTML and CSS listings in the appendices.
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Comment 1 | Transferable Skills

Should have used table of contents feature in MS word
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Comment 2 | Transferable Skills

The report is structured with clear sections and logical flow.
The language is mostly formal, with minor grammatical issues.

What’s missing/needs improvement:
The report has spelling and grammar errors, such as inconsistent tense usage.
The appendices lack complete HTML/CSS listings.

Improvements:
Proofread the report for grammatical and syntactical accuracy.

Add complete listings of HTML and CSS files in the appendices.

Comment 3 | Practical Application Skills

The website is functional, responsive, and adheres to basic web standards.
Key features like alt text for images, keyboard navigation, and proper meta descriptions are 
implemented.

What’s missing/needs improvement:
Screenshots of the website and validation results are missing.
Validation errors for HTML and CSS are mentioned but lack detailed documentation.
The design and interactivity are minimal, lacking features like animations or dynamic content.

Improvements:
Provide screenshots of each page, as well as validation results for HTML and CSS.
Enhance the website’s interactivity (e.g., add a calculator, sliders, or dynamic forms).

Ensure all errors are documented with explanations of how they were resolved.

PAGE 3

Comment 4 | Cognitive and Intellectual
Provides a basic evaluation of usability, accessibility, and SEO with tools like Lighthouse and 
WAVE.
What’s missing/needs improvement:



The evaluation is surface-level, with minimal critical analysis of test results or design challenges.
The SEO strategies mentioned are not linked to measurable outcomes.
Improvements:
Include detailed insights from validation results (e.g., examples of corrected errors or 
limitations encountered).

Provide a comparison of usability and accessibility practices against benchmarks or studies.

PAGE 4

Comment 5 | Knowledge and Understanding
Demonstrates an understanding of web standards, accessibility principles, and SEO 

techniques.
What’s missing/needs improvement:

The description of the website’s goals and its target audience is generic and lacks depth.
Concepts like responsive design and CSS optimizations are mentioned but not well-detailed.

Improvements:
Expand on the technical principles of web standards, such as semantic HTML or CSS design 
methodologies.

Clarify the rationale behind certain design decisions, linking them to industry standards.
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Comment 6 | Engagement with Literature
The report references key concepts like WCAG 2.1, W3C validation tools, and SEO guidelines. 

References are included and cover the foundational aspects of the topic.
What’s missing/needs improvement:

Limited use of peer-reviewed or academic sources; many references lack depth and analysis.
The citation format is inconsistent (e.g., IEEE format not followed).

Improvements:
Include at least three peer-reviewed academic articles and discuss their relevance to website 
usability, accessibility, or SEO.

Use IEEE citation format consistently for both in-text and reference list citations.

GRADING FORM: IWD 1
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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
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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.

4

PRACTICAL APPLICATION SKILLS

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

16

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)
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