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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	8/15

	Comments:

Introduction is OK, but could have a bit more background to the problem eg are websites required by law to be accessible?

The literature review feels a bit jumbled at times, and some acts of law mentioned have been repealed and replaced. Some diagrams/screenshots would have been useful to illustrate the accessibility items mentioned, as well as a full report of the WCAG guidelines. Perhaps some existing entertainment venues could have been analysed with respect to these guidelines.  
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	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:

Methodologies chosen are reasonable. 

Much better use of the case study and some good accessibility studies undertaken on the Carmarthenshire Theatre website (it would have been nice is some points had been mentioned in the literature review such as ARIA) Some good work on the questionnaire to tease out requirements.
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

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

	Comments:

It's not entirely clear who the participants were in the website test – were they visually impaired? What platforms were they using? Can the results translate into general recommendations for all websites? How does it stand up against the WCAG recommendations?
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

Website designed look a little basic, as is the functionality. Surprised that Bootstrap or similar was not used to assist with Responsive text. 
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	9/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

	Comments:

Abstract needs to include the results/recommendations. Well structured report overall. Some off turn of phrase at times and repetition in different sections. 

Thorough reflection!
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