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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	13/15

	Comments:
Introduction provided a brief but suitable summary of the work, but I would have liked a little more background detail.

Nice introduction, perhaps the evaluation of the hotel websites should have been included in the primary research rather than the literature review.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
Methodology was a little brief, especially the design methodology section which did  not identify any development methods to be used.

The design section was far too brief and more evidence of the design process was needed.




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	19.5/25

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

	Comments:

Survey results were interesting but I am not sure how they contributed to the design of the application from an accessibility/usability perspective.
A little more analysis of the results could have been provided.

The conclusions did not provide much consideration of the aim, usability and accessibility, which should have been the primary focus. Recommendations were very brief.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	13/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

The implementation section consisted of many code snippets and screen shots, but more evaluation should have been provided of the decisions being made that contributed to the aim (usability) of the project. However, the application is interesting and uses a number of technologies including NoSQL.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	7/10

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

	Comments:
Generally the quality of the report is quite good, I would have preferred numbered headings but this is a minor point.
The reflection section was a bit brief.

	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	/100
	75/100







