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	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
The demonstration of the developed application was insightful and showed an interesting approach to the use of the constituent technologies.  Under questioning, Ieuan was able to demonstrate a good grasp of the remit of his findings.  Some areas of the project felt rushed through.  The critical analysis of research and findings lacked depth.

	61

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Full agreement with first marking. Ineffective product but suitable as a POC and able to discuss issues and further development well. Well prepared but not practiced. Some research and analysis, but could have been more indepth.
	61

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

Marks agreed.
	61




	Signed:
	Andrew Green
	(Supervisor)

	Signed:
	Gwyn Perry
	(2nd marker)



	[bookmark: _Hlk70081953]1. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	Score
	Mark

	Response to questioning
Under questioning, Ieuan was able to discuss how he measured the referencing tool’s impact on workflow.  He was able to provide a response in terms of a workflow timing improvement.  He did not mention any affect to the process of collating references.

Ieuan was able to discuss the useability of the application on other (mobile) devices. He was able to provide a good answer discussing the need for more responsive CSS.

Ieuan was able to defend his choice of a web-based application.  He related his application to existing referencing applications which are also all thin client apps.  This answer could have been developed further with reference to the client for this project.

The application was presented as a vertical slice of the finished application dealing only with books.  Ieuan was able to discuss what would be required for the app to be modified to include web references.  Further questioning demonstrated some depth of thought had been applied to this process and Ieuan was able to propose a script to scrape websites and scan their text. This seemed a good answer.

When questioned about UI choices resulting from task analysis, or application flow, Ieuan was not able to provide a suitable response.

	18.5
	30

	2. Analysis 

	Discussion of findings.
The presentation began with some context for the problem, project aims and objectives as well as a recap of the literature review. The aims and objectives were discussed as being the creation and testing of a tool which lists references in the Vancouver style and improves workflow of the academic using it.

Current referencing tools were discussed including their drawbacks which were stated as having too much functionality, and so being too confusing for users.

HCI was discussed in terms of input types for mobile devices.  As this project is not yet compatible with mobile devices, this seemed odd when there are a lot of website HCI principles which could have been discussed. 

The presentation moved onto the project design.  The chosen technology platform discussed and justified reasonably.  The discussion of application flow was a little basic and did not consider load or save processes.

The completed application has been functionality tested.  Client feedback has been sought and analysed. It discussed issues with the application layout, a need for improved visual feedback, missing IBSN number (I am not sure why this is required as ISBN does not feature in academic references under Vancouver) and place of publication.  These were described as being a result of the chosen API not containing all of the required information.  

The presentation concluded with an evaluation of the extent to which the research question had been addressed. No evidence was presented for an improved effect on workflow although this was claimed.

	14
	25

	3. Practical Application and Deployment

	Demo
The project demonstration was presented as a video which was a sensible approach.  Ieuan was able to describe the functionality being demonstrated.  The workflow and functionality of the application was demonstrated clearly.  The application itself has a suitable mesh of web technologies, well chosen for their aims.  The codebase is reasonably original but probably not as efficient as it could have been.  The UI design was basic and focused on functionality rather than usability or workflow (as the project was concerned with making a more usable application, this seemed like a missed opportunity). 

	16.5
	25

	4. Skills for Professional Practice 

	Presentational style (10)
Ieuan did require the support of onscreen notes.  He did pause to make eye contact with the audience.  Ieuan’s standing position was unfortunately obscuring the supporting slides.  Given that the audience was small, this should have been considered.  The presentation seemed somewhat practiced although there was a reasonably heavy use of prompts throughout.  The timing of the presentation was overlong and left little time for questioning.

Supporting materials (10)s
The slides were minimalist in design but were also well-ordered and clear.   Where code examples were presented, they were too small to read and collected haphazardly 3 to a slide.

	12
	20

	TOTAL
	61
	100
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