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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The literature review in the report was very good. However, many of the other chapters lacked the detail for higher marks.

You worked independently to create a useful app, but unfortunately, didn’t meet all objectives set from findings from the literature review. 

	56

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The report is worthy of the mark awarded and the app, although useful, did not completely meet his original objectives. 
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	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

Borderline: Taking a holistic approach at the project and what Adam was trying to achieve, we have agreed an extra 1 mark should be awarded.

	57



Signature: J Adams   Date: 14/5/2019




	1.Research-informed Literature
	

	Introduction

Abstract - future tense and not a complete summary of the project

Introduction:
No background to the choice of project given
A clear aim, but the objectives are unclear and do not cover the entire project 
A brief introduction to the chapter to follow

	2/5

	Literature Review

The introduction does not introduce the sections in the Literature Review, but does set the scene. 

There is a suitable structure where all relevant topics have been covered and there is evidence of scholarly research

The concluding paragraph sums up some for topics covered and discusses the decisions made to move forward with the project.

	12/15

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	

	Methodology

Research methodology – Layers selected and their use justified. Advantages and disadvantages of each layer, together with how to work around any disadvantages, has also been described. 

Evaluation criteria – No evidence

Testing methods – No evidence  

Development methodology 

Development method – This is a little contradictory as your disadvantage says it’s not for smaller projects? Also, you haven’t described how you will work around the disadvantages

Resources – These have been described but not justified
	2/5

	Requirements/Design

You have not described the project requirements and how they were discovered
You haven’t included your interface designs, You have described some design decisions, although very briefly. 
You have described problems/successes when coding the software, but in the Evaluation chapter
You have included a code snippet used to create User Anxiety graphs, although commentary within this code would aided clarity
You have not described how you tested your outcome
	2/5

	3. Analysis
	

	Results & Discussions

You have evaluated the success of your outcome and stated that the aim and objectives were met. You have also described what you’d do differently should you restart the project 

However, your evaluation is very brief and should have far more detail. You should have also evaluated whether your outcome backs up the research in your literature review or disagrees with it. Also, since you didn’t create Evaluation criteria earlier in the report, you have nothing to measure your success against. 
 
	12/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 

Conclusions:

Your conclusion is very brief and doesn’t really tie up all the loose ends in the previous chapters

Recommendations:
No evidence 


	2/10

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	

	Development

	13/15

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	

	Reflection

A brief but honest reflection

	6/10

	Quality of Report
A very neat structure with a Table of Contents, clear section headers and page numbering. The style is also good with an appropriate use of fonts and font sizes. Your spelling and grammar is very good and apart from the use of “I” and “We”, etc., your academic writing skills are also good. 

You have made use of an appropriate range of research-informed literature, most of which is credible. However, you haven’t followed the referencing convention when formatting your bibliography 
	5/10
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	56/100
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