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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	13/15

	Comments:
Don’t split the abstract into sections – it should be a single flowing piece summarising the work. Solid introduction that justifies the project (this is almost suitable to be the abstract in its own right).
Good to see a discussion of the project structure as well as the main aim and objectives.
Occasionally uses acronyms before introducing them.
Strong use of the literature to identify precisely what type of system is required for this case study.
The mapping of the 5 rights onto the honeycomb is novel and will be explored further for possible publication.


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:
Doesn’t need the “what is a research methodology” element of this section. You should select appropriate methodologies and justify the choice.
Overall there are good descriptions and justifications of the methods chosen, although some sections might have been better placed in the literature review UX section. The section on how the data will be analysed is useful.
Generalisability, validity and reliability not covered.
Requirements are clearly re-stated, taking into account changes as a result of the literature review.
There isn’t much coverage of the fact that a database will be needed until the start of the first timebox; this may be due to an assumption that the technologies being used include databases as standard.

	
 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	21/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	Comments:
Good discussion of the problems defining an ontology-based database structure and its comparisons with both 3NF and star/snowflake schemas.
Consideration of data governance issues, with consideration of the storage of sensitive personal data.
Good use of personas to guide the testing tasks. Cognitive walkthroughs, which would have identified some problems raised by the testers, should have been used earlier. Although the system could not be tested with actual users, the alternative testing procedure used makes sense and should provide reasonable results – this issue is appropriately discussed in the report. 
Very interesting point about use of the NHS button as ‘home’ on electronic but not paper version.
Thoughtful recommendations, and interesting identification of design philosophy issues relating to ease of use compared to ease of maintenance.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	13/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
The design developed uses well-known design patterns to create an easy-to-use interface. Design choices are justified with reference to the literature. 
The database supporting the interface uses advanced techniques such as aggregation.
The iterative development process is professionally documented through the use of timeboxing. 
All timeboxes show a good level of detail in design, development, testing and project management.
Clear linkage to industry standards.
Thorough discussion of the implementation and testing processes.
Display works; create, update and delete were not completed due to time constraints. Similarly the mobile version was not created (the author recognises that xe should have designed for mobile first).
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	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	9/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	9/10

	Comments:
Reflection considers a number of practical and personal areas showing the author’s synthesis of previous work into the project.
Excellent presentation and structuring of report, with full inclusion of captioned items and relevant contents tables. Reference literature is amply cited. 
The report flows well, and contains suitable introduction and conclusion sections. 
There are a few grammatical hiccups, but overall this is a highly professional report.
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