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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

The researcher has been focused on the development of the application at the expense of design.  The project is poorly presented in several ways.  The researcher has failed to present full requirements gathering, data or process design.

The developmental aspect of the project is strong with a good demonstration of technical skill and knowledge. The test programme is thorough in terms of SQA testing but lacking in terms of user acceptance testing.  This may not have been possible, but no information is presented to explain this.

Conclusions, recommendations, and evaluations are all limited in scope.

	65

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
The researcher has prioritised the development of the application over its design, resulting in a poorly presented project with inadequate requirements gathering, data or process design. The technical aspect of the project is strong, with good demonstration of skills and knowledge, but user acceptance testing is lacking. The report lacks sufficient information to explain this. Conclusions, recommendations, and evaluations are also limited in scope.
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Mark agreed 
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	[bookmark: _Hlk70081953]1. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	Score 1
	Score 2
	Mark

	Introduction 
Brief, does not fully describe the problem or findings
	3
	3

	5

	Literature Review 
Missing client background, missing cloud storage service review
	9
	9
	15

	2. Research-informed Literature

	Methodology 
Not a complete SLDC, no process design.  
Development happened before design.
Good evaluative techniques applied.
	3
	
2.5
	5

	Requirements and Design 
Brief, no data design, no process design.  
Good UI design.
	3
	2.5
	5

	3. Analysis 

	Results and Discussions
Testing appears to have been conducted by the developer.
Test results are presented without further discussion.
Acceptance test results are a bit unbalanced and would benefit from the perspective of independent test users.
The project concludes that client’s requirements have been met but without the involvement of the client in final testing, this is impossible to ascertain. The SQA test program is thorough, systematic, and does highlight some points of success.
	12.5

	12.5
	20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
All developmental.  Conclusions were positive.  Unbalanced and limited in scope. Without client testing the project is impossible to conclude upon as the impact to the client’s practice or to the wider heritage industry is the point of the project. 
	6
	6
	10

	4. Practical Application and Deployment

	Development
Finished app. Saves to a local DB, connects to and moves data to cloud-based DB as well as cloud file share.  Considered UI.  Load/Save/Process and then connect to further systems.
	19.5
	19.5
	25

	5. Skills for Professional Practice

	Reflection 
Well-structured but a little immature in approach in that the Gibbs framework is clearly employed and discussed.  
Conclusions are based solely on development.
	3
	3
	5

	Quality of Report
The report is over-long. It is presented in a font which is too small to read comfortably. The final submission still requires proof reading and is missing a description of the client. The report is logically organised and clearly written.
	6
	6
	10
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