Coursework Marking Grid — Data Visualisation — Part 1

Name Jack Rout Grade 45%
QUESTION EXCEPTIONAL MERITORIOUS HIGHLY COMPETENT PASS FAIL
COMPETENT
6 5 4 3 2 1
Description of what | Provides detailed Identifies a wide Explains the main I ifies three tongix | Identifies one or Provides no ideas
is right with the breakdown of range of good good points in ood points two obvious good | relating to the good

original poster
(20%)

cognition in data
presentation

points

terms of cognitive
processes

points

points of the poster

Description of what
is wrong with the

Provides detailed
breakdown of

Identifies a wide
range of problems

Explains the main
problems in terms

Identifies three to six
problems

entlfles one o
two obvious

Provides no reasons
why the original

presentation (10%)

technical review
article

signposting; good
use of English;
tables of figures and
tables

content; labelling of
tables and figures;
reasonable English

introduction, body
and conclusion;
English is
comprehensible.

B

original poster cognitive errors in of cognitive roblems poster was weak
(20%) data presentation processes e
Suggestion of Provides detailed Suggests a wide Justifies the main Suggests seven or Suggests three to es few
improvements breakdown of range of justified improvements in more improvements; | six appropriate ggestions for how
(30%) cognitive support in | improvements terms of cognitive may justify some of improvements taimprove the

data presentation processes them pos
Links to literature All points Most points Considers cognitive | Considers other on3|ders ws) No links to the
(10%) referenced referenced issues issues ues literature
Document Reads like a Good use of Clear sectioning of Basic use of No clear structure;

incomprehensible

Referencing (10%)

>10 references
AND three quarters
or more of
references are
book/journal
standard

>4 references AND
three quarters or
more of references
are book/journal
standard

<5 references AND
more than half of
references are
book/journal
standard

<5 references
AND fewer than
half of references
are book/journal
standard

No references

Comments

Your introduction is too long for a short report like this. A single paragraph more like your paragraph on the message would be better
(and would allow you more words to describe the poster’s good and bad points). You need to also consider more of the cognitive
issues, e.g. are the icons appropriate for the things they’re trying to display? How easy is it to build a cognitive map of the data? What
helps or hinders that process? Be careful with your referencing in MS Word — you need to enter each author separately to get it to
work properly. The appendices are not needed, and have been copied and pasted from other sources. What do the reference numbers in
the appendices refer to? It’s much better to reword things than to use direct quotations.




Part 2

(15%)

questions clearly
and with minimal
cognitive load

questions clearly

questions clearly

uestions clearly

questions clearly

QUESTION EXCEPTIONAL MERITORIOUS HIGHLY COMPETENT PASS FAIL
COMPETENT
6 5 4 3 2 1
Presentation of data | All forms are highly | Most forms are Some forms are Most forms work; S orms WOrRS Uses totally
(35%) effective highly effective highly effective; all | none a wildly thers are inappropriate forms
forms work inappropriate i riate
Answers questions | Answers all Answers all Answers 4 Answers 2 Answers 1 or no

questions clearly

Use of colour Professional- All colours are used | All colours are used colours Some colours are Unreadable
(20%) looking design appropriately and appropriately readable

allow for limits of

visual system
Use of other Professional- All elements are All elements are t 1S a sensi Test is readable but | Unreadable
elements (20%) looking design used appropriately used appropriately size and well- in an inappropriate

and allow for limits spaced manner.

of visual system
Creativity (10%) Professional- Most graphic design | Aesthetically Some graphic Ugly

looking design elements work well | pleasing/elegantin | design elements
its simplicity that work well
Comments

3D graphics are not recommended because they introduce distortions into the lengths, widths and angles that humans use to make
comparisons. The elements of a pie chart need to add up to 100%. There’s a lot of white space, which means that the graphs could

have been larger.

Q1: Okay. A line graph of patients v. month would work well, with each health board shown as a different colour line.
Q2: Okay, but what about the people who had to wait more than 12 hours? A stacked bar chart would work well.
Q3: Doesn’t work. A good way to do this is to do a dual axis plot showing the total number of attendances for each health board and
the percentage seen within 4 hours.
Q4: Doesn’t work. Showing the percentages rather than the total number of patients makes it easier to compare health boards.
Q5: Okay, but percentages would be better than total numbers.
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