
SOAC proposal 2221956
by Ryan Hopkins

Submission date: 20-Oct-2025 02:34PM (UTC+0100)
Submission ID: 265740132

File name: 51220_Ryan_Hopkins_SOAC_proposal_2221956_695044_1707574509.docx (32.91K)

Word count: 1611

Character count: 9140















FINAL GRADE

64/100

SOAC proposal 2221956
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

PROJECT PROPOSAL – ACCA6020 INDEPENDENT PROJECT

Student Ryan Hopkins Mark 64

Intro / A&O (400 words)

Project title; Identification of a 
specific problem to be
  investigated; Well-defined aims and 
SMART objectives; Explaining why 
this project is
  worth doing; Discussion of what the 
project needs to do in order to be a
  success; Description any 
deliverables that
  will be produced at the end of the 
project

 

The proposal
  presents a clear problem, focusing 
on the difficulties faced by local
  restaurants in competing with large 
chains and on the potential of a 
multi-user
  discovery app to support group 
decision-making. The introduction 
provides a good
  justification for the project and links 
well to financial pressures on small
  businesses, although some 
sentences are overly long and would 

20 13



benefit from
  clearer structuring. The aim and 
research problem are clearly stated, 
but the
  objectives remain quite broad; they 
could be made more explicitly 
SMART (e.g.
  specifying target user numbers for 
testing, measurable indicators of 
“increased
  engagement”, or clearly defined 
success criteria for the app and 
evaluation).
  Deliverables and success measures 
are only implicitly mentioned; an 
explicit
  list of outputs and a brief statement 
of what success would look like for
  both users and restaurants would 
have helped strengthen this section.

 

Background to the Project / Literature
  Review (400 words)

Description of how the work to be 
done by in the project relates to
  the work identified in the literature 
review; Discussion
  of any ethical issues raised by the 
project Identifying what has already 
been done within the field; Topic 
familiarity; Brief literature review
  using appropriate sources – 6-8 
journal papers and book chapters 
rather than
  just websites;
  Selection of relevant models &
  concepts

 

Your
  background section demonstrates 
an emerging familiarity with the 
literature
  around restaurant 
recommendation, group decision-
making, and gamification. 
Appropriate
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  sources have been selected, 
including recent work on group-
based food
  recommenders and cooperative 
gamification. The research gap at the
  intersection of discovery, group 
decision-making, and engagement is
  identified in a fairly straightforward 
way. However, the discussion tends 
to
  summarise rather than critically 
compare sources, and there is 
limited
  elaboration on how specific 
concepts or models from the 
literature will
  inform the design (for example, 
which aspects of the hybrid group
  recommendation framework will be 
used). Ethical considerations are 
mostly
  deferred to the ethics form; a brief 
mention here of issues around 
location
  data, consent, and data 
minimisation would improve the 
narrative.

Project Design (500 words)

Clear statement of which 
development methods are to be 
used and why
  they are appropriate; Clear 
statement of
  which tools are to be used and why 
they are appropriate; Clear 
description of how data collected will 
be
  analysed

 

The project
  design and methodology show a 
reasonable understanding of mixed 
methods,
  combining surveys with 
observational usability feedback. The 
choice of
  methods is appropriate for 
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evaluating user engagement and 
usability of the
  prototype. There is a sensible plan 
to iterate based on user feedback.
  However, important design details 
are missing or underdeveloped, such 
as
  clearer sampling and recruitment 
strategies, criteria for participant
  inclusion, and more specific plans 
for data analysis beyond bar or line
  graphs. The proposal would be 
stronger if the analysis plan specified 
how
  survey responses will be 
summarised (e.g. descriptive 
statistics, comparison
  across versions) and how 
observations will be coded and 
interpreted. The
  ethics form, by contrast, provides a 
relatively clear description of
  participants, consent procedures, 
risks, and data protection measures. 
There
  is a slight inconsistency between 
the statement that there is no 
electronic
  transfer of data and the later 
description of cloud storage and 
encrypted
  transfers; this should be aligned to 
avoid confusion.

Resources / Planning (200 words)

List of any deliverables; Clear 
diagram
  showing both timing and resource 
use; Completed
  ethics form; Limited and relevant 
appendices

 

The resources
  and planning section identifies key 
software (React Native, NodeJS, 
Google
  Maps API, Microsoft Forms) and 
hardware requirements, and the 
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project plan
  outlines a logical sequence from 
research and design through 
development,
  testing, and analysis with realistic 
dates. The ethics form is completed 
and
  demonstrates awareness of GDPR 
and good data management 
practice. Some of the
  hardware specifications are more 
powerful than strictly required for 
the
  project, this could be justified or 
scaled back. The plan would benefit 
from
  a short, explicit list of deliverables 
and from linking specific milestones
  to the research objectives (e.g., 
indicating at which stage surveys will 
be
  run, and when multiplayer features 
will be tested).

Document Presentation

Correct spelling, grammar and 
punctuation;
  Flow of narrative/fluency; 
Coherence; Word processed ; 
Correct
  use of referencing with 
bibliography; Strict
  word limit

 

Document
  presentation is generally clear, with 
appropriate headings and a coherent
  structure. Referencing is consistent, 
and journal sources have been 
included,
  which is good to see. There are, 
however, several grammatical issues 
(run-on
  sentences, missing commas, 
inconsistent capitalisation) that 
sometimes affect
  clarity. A careful proof-read, along 
with attention to sentence 

15 10



boundaries
  and punctuation, would improve 
readability. Ensuring that all citation 
are
  fully formatted and that word limits 
for each section are more closely
  adhered to will improve your mark, 
in this section and overall.

TOTAL 100 64
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