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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Whilst it is clear that this student has developed their understanding of web application development significantly, the final model was not sufficient to be able to properly test the research aim. The report lacks reflection.

	59

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
General agreement with first marks. Report shows growth and development of understanding, especially in the iterative approach to the project. However, a lack of discussion and reflection impacts on the effectiveness of the work.

	58

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark
Marks agreed.
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	[bookmark: _Hlk70081953]1. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	Score
	Mark

	Introduction 
The report makes a reasonable job of describing the problem with areas which could do with bit more contextualisation.  The report is supported by a good range of authoritative sources.  


	3
	5

	Literature Review 
The literature review discusses the nature of academic referencing.  It discusses a very brief history of academic referencing and the range of current referencing tools available.  The report discusses issues which can be caused by these tools without specific examples.

	10
	15

	2. Research-informed Literature

	Methodology 
Sensible choices have been made but are not always justified as clearly as would be ideal.  A sense of understanding does develop as the report progresses.  Choices are supported with suitable sources.


	3
	5

	Requirements and Design 
The design presents a justification for the design of a web application as well as the use that each of the constituent languages will be put.  The design lacks some aspects (workflow analysis, data design, or requirements) but demonstrates thought being applied to process design.  UI design is considered but is not discussed in terms of user workflow or of HCI principles.

	3
	5

	3. Analysis 

	Results and Discussions
Functionality testing has been presented.  A single client interview is described.  This appears to have been unstructured and conversational.  The results and discussions section of the report is reasonably frank from there making clear the haphazard nature of the development effort and the very late nature of the development finalisation.  The reasons for these issues are not explored.  The functionality of the application is discussed in a balanced manner.

	11	Comment by Gwyn Perry: 10.5
	20

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
Brief and lacking a consideration of the relative success of the project.  This section sidesteps the research question by not addressing whether the developed tool has been able to improve workflow.  

	5
	10

	4. Practical Application and Deployment

	Development
The project features no less than five different languages, all used appropriately for specific tasks.  The UI  design and workflow of the application is very much data-driven rather than user-driven.  Some of the PHP workflow is a bit awkward. Focus seems to have been mostly given over to simply getting the process to work rather than producing a usable tool which could help answer the project aim.


	17
	25

	5. Skills for Professional Practice

	Reflection 
Little reflection has been included.  The project has been concluded upon but nothing further.  The reasons for issues this project has suffered are not explored and neither are any suggestions made for further research.  No suggestions are made for how future projects may be conducted differently.

	1.5
	5

	Quality of Report – 8800 words
The report is supported by a good range of authoritative sources.  Some citations do not seem to match with the referenced source, rather the following source.  The report lacks proof reading in a few minor areas hindering clarity.  Occasionally the writing style is too informal for an academic report.  The report is only 6522 words long.

	5
	10
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