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	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

Overall, the project report seems to be a last-minute work. More focus on the report required. Could have planned on how to overcome the confidentiality part within the project. Quality of the report requires attention.


	

60%

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A fair performance, given the fact that you had to swap projects in the middle of the semester. It is always good to have a perfect start to a project in your case your Chapter 1 is not well written except for the objectives. Different illustrations could have been used on top of the tables used to present the findings.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	12/20
	/15

	Comments:
Abstract must be briefing the complete work and not structure of the project. Is this Report a draft version? Why are the comment from your supervisor appears in final submission? More specific aim could have added value. What assessment? Is it operational or security or any other assessment? Very generic Aim. Review of literature is good. One of the objectives states that an IT Health Check on the system. However, how reviews on Information assurance, technology assurance is related to the work is not clear. Critical analysis/review on the literature required. 




	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5
	/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/5

	Comments:
The Methodology chosen is good. Why are the security aspects looked at, is placed as a contingency plan? 




	 
	Survey
	Review
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	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	17/25
	/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	5.5/10
	/10

	Comments:
The results were partially documented due to confidentiality criteria. The remedial plan classified in a table gives an overview. However, considering the nature of confidentiality, the very basic documentation on the design and other aspects, the remedial plan could have been analysed more in detail/ in depth with what, why, how questions. 


	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	7/15
	 -

	Comments:
The design documented in the report was very generic. The design must describe the experimental setup required to complete the objectives and not operational plans. Eg: Setting up Nessus, Kali machine etc may be added in the design part. If the work is very confidential, a typical simulation setup without leveraging the confidentiality of the system could have been setup to demonstrate the work.










	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	7.5/10
	/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	6/10
	/10

	Comments:
Reflections done. However mostly focused on the technical aspects. Could have added personal reflections as well. The quality of the report needs attention.


	TOTAL:
	/100
	/100
	60/100
	/100







