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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	9.5/15

	Comments:
The aim and objectives in the introduction are not very well presented.

The literature review heavily focused on REST and provided some interesting comparisons of JSON vs XML. However, the literature review provided little consideration of existing car parking systems or systems that use similar architectures. It therefore, missed the opportunity to explore other design choices or architectures that might bring additional benefits to the current system.



	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:

The research methodology was a bit brief and needed some consideration of validation/verification of the results obtained. The development methodology was a bit cursory but I really liked the research conducted into solo methodologies.

A number of techniques were used in the design. However, it was very brief and should have provided more discussion of the design choices being made.
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	Review
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	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	10.5/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	3.5/10

	Comments:
The evaluation provided is not sufficiently formal and more tests should have been provided to act as evidence that the project meets the requirements and performs effectively.

Conclusions are too brief, and limited by the lack of good results.

Overall more results should have been collected through testing and appropriate analysis provided.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
The implemented prototypes seemed logical but they were not very complicated. From the report the code seems straightforward and more attempt should have been made to link the code being produced to the requirements.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:

Reflection is very brief.
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