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	Clarity of Technical Description: 50%
· Aims/Outcomes clear.
· Structure clearly defined and organised logically.
· Language grammatically correct.
· Technical detail correct and clearly communicated. 
· Good use of labelled diagrams to support message/description.
· References appropriate and support arguments.
· Correct format for references.
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	Comments:
The aims are clear.  The objectives are partial, informative as to the home network configurations but less so in terms of the penetration attacks to be used.  The use of language is adequate (use of 1st person is a basic error).  The methodology section is useful, although there is no cohort definition for the proposed questionnaire study.  Getting results for this may be problematical.
The Risks section shows a degree of thought as to the practicality of the project, and is a strength.


	Quality of Visual Display: 50%
· Easy to read - font style and font size appropriate and consistent.
· Visually well organised.
· Colour used appropriately.
· Diagrams’ format and style consistent with poster design/style.
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	Comments:
The diagrams are informative and add to the visual utility of the presentation.  They are suitably sized and easy to follow.
The web references need an "accessed" time/date, and a page title is usual.
The use of colours is appropriate, the choice of a s
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