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CRITERION 1 (25%)

A good working software prototype meeting user needs.
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CRITERION 2 (25%)

Use of Microsoft Project or similar software to complete a realistic
project plan. A group report evidencing good understanding of Project
management techniques and good groupwork.

TSERING DOLMA LAMA 52

Simple Database application was developed in
MSAccess for the given scenario. Necessary tables
were created however the attributes in some
entities were not directly matching with ERD. Also,
some forms are not addressing the current ERD.
Input mask could have been used. Also, user
friendliness could have been improved. The queries
were generated but it was not up to the standard.
Some queries were misleading. Simple reports.
Home page looks good. The prototype lacks in
testing.

OpenProj has been used to work with the project
plan. WBS, GANTT and PERT were evidenced
during presentation. Though the group breakdown
the project task neatly, they didn't allocate proper
time frame for each task especially the testing
phase. It had a huge impact on the prototype
developed. As a team, the group managed to finish
the task however the standard of queries, table
design and testing could have been improved if the
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CRITERION 3 (50%)

A well researched and presented individual document, with good
referencing

DISCLAIMER

Results are provisional until confirmed by the Examination Board. The
mark in this Feedback is given out of 100. However, Late Submission
and RESIT students will have their marks capped in their Result Letter
in accordance with the University’s regulations in place.

team works together efficiently.

Need to use standard font style and size for
reports. Poor structure. No page numbers. Clear
evidence of rushing to finish the report. Little or no
analysis on the topics. Team work and project
evaluation were just outlined. The report briefly
sketching the phases of SDLC and prototype. Risks
were identified but not discuss in detail. No detail
analysis on quality assurance topic. Tools like
Qulaity Audits and Process Analysis were mentioned
but no evidence of using it. Spelling mistakes were
identified. Not followed IEEE referencing style.
Poor referencing.
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