MAJOR PROJECT -   Final Report – 55%

	Student Name:
	Callum Hall

	Title of Project:
	Hacking Mitigation

	Supervisor:
	Gaynor Thomas

	2nd marker: 
	Michael Dacey

	Course:    
	Computing      DIS      CNC       EEE     
Games Development     SE     Web                                   (please indicate)

	Project Type:    
	Survey     Review     Experiment     Development          (please indicate)



		                           
	
	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
Some implementation about security features, but the question of security was not researched in enough depth.



	50%

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark

See other sheet for comments



	46%

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark

This isn't a strong project, but markers are happy to support a borderline 2:2 mark
	[bookmark: _GoBack]50%




Signature: ……………Gaynor Thomas.........................……   Date: ……05/05/21.............…….....……..

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	2.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	7/15

	Comments:

Introduction is a bit brief.

The sources chosen are OK, but presented in a rather strange manner. It needs more synthesis of the findings and how they support each other (or otherwise) rather than a list of sources. It is also too short and needs more depth for a subject of such complexity
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	Review
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	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	2.5/5

	Comments:

Methodologies have been cited sufficiently. 

It's not entirely clear where the requirements have come from (other than from the student themselves) 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	13/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	5/10

	Comments:

Results are OK and it clearly shows the functional testing. However, the testing itself is quite limited, for example, the SQL Injection testing only shows one method.

The questionnaire has questions that are a little extraneous eg the colour scheme when the report hasn't really talked about this on the way through.

Recommendations are short.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:

Development is somewhat limited, although some security measures are present. I would have liked to see more ambitious reduction of the attack surface.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	3/10

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

	Comments:

Reflection is very brief. 

Report is generally well-structured, although occasionally lapses into the use of "I"
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