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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	1.5/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	9.5/15

	Comments:
The introduction is far too brief, and the aim and objectives should have been included within it. A few too many objectives.

Generally the introduction provided sufficient background to the project, although it could have been structured a little more cleanly. The analysis of the garages, should perhaps been included in the primary research.
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	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	4/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	4/5

	Comments:
Research methodology was discussed and as was the research process. Development methodology discussion was very brief.

Just five general requirements identified, but evidence of wire framing and prototyping provided. 
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	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

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

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

	Comments:
The results obtained were fairly basic and the evaluation was a little brief.
In the conclusions, little was referred back to the main aim of the project and how the results obtained deepened our understanding of the topic.
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	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	8/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
The implementation section of the report was more of a self-critique of the work rather than an evaluation of the features implemented.
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	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	4/10

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

	Comments:

I was not very keen on heads “Pros” and “Cons”, the structure of the literature review could have been better. Figure numbers and captions were not very clear. Generally, the report was a little messy needing better focus and structure.
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