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Assessed Coursework 5 Feedback Form:
(Group Work)
April 4, 2012

Group Number being Assessed:
Printed Group Report Submitted?
Team Members Presenting:

Guidelines: This assessment report is based on
both the online submission of A5 and a live appli-
cation demonstration given by the group in class.

The full evaluation is based on: (1) functionality,
(2) implementation quality including coding con-
ventions [2], (3) documentation including doxy-
gen [1]. (4) testing, and (5) group work including
adherence to the minutes of meeting protocol and
team roles.

1 Functionality and Implementa-
tion

1. Does the source code compile and provide a
running application?

2. Does the application support a daily view,
weekly view, monthly view, yearly view?

3. Does the organizer support 15 different
types of events?

4. Are the following event attributes sup-
ported?

• Event title

• Date

• Starting time

• Ending time

• Location

• How often the event repeats

• Description

• Persons involved

5. How does a user save an event or contact?
Is it intuitive?

6. How does the user view the saved list of
contacts?

7. Can the user edit or delete an existing event
or contact?

8. Is there any functionality that is not work-
ing?

9. How does the software rate in terms of
usability? Is it intuitive?

10. What if any additional functionality has
been implemented?

11. Additional Comments:

12. Overall, how well does the application
function?

2 Testing

1. Have unit tests been defined for all of the
classes? If not, for how many classes have
unit tests been defined?

2. Demonstrate the unit test for some class(es).
Do they actually run and work?

3. How many days does Feb 2012 have?
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4. What is the maximum number of events or
contacts the application can store?

5. When does the application crash? Which
features cause it to crash?

6. What happens when the user tries to enter
a very large values, e.g., 10,000, 100,000,
1,000,000 for starting or ending times of
events?

7. What happens when the user tries to enter a
letter where a number should be? e.g., event
starting time?

8. What happens when the user tries to enter a
decimal number, e.g., 1.10, when an integer
is expected?

9. Can the user simply enter numbers for a
contact name?

10. How does the program respond when the
data (or user data) file is missing?

11. How does the application handle a corrupt
user-data file? For example, what if you
replace the normal user-data file with a
JPEG file?

12. What happens if you edit the user-data file
with a text editor and give it an unexpected
format?

13. Additional Comments:

14. Overall, how well was the application was
tested?

3 Documentation

1. Have all the required files and documents
been provided, e.g., group report, minutes,
source code, class files, doxygen web pages,
and demo movies?

2. Have all the required files and documents
been provided on time? If not, how late was
the group in delivering the product?

3. Have all of the files been provided in the
correct format, e.g., .PDF, .mpeg, etc., as
described in the Assignment?

4. Do all of the folders and file names conform
to the naming conventions described in the
Assignment? List the files (and folders) that
do not adhere to the guidelines (if any).

5. How closely does the source code conform
to the coding conventions? Show sample
source files.

6. How complete is the doxygen output? Are
both the short and detailed class descrip-
tions there as described in Bob’s Concise
Introduction to Doxygen [1]?

7. Are both the class hierarchy and collabora-
tion diagrams there?

8. Are all methods described? Are all input
parameters to methods documented? How
about return parameters?

9. Is the source code part of the doxygen
output?

10. Has the group provided screen capture
movies that demonstrate the features of their
software?
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11. Additional Comments:

12. Overall, what is the quality of the documen-
tation?

4 Group Work
1. Has the group conformed to the minutes of

meeting protocol?

2. Did each group member contribute to the
product?

3. How well did the group worked together?

4. Did the group meet often enough?

5. Where the team roles adhered to?

6. How were problems handled? Did the group
make use of internal deadlines?

7. Additional Comments:

8. Overall, how well did the group work
together?

5 Overall Judgement
1. Overall, how is the quality of the work?
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