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Inspection Checklist

· Are all hardware resources defined?

The exact specifications for the ThinkPad running on the Scout were not mentioned (things like processor speed, memory, hard disk, etc), and concrete information about the wireless ethernet link didn’t seem to be available. For the most part, hardware was specified.

· Have the response times of functions been specified?

Without testing the wireless ethernet link, response times could only be approximated, and guidelines set. Due to the text macros though, this type of specification can easily be updated in the future.

· Have all the hardware, external software, and data interfaces been defined?

In some cases the definition was not as thorough as we would have liked, due to limited information about the hardware and software, all interfaces are defined to some extent.

· Have all the functions required by the client been specified?

Though the client meeting was less informative than we would have preferred, we attempted to specify all the requirements mentioned by the client, and functions we hypothesized the client would benefit from.

· Is each requirement testable?

Metrics for determining the extent to which the requirements will be met weren’t defined, but the requirements appear to be testable.

· Is the initial state of the system defined?

 
Yes. In the functional requirement specifications, where the modes are introduced, along with the mode transition tables, the initial state of the systems are defined.

· Are the responses to exceptional conditions specified?

While it is impossible to consider all possible exceptional conditions, we tried to specify the most likely conditions, and appropriate responses.

· Does the requirement contain restrictions that can be controlled by the designer?

The specification intentionally leaves the designer room to implement the systems in the manner they see best. Overall behaviors are specified, but the methods to which these behaviors are met are left up to the designer.

· Are possible future modifications specified?

We didn’t specify possible future modifications.

Inspection Results

Reading through the specifications and answering the questions posed by the inspection checklist, we made numerous minor changes, from grammatical and spelling errors to correcting text macro discrepancies. The tables were re-organized to be more concise and readable. The overall document structure was modified as the separate sections were merged together for the final document.
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