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APPENDIX GA36b

	LEVEL 5 ASSESSMENT SPECIFICATION 



	Student name:
	     Glyn Davies
	Student ID number:
	1810543

	Programme:
	HND/BSc/MComp Web Development

	Module:
	Advanced Software Development

	Module code:
	ACCA5011
	Contribution to Overall Module Assessment (%):
	50%

	Lecturer:
	Mike Dacey
	Internal Verifier:
	

	Assignment Title:
	Object Oriented Programming
	Word count (or equivalent):
	

	Submission deadline:
	
	Return date of provisional marks & written feedback:
	

	Submission method:
	All written assessments, where practical and possible, must be submitted via Turnitin unless otherwise instructed by the Lecturer. (Please DO NOT put this assessment specification into Turnitin or it will match many similarities with other students’ submissions.)
Alternative submission method (if applicable): 
Late submission of the assessment will result in a late penalty mark.  Penalties for late submission: Up to one week late, maximum mark of 40%.  Over one week late, 0%.  Only the Extenuating Circumstances Panel may approve a change to submission dates.

	Academic honesty / referencing:
	Academic honesty is required. In the main body of your submission you must give credit to authors on whose research and ideas your work is based. Append to your submission a reference list that indicates the books, articles, etc. that you have used, cited or quoted in order to complete this assessment.  


	Module Learning Outcomes 
(from module syllabus)

	
1. Critically evaluate the suitability of selected algorithms and data structures to solve given problems.
2. Design and develop OO applications to solve a given problem scenario. 









	
STUDENT FEEDBACK FORM



This section details the extent to which the assessment criteria are demonstrated by you, which in turn determines your mark. The marks available for each category of skill are shown. Lecturers will use the space provided to comment on the achievement of the task(s), including those areas in which you have performed well and areas that would benefit from development/improvement.
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	Generic Assessment Criteria 
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills 
2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills

Part 1 
	30
	

	
Good discussion about classes and objects, although your example is technically a class not an object.  You could have shown your understanding more about the concept of encapsulation by explaining how the attributes are private and the only access to these are via methods provided within the class.  Any interaction with the attribute can then be controlled by the method created to access it.  Your interface section didn’t really explore the full power of an interface.  In general, more discussion about the concepts demonstrated in the code provided would have gained more marks.  However, there is evidence of a wide range of sources used to research and support your discussion.


	18.5
	

	
	
	

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
Requirements analysis, software design, problem solving skills. (Part 3)
	10
	

	
Not attempted
	
	

	
	
	

	4. Practical Application Skills
Part 2
	50
	

	Part 3
	10
	

	Part2- you have created a staff and staffList class but have implemented the search function (10/10 marks)
You have added badge attributes to the staff class and implemented the logic for forcing the correct order of procedure to take place. As you are developing an OO application here, it would have made more sense to create a class to manage this (10/10)
You have not attempted to implement anything regarding the vehicles. (0/30)
Overall you have the basic idea of how to create a class, but have not demonstrated that you can use inheritance or polymorphism.  Marks are limited as your overall application is not fully implemented, had you attempted more of the assignment you could have achieved higher marks in this section.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Part3- not attempted

	20
	

	
	
	

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice

	
	

	



	
	

	
	
	



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	38.5%

	
	Up to 1 week late (40% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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