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Introduction

Examination

Introduction

Number of candidates  - 54
This paper differed from past examinations in that rather than all questions being set on one case study, a variety of different scenarios were used for each question.  It also differed in that question 4 included SSM material.
Question 1

This question was set on discovering classes and attributes.  It was designed so that all candidates should gain a basic 12 marks, and in fact all but one did.  To be awarded the extra marks, required candidates to identify the need for an event remembered class and it was pleasing that a good number of candidates did indeed spot this.  Overall this question was done well by those who attempted it.
Statistics
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	No of candidates who attempted this question
	49

	Modal mark
	15

	Median mark
	16

	Mean mark
	17

	Standard Deviation of marks
	4.5


Question 2

This question was mainly about use cases, although there was a small second part on spotting an incorrect model for a given situation.  Candidates seem to think that use cases are easy an yet, time and time again, the answer they provide to such questions show conclusively that their understanding is very poor.  This question was no exception.  Although mosr candidates could identify the basic use cases, they showed little ability in constructing the diagram to show the originating actors.  In many case a use case was connected to several actors with no indication of whom the originating actor might be.  This should have been done by the use of directed links between actors and use cases.  In far too many cases we found actors called “System” or “United Services Athletics Club”, and also we found invented actors like “Counter staff” or “Clerk” interacting with the system as well as the members.  Candidates needed to decide which of the 2 they wanted to be the principal interactors, the members or the staff.  No marks were awarded for such indecision.
For the second part, those that got it right normally gave reasonable explanations.  However a significant number got the answer wrong!
Statistics
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	No of candidates who attempted this question
	51

	Modal mark
	12

	Median mark
	15

	Mean mark
	14

	Standard Deviation of marks
	4.8


Question 3

This question was extremely badly done by nearly all the candidates who attempted it.  It concerned constructing a sequence diagram from a given scenario using the information given in a class diagram.  The great majority of candidates failed to appreciate that a message is an instruction to the receiver to perform one of its (the receiver’s) operations and instead they labelled their messages with operation names from the senders operations!  There was very little awareness that the scenario contained alternative courses of events which needed to be modelled separately and so few marks could be awarded for that.  The overall logic of the diagram was also, in most cases, lamentable demonstrating that candidates have little or no idea of how to construct such an artefact.  This is an area of the syllabus that must be given much more attention by students.  
The second part, identifying the nature of a particular message, demonstrated that students were to some extent guessing the answer and it was sad that so few students could argue their way to the correct answer.
Statistics
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	No of candidates who attempted this question
	35

	Modal mark
	5

	Median mark
	5

	Mean mark
	6

	Standard Deviation of marks
	5.5


Question 4

This question had two parts. The first was asking for a decision as to whether a given relationship was strongly or non-strongly owned.  It was noticeable that many candidates felt unable to reach a decision on this matter. This, of course meant, that the marker was unable to give them any marks!
The second part was completing a matrix of relative properties for 3 analysis paradigms.  Most students who attempted this, did it correctly, although there were a few who were obviously just guessing their answers.

Statistics
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	No of candidates who attempted this question
	28

	Modal mark
	29

	Median mark
	23

	Mean mark
	20

	Standard Deviation of marks
	7.3


Overall

 The overall result of this paper is better than we have seen recently.  Although that is an encouraging trend, it must be viewed against the very poor results achieved in Question 3.
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Statistics

	No of candidates 
	54

	Modal mark
	43

	Median mark
	44

	Mean mark
	45

	Standard Deviation of marks
	13.7
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