	ASSIGNMENT 1 – Feedback File

	Date:
	12 February 2016

	Name of Student
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Dely

	No of words (target 400-500words)
	404

	YOUR GRADE :
	21
	Note that minimum PASS GRADE is 50

	Your Status:  FAIL
	

	
	

	OVERALL – This is disappointing as you don’t appear to have read and understood the basic instructions nor to have read my reminder emails  or checklist from which it would be obvious that you simply have  to consider your Professional Codes of Ethics and Conduct. The absence of relevant detail means this fall well short of the minimum pass standard.  


	Procedural Requirements
Cover sheet - OK
Referencing – PARTIAL – ACS Code of Ethics and Code or Professional Conduct not referenced
Harvard Notation – NO -  In-text Citation not evident
Word Count - OK
Spelling/Punctuation/Grammar/Structure - Fair

	Logical identification of professional, ethical and legal issues
ACS Code of Ethics – VERY POOR - Only vaguely mentioned in your narrative, 3 values mentioned in the bibliography the names are not the same as in the Code of Ethics. Not referenced. 

Code of Professional Conduct – VERY POOR – None are correctly identified in your narrative, the clauses mentioned in your bibliography are not clauses. Not referenced.

Legislation – NONE IDENTIFIED

Other –

Other – 


	Development of recommendations with relevant, correct referencing

Macdonald/White steps followed – UNCLEAR

Sensible statements matching recommendations – POOR – laws and professional codes and the fundamental dilemma are not well enough understood to provide a  logical basis for recommendations.


	Understanding of Issues

Explanation of conflicts, possible resolutions etc – POOR, A limited understanding of the ethical and moral dilemma has been demonstrated

Strategies to avoid in future – NOT EVIDENCED


	Did material you presented generate interest in the reader?
Level of interest – POOR



