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Overview
This subject assessment advice, based on the 2024 assessment cycle, gives an overview of how students performed in their school and external assessments in relation to the learning requirements, assessment design criteria, and performance standards set out in the relevant subject outline. It provides information and advice regarding the assessment types, the application of the performance standards in school and external assessments, and the quality of student performance.
The Subject Renewal program has introduced changes for many subjects in 2025; these are detailed in the change log at the front of each subject outline. When reviewing the 2024 subject assessment advice, it is important to consider any updates to this subject to ensure the feedback in this document remains accurate.
School Assessment
Teachers can improve the moderation process and the online process by:
creating a zip file for websites
including a copy of their Learning and Assessment plan with any addendums
providing shaded-in performance standards for each task from each of the Assessment Types.
Assessment Type 1: Practical Skills
In Assessment Type 1, students apply the design process and layout principles to produce text-based products that are balanced from two focus areas as specified in the School LAP. Across this assessment type there must be sufficient text. 
Teachers can elicit more successful responses by:
increasing the complexity of tasks allowing students to develop their skills and proficiency in the use and application of software
designing tasks that give students the opportunity to include adequate text throughout this assessment type
verified that students did not use templates e.g.: CANVA 
addressing AE2 in at least one of the practical skills
helping students address AE2 by annotating the final product and evaluating the design process undertaken
designed tasks that focussed on the development and application of typography
balancing the tasks between the two focus areas i.e., 2 tasks from each focus area.   
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The more successful responses commonly:
focused on the application and development of typography within designs
applied the flow of reading principles across print and electronic designs
provided evidence of skill development and increasing proficiency in the use of hardware and software
demonstrated consistent and thoughtful application of layout and design principles suitable for the intended product
addressed AE2 in one task by annotating the final product using the CRAP design principles and thoroughly evaluating the design process undertaken
provided evidence of sufficient text
manipulated graphics
formatted text correctly
did not use templates or templates-based software e.g.: CANVA
applied the hierarchy of text communicating to the intended audience focal points within a design
avoided filler text such as Lorum Ipsum
demonstrated highly proficient use of software features e.g.: tracking, leading, margins etc.
In the context of Electronic Publishing the more successful responses commonly:
had considered and effective file management e.g.: images placed in an images folder
titled web pages in the code view
clearly identified the Index page
applied layout suitable for the web
links were active
generated their own content
had sufficient text
external links opened in a new window. 
The less successful responses commonly:
were limited in their ability to demonstrate the application of the design principles at a higher level in layout when they used templates or template-based software
did not focus on the layout of typography
text was not formatted e.g.: continuous text instead of using paragraphs
centre aligned all text
lacked sufficient text across AT1
lacked evidence of manipulating graphics or assets (web design).
In the context of Electronic Publishing the less successful responses commonly:
the application of the design principles were not suitable for the web, limiting user engagement
links were inactive and not working
did not label the index page
did not provide page navigation throughout the site
had poor file management often making it hard to locate the Index page. 

Assessment Type 2: Issues Analysis
Teachers can elicit more successful responses by:
designing tasks that relate to specific current issues associated directly with Information Processing and Publishing
providing task scenarios that have a clear link to social, legal, and ethical issues
creating task scenarios that reflect current and emerging technologies that impact Information Processing and Publishing when addressing the Technical and Operational task
designing task scenarios for the Technical and Operational task that focus on analysing and comparing hardware.
The more successful responses commonly:
evaluated and analysed specific hardware features when comparing hardware in the Technical Operational task
specifically addressed the social, legal, and ethical issues by stating how and why they were impacted
recommendations were justified
provided an in-depth analysis of the impact of the issues on the key stakeholders
provided images and tables that were referred to when supporting the analysis and evaluation
provided a logical and clear analysis and evaluation, rather than providing a question-and-answer response
offered an in-depth, technical fluent analysis and evaluation
clearly addressed and stated the issues to be addressed in the given scenario
comprehensively defined and explored hardware/software specifications, demonstrating their understanding of the relevant performance standards
used primary and secondary sources that were acknowledged.
The less successful responses commonly:
did not specifically state and address the social, legal, and ethical issues; demonstrating a limited awareness of the social, legal, and ethical issues associated with the scenario
the analysis and evaluation of hardware features in the Technical Operational task was limited, demonstrating a limited understanding
recommendations lacked evidence of why it was being made
provided limited (if any) comparisons of similar technologies in the Technical Operational task
did not address the stakeholders impacted
provided generalised responses.
External Assessment
Teachers can elicit more successful responses by:
ensuring that the structure of the documentation follows the steps of the design process of Investigation, Devising, Producing and Evaluation as outlined in the Information Processing and Publishing subject outline, and not the design process that is used by other subject outlines
limiting the number of annotations of similar products that students need to undertake in the Investigation section
creating tasks that provide scope for students to apply their own interests
provide sufficient time for students to complete the task successfully


not starting this task until students have completed AT1 tasks, enabling them to develop proficiency in using software and their understanding of the application of the design principles
focussing on the design principles of Contrast, Repetition, Alignment and Proximity. 
Assessment Type 3: Product & Documentation
Students undertake one product and documentation assessment that may come from one or both focus areas or the integration of both focus areas. 
The final product/s need to communicate the intended message to an identified target audience with the focus on typography that demonstrates an understanding and application of the four design principles of contrast, repetition, alignment, and proximity. 
The more successful responses commonly:
annotated samples relating to their own product
provided specific examples of how the design principles of contrast, repetition, alignment, and proximity were applied to the samples annotated
provided evidence of image manipulation
demonstrated an understanding of the design process by organizing their documentation using this process
did not spend time discussing possible choices but focussed on choices made and their justification
evaluated hardware and software choices and their suitability
addressed task specifications
discussed in detail the justification of choices in the Devising section
provided detailed design plans that would assist with the producing stage. These plans included information about font choices and sizes, colour, layout etc
detailed (in a visual representation) the before and in the manipulation of images
had an in-depth evaluation of their own product, and the design process undertaken
provided an Investigation, Devising and Evaluation summary
clearly identified the final products
manipulated graphics of a high resolution
had good file management and naming protocols for websites
contained links in websites which were active
surveyed members of the intended target audience and referred to their feedback in the evaluation summary. 
The less successful responses commonly:
created products that were quite brief
used templates and template-based software to create the products
spent more time in the devising section outlining the technical skills associated with image manipulation rather than focussing on task requirements
did not submit the original pdf file of the final product but submitted a scanned or photograph of the final product
demonstrated a lack of understanding and application of the design principles that applied to the specifications of the task
did not demonstrate proficiency in the use and application of software features
had stretched or pixelated images
centre aligned all content
used Lorem Ipsum filler text
contained website links which were inactive
had poor file management in electronic publishing often making it hard to locate the index page
did not organise their documentation according to the design process
when annotating samples, students defined each of the design principles rather than discussing the specific application of each principle in the sample
did not justify choices in the Devising summary
limited evaluation of their final products
provided a generic evaluation of hardware and software in the evaluation summary
had a layout sketch instead of a detailed design plan. 
General
SACE cover page should be included as the first page of the AT3 as it included product and documentation word count. Submissions of AT3 should not include teacher shaded in performance standards, student, or school name. 
All websites upon submission should be zipped and uploaded in this file format. This maintains the integrity of the site and facilitates download time for markers/moderators. It is important that files are not submitted in their native format e.g.: psd as markers/moderators may not have the fonts or software to open the files. 
Teachers need to submit their LAP with addendums as well as the task sheets. Shaded in performance standards for each task in both AT1 and AT2 need to be submitted for each student selected in the sample. 
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