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No part of the candidate’s evidence in this exemplar material may be presented in an external 
assessment for the purpose of gaining an NZQA qualification or award. 
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Merit 

Subject:  Digital Technologies 

Standard:  92007 

Total score: 05 

Task 
Grade 
score 

Marker commentary 

One M5 

The candidate provided multiple screenshots of the final design, each a digital 
mock-up for a website. 

The need / opportunity was identified, although the business name could have 
been mentioned in their response. 

Users and requirements were clearly identified. Multiple examples of the use 
of manaakitanga were given. To improve this, the candidate could have given 
more specific examples of how they designed the website to make the user 
feel welcome. 

Two screenshots were provided to illustrate the design process − a simple 
wireframe, followed by a more fleshed-out design. 

Both examples of feedback were clear. The candidate explained what the 
feedback was, detailed the changes they made in response to it, and justified 
by explaining how this improved the design. 

To improve the overall response, the candidate could have provided more 

specific examples of decisions they made during the design process. The only 

specific examples they gave were a repetition of the changes made based on 

feedback in part (b). When explaining how the final design meets the 

identified needs or opportunities, the candidate could have been more 

specific about how aspects of the design enable its fitness for purpose. 
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