Remarking policy for assignment 3:

· Students have until Tuesday, the 2nd of May, to request a review of their grade. 
· Please review the marking guide before sending a grade review request.

· All grade review requests should be sent via email to naim@discover.uottawa.ca with the subject line “CSI 2131 grade review”. Please ensure that the subject line is identical to the one requested here since this is needed to work with my mail filter.

· Your email should have your name, student number, and brief description of your complaint.

· Upon reception of your email, I will review your grade and either raise your grade or explain the reason why you received the grade you have.

· If you are still unsatisfied, you have the right to involve the professor.

Thank you.

Marking guide for assignment 3:

· Written part (out of 20): Looking for the following for each function h1 and h2:

· Satisfactory description of the function

· Why the function was initially chosen (advantages, disadvantages)

· An examination of the relationship between the hashing address space and the average search length. This should support your choice of function.

· Testing with sample data (out of 5): Does your program produce the right results for the given test files? Does it produce the right results for other test files?

· Style (out of 10): Is your code neat, well-organized, well-modularized, and easy to read and understand?

· Hashing, Insertion, and Search (out of 65 if your code compiles and runs, out of 32 if your code does not compile and/or crashed): Have you well implemented the function you proposed in the written part? Do your addition and search methods work well? Note that since the marker cannot be asked to debug faulty code, the “blame” for a problem was sometimes spread out meaning that if there was a problem with your search for example, both the search and the addition were “blamed” (i.e. penalized).
