ABA DISCLOSURES

Exchange Programs with Foreign Institutions
The University of California, Davis School of Law has exchange agreements with six law schools around
the world. Students are offered the opportunity to study abroad for one semester at our exchange partner
law schools.

List of Semester Exchange Partners available to UC Davis law students:
1. Comillas Pontifical University, Madrid, Spain
2. University of Copenhagen, Denmark
3. University College Dublin, Ireland
4. Jindal Global Law School, Sonipat, India
5. China University of Political Sciences and Law, China-EU School of Law, Beijing, China
6. Newcastle University, Newcastle, U.K.

Participation in the Program by Year
During the 2016-17 academic year, the University of California, Davis School of Law sent one student to
University College Dublin, one student to the University of Copenhagen and two to the University of
Lausanne (this program is now on hold until 2018/19).

Requirements for Student Performance and Grading Methods
Any student in the second or third year of JD studies who is in good academic standing, and is interested
in any of the international programs, is eligible to study abroad after having receiving an approval from the
Associate Dean for International Programs. Students must apply as in their first year to go in their second
year, and apply in their second year to go on their third year. The application is available here:
https://law.ucdavis.edu/international/files/Application-for-UCD-Exchange-E-Fill.pdf. Students will receive
twelve units of academic credit at University of California, Davis School of Law for courses completed
abroad in an exchange program. A passing grade is defined as the equivalent of the UC Davis School of
Law “C” or higher. The credit transfers to University of California, Davis School of Law; the grades do not.

Note: Foreign language classes at the host institution will not receive academic transfer credit at the UC
Davis School of Law.

For specific information on each exchange partner’s grading methods, please see attachments,
starting with page 7,

Name, address, telephone and email address of the contact person at the foreign
institutions

UNIVERSITY /
COLLEGE
Universidad Pontificia
de Comillas

CONTACTS

ADDRESS

EMAIL AND PHONE

Mónica González Rodríguez, International Relations and
MIEBL Coordinator
Adam Dubin, Director, LLM in Intl and BusinessLaw

Calle Alberto Aguilera,
23 - 28015 Madrid, Spain

University of
Copenhagen

Lene Ebbeson, International Officer and Academic
Advisor

Faculty of Law
University of
Copenhagen
Karen Blixens Plads 16
DK-2300 Copenhagen S

mgrodriguez@comillas.ed
u;
adubin@cid.upcomillas.es
+34 91 542 28 00 Ext.
2220
ebb@jur.ku.dk
+45 35 32 35 16

University College
Dublin

Julia Hildebrandt, Global Engagement Administrator
Richard Collins , Academic Advisor

UCD Sutherland School
of Law, University
College Dublin, Blefield,
Dublin 4, Ireland

julia.hildebrandt@ucd.ie;
r.collins@ucd.ie
+353 1 716 4154

Jindal Global Law
School

Jitender Upadhayay, Executive Officer- JGLS
Kalyani Unkele, Academic Advisor

Sonipat Narela Road,
Near Jagdishpur village
Sonipat, Haryana131001, NCR of Delhi,
India

jupadhayay@jgu.edu.in;
kunkule@jgu.edu.in
+911303057914

China University of
Political Science and
Law

Anna MA, Program Administrator
Fei Liu, Academic Advisor

annayuhuai@126.com
+86-5991-5792

University of
Newcastle

Tonia Cook, Exchange Co-ordinator
Jonathan Galloway, Academic Exchange Co-ordinator

China-EU School of Law
At the China University
of Political Science and
Law
27 Fuxue Road,
Changping District,
Beijing 102249,
P.R.China
Newcastle University,
NE1 7RU, United
Kingdom

Tonia.cook@ncl.ac.uk or
jonathan.galloway@ncl.ac
.uk
+44 (0)191 208 6069

Accessibility for Individuals with Disabilities
Universidad Pontifical Comillas, Madrid, Spain
Buildings are required by Spanish law to be accessible for people with disabilities. In major cities, like
Madrid, there have been greater efforts in the recent years to make public transportation, museums and
other public buildings accessible to those with physical disabilities. More information about accessibility in
Spain. Comillas University offers a disability support program that strives to help students with disabilities
to fully integrate into their new environment. For a complete list of resources and technical aids, please
visit the Support Program for Students with Disabilities website.

University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen, Denmark
Discrimination against persons with disabilities in employment, education, and access to health care or
other state services is prohibited by Danish law. Public transportation can generally accommodate
persons with disabilities, but many buildings and outdoor sites are not as easily accessible for the
disabled. More information on accessibility information can be found at Visit Denmark. If a student has
limited mobility because of a disability, his/her should contact the Special Educational Support unit at
sps@adm.ku.dk. If a student has a documented disability that prevents him/her from taking exams on
equal terms with other students, he or she may apply for dispensation. More information can be found
here: http://studies.ku.dk/exchange/studying-at-ucph/disabilities/.

University College of Dublin, Dublin, Ireland
It is required by national law for government buildings to be accessible to people with disabilities, and for
public service providers to ensure their services are accessible to those with mobility, sensory, and/or
cognitive impairments. Public parking and public transportation are generally accessible to people with
disability. Go to https://travel.state.gov/content/passports/en/country/ireland.html to find more information
about accessibility in Ireland. All students with a disability who attend University College Dublin have the
opportunity to receive support from UCD Access and Lifelong Learning, including classroom and exam
accommodations. For a more complete list of accommodations and for instructions on how to receive
these benefits, please visit the UCD Access and Lifelong Learning website.

Jindal Global Law School, Sonipat, India
Despite legislation that all public buildings and transport be accessible for disabled people, accessibility
remains limited. However, the Delhi metro system was designed to be accessible to those with physical
disabilities. More information about accessibility in India can be found at the following link:
https://travel.state.gov/content/passports/en/country/india.html. Jindal aims to make their courses
accessible to all students. Students with known disability must register with their Disability Support
Committee (DSC). The DSC will coordinate services needed such as academic mentors, specialized

interventions, and accessibility in the classrooms for lectures, tutorials, and examinations. You can read
more information in their handbook http://www.jgu.edu.in/public/jgufile/pdf/JSIA-DoctoralHandbook.pdf as
the same policy applies to law students.

China University of Political Sciences and Law, China-EU School of Law, Beijing, China
Visitors with mobility disabilities may find challenges while travelling in Beijing. Although sidewalks and
assistive technologies might be unreliable, public restrooms usually have at least one accessible toilet.
More information can be found on the US State Travel website. The China University of Political Science
and Law is not accessible to students with disabilities; there is no elevator in the building on Changping
campus.

University of Newcastle, Newcastle, United Kingdom
In the United Kingdom, public service providers are required to ensure that their services are accessible
to people with disabilities. It might be difficult getting around in the cities because sidewalks can be
narrow and uneven. The Department of State lists other important observations on their website
https://travel.state.gov/content/passports/en/country/united-kingdom.html. At Newcastle University,
accommodations are accessible to all, and some rooms have been specially adapted with specialized
equipment, wheelchair access, braille kitchen equipment, etc. When applying for housing, students can
select the option of having an adapted room. More info is located on their website.

Program Cancellations

A program may be cancelled due to safety concerns, or other reasons that make continuation of a
program in the planned location difficult. If for any reason an exchange program is canceled, students
will be notified in advance, and the University of California, Davis School of Law will attempt to locate
another foreign study program for placement of University of California, Davis School of Law students.
Students are responsible for all travel and living expenses. We recommend that students obtaining
proper travel insurance, as cancellation of travel reservations due to unforeseen circumstances is the
student’s financial responsibility.

Housing Availability, Cost and Location
Universidad Pontifical Comillas, Madrid, Spain
Comillas University has partnered with Student Global Relocation (SGR), an organization dedicated to
providing exchange students with accommodation services while in Madrid. SGR offers a General
Information Service on accommodations in Madrid, free of charge, which includes access to general

information on the city and information on available housing accommodations in the general vicinity of the
university. SGR also provides exchange students with the opportunity to contract accommodation
services through the organization, where SGR will conveniently arrange safe housing accommodations
for the student. Other off-campus options range from $1,000 - $1,850 per month.

University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen, Denmark
On-campus housing is not offered by the university, however, the UCPH Housing foundation assists
incoming students in finding housing off-campus. Students can apply online 2-3 months prior to the
semester starting here: http://www.housingfoundation.ku.dk/. Off-campus options for small apartments
typically range from $875 - $1,850 per month.

University College of Dublin, Dublin, Ireland
University College Dublin provides its students with accommodations for both on-campus and off-campus
housing. On-campus prices for the 2017-2018 academic year are published on the UCD Residences
Fees website. Prices for off-campus housing and an approximation of living costs in Ireland can be
accessed here: http://www.ucd.ie/international/study-at-ucd-global/coming-to-ireland/living-costs/ in the
Accommodation section.

Jindal Global Law School, Sonipat, India
Jindal Global University provides on-campus housing accommodations for students who are interested.
The University Hall of Residence consists of several blocks of buildings, with each block containing
corridors, open spaces, and common rooms.

China University of Political Sciences and Law, China-EU School of Law, Beijing, China
Dormitories at the International Exchange Center at the Changping Campus are provided for international
students. A standard room is shared by four students. Students also have the option of living in offcampus apartments. Apartments nearby rent for $750 - $1,100. Estimated cost of living can usually be
found here: http://en.cesl.edu.cn/About_us/Student_Life/Campus_Surroundings.htm

University of Newcastle, Newcastle, United Kingdom
Newcastle University does not guarantee on campus housing, but assists students with finding housing
through an online application. On-campus housing is offered on availability, and cannot be guaranteed.
On campus housing ranges from from $750 - $980 per month. More information on housing can be found

at: http://www.ncl.ac.uk/mobility/newcastle/services/#accommodation. Off-campus apartments range
from $580 - $2,000 per month.

Refund Policies
As UC Davis School of Law students, exchange students are subject to the UC Davis School of Law
refund policies: https://law.ucdavis.edu/registrar/fees.html.

Travel Warnings and Travel Alerts
Students considering study abroad opportunities are advised to consult the U.S. State Department’s
information pages and travel alerts and warnings for the relevant country. Information pages for specific
countries may be accessed at: https://travel.state.gov/content/passports/en/country.html. Travel alerts
and warnings may be accessed at https://travel.state.gov/content/passports/en/alertswarnings.html.
Please be aware that these State Department pages are updated on an ongoing basis. The International
Programs office will contact students with updated travel warnings as applicable. We recommend that
students sign up for travel alerts and warnings. If a student wishes to withdraw after a travel alert, they
shall contact the International Office immediately. In that case the UC Davis School of Law refund will
apply.

The following specifies the student performance and grading methods for each exchange
program:

GUÍA DE ALUMNO
MANUAL DE ALUMNO
2017-2018

International Relations Coordinator: Mónica González Rodriguez
Email: mgrodriguez@comillas.edu
OFFICE: ED-239

Faculty of Law
Academic year 2016-2017

EXCHANGE STUDENTS GUIDE
Encontrarás una guía sobre Moodle aquí.
Una vez hecha la solicitud online, todas las comunicaciones o información se
mandará al email de la universidad. Puedes consultar tu email de la universidad
en la sección “Mi correo” o redirigirlo a tu correo personal. Ten en cuenta que
recibirás información importante en esa dirección por lo que deberías entrar
frecuentemente en el mismo o redirigirlo a tu email personal.
Podrás mirar aquí como redirigir tu correo corporativo al correo personal aquí:
Link

You will find a guide to Moodle here
Once made you online application, all the communications will be made at you
corporate email address. You can consult your corporate email address in the
section “Mi correo” or forward it to your personal email address. Be aware that you
will receive a lot of important information through your corporate email address, so
make sure to consult it frequently or redirect it to your personal address.
How to address your corporate email address to your personal address.
Link

12.Exámenes. Exámenes de recuperación / Exams. Re-sit exams policy
Periodo de exámenes:
 Primer semestre : 11-22 Diciembre 2017
 Segundo semestre: 3-25 Mayo 2018
 Convocatoria extraordinaria (pedir aprobación a la coodinadora de ICADE
antes del 8 de junio para poder asistir): 13-29 June 2018.

Exams period
 Fall semester exams: 11-22 December 2017
 Spring semester exams: 3-25 May 2018
 Re-sit exams (only under approval and communication to the Coordinator at
Comillas by email before the 8 June): 13-29 June 2018.

Las fechas de los exámenes estarán disponibles un mes antes de que se celebren.
No se adelantarán exámenes si el alumno decide comprar un vuelo antes de que
termine el periodo oficial de exámenes.
Asegúrate de ir al examen en el grupo correcto.

Your exam schedule (exact dates for every course) will be available approximately one
month before the start of the exams period, so please don’t take any risks by booking
your flight back before the semester’s end (22 December or 25 May).
NO SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS WILL BE MADE IF YOU DECIDE TO LEAVE COMILLAS
BEFORE YOUR LAST EXAM IN DECEMBER/MAY, AND YOU MISS YOUR EXAMS.
Please make sure that you will attend exam in the right group, otherwise the
Professor will not be able to evaluate you.
Students must take exams on the dates scheduled. If two or more of your exams clash,
you must inform you Professor and he/she will provide an alternative date, always
during the exams period.
If you are not happy with a grade, you have the chance to attend a meeting with the
Professor in order to review you grade. Check the board or send an email to the
Professor or the corresponding student’s representative to know the date for the
review meetings.

Si el alumno tiene varios exámenes en la misma fecha, puede solicitar un ajuste.
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Convocatoria extraordinaria:
Debes informar a la coordinadora de Comillas que vas a acudir a la convocatoria
extraordinaria antes del 8 de junio por email.

Re-sit exams: students who did not sit or failed an exam, can re-take it in second
sittings in June 2017 (NOT COMPULSARY). All the students are allowed to re-sit the
exams, provided they are still in U. P. Comillas in June by the day of the exam.
Students must sign up for re-takes following to these steps:
- Ask your home university for permission to sit the re-take exam at ICADE.
- Send an email to the Coordinator in ICADE with the following information: The
student’s name, home university, subject and Professors´ name. Deadline for
receiving this email: June 8, 2018.
Should any University wishes to prevent its students from taking the exams in the
second call, this must be communicated specifically.
If you wish to receive more information about the procedure or dates, please contact
the Student representative of every course in which you are enrolled. A list of Students
representatives will be provided to you by email at the beginning of the semester.

Notas
Las notas se publicarán en la intranet en cualquier momento, antes de la fecha de
cierre de actas:
 Fall semester: 26 enero 2018
 Second semester: 4 Junio 2018.
 Convocatoria extraordinaria: 9 Julio 2018.
Si el alumno quiere revisar un examen, debe hacerlo en la fecha establecido al
efecto. Debe estar atento a las fechas, consultando la cartelera, al profesor o al
delegado de clase.

Grades
The grades will be uploaded on your intranet after submitted by the Professors. Check
it frequently. The deadline for submitting the grades to our Register by Professors and
uploading them on the intranet is:
 Fall semester: 26 January 2018
 Second semester exams: 4 June 2018.
 Re-sit exams: 9 July 2018.
The grades will be posted on the board, with a note of the date of the meeting with
the Professor in order to discuss the grade, ask questions, solve doubts, etc. If you do
not agree with the grade it is imperative to attend to this meeting. It will be uploaded
to your intranet too.

Grading system
Sistema de notas
The grading system in the Spanish Universities consists of a grade between 0 and 10,
El Sistema de notas en las Universidades españolas consiste en una puntuación del normally registered in six different classifications according to:
0 al 10, normalmente repartidas en seis rangos:
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•
•
•
•
•

Matrícula de Honor. La máxima nota, solo se concede a alumnus
extraordinarios.
Sobresaliente 9. Esta nota se otorga a Buenos alumnos que han respondido
satisfactoriamente al contenido del curso.
Notable 7 to 8. Esta nota se otorga a alumnos que han respondido muy bien al
contenido del curso
Aprobado 5 to 6. Significa que se ha respondido de manera suficiente al
contenido del curso
Suspenso (Fail) 0 to 4. Esta nota determina que el alumno no ha superado los
requisitos mínimos exigidos durante el curso.
- N.P., no presentado. El alumno no ha asistido a clase y no se ha presentado
al examen.

•
•
•
•
•

Matrícula de Honor. The highest grade, it is only given to the exceptional students.
Sobresaliente 9. This grade is given to very good students, who have completely
responded to the requirements of the course.
Notable 7 to 8. This grade is given to good students who have responded with a
good achievement to the course requirements.
Aprobado 5 to 6. It is a pass grade. This grade shows that the student has
responded with enough level to the course requirements.
Suspenso (Fail) 0 to 4. This grade shows that the student hasn’t accomplished the
course requirements. The students may decide to re-sit the exam in June. See
procedure to re-sit.
- N.P., no presentado. The student has not taken part in classes, has not done
the exam or has not taken the evaluation test established by the professor;
therefore, he has not passed the course and didn’t get the credits assigned.

13.Información práctica durante tu estancia / Practical information during your stay
Uso de la sala de ordenadores

Use of computers:

La sala de ordenadores está situada en el ala oeste, planta -1, y está disponible
para todos los alumnos matriculados en la universidad. El usuario y la contraseña
son los mismos que los que usas para la aplicación online. Mientras no hayas
hecho la aplicación online, tendrás que ponerte en contacto con la oficina de
informática (justo en frente de la sala de ordenadores) para que te den una
contraseña temporal. Una vez que estés registrado, ya podrás usar tu usuario y
contraseñas personales. Para poder imprimir en la sala de ordenadores, cada
estudiante deberá llevar sus propios folios y seguir las instrucciones. Para poder
conectarte al wifi, sigue las instrucciones :http://www.stic.comillas.edu/es/guiasy-manuales/servicio-de-red-inalambrica-de-comillas

The computers room, located in west wing, floor -1, is available for all students
registered at the University. The username and password is the same you used when
applying online. Until you have not completed the application form, you will have to
ask IT (office in front of the computers room) for a temporary password. Once
registered, you must always use your personal username and password.
Printing at the computer lab requires students to bring their own paper and follow
the instructions of this guide.
In order to connect to the Wifi available all around the building, follow these
instructions, and if needed ask IT for help (floor -1, in front of the computers room):
http://www.stic.comillas.edu/es/guias-y-manuales/servicio-de-red-inalambrica-decomillas
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KØBENHAVNS UNIVERSITET
UNIVERSITY OF COPENHAGEN

THE DANISH GRADING SYSTEM

The 7-Point Grading Scale
as defined by the Ministry of Education

From 1 September 2007 academic work at institutions of higher education in Denmark is graded
according to the 7-Point Grading Scale. 2 is the required grade to pass a subject. We have indicated
the equivalent ECTS grade to the right.
12 For an excellent presentation that demonstrates a high level of command of all aspects of the
relevant material and containing no or only few minor weaknesses.

A

10 For a very good presentation that demonstrates a high level of command of most aspects of
the relevant material and containing only minor weaknesses.

B

7

For a good presentation that demonstrates a high level of command of the relevant material
but containing some weaknesses.

C

4

For a fair presentation that demonstrates some command of the relevant material but
containing some major weaknesses.

D

02 For a presentation meeting only the minimum requirements for acceptance

E

00 For a presentation not meeting the minimum requirements for acceptance.

Fx

-3

For a presentation that is unacceptable in all respects.

F

At the University of Copenhagen, an exam can also be evaluated by a pass/fail.

Københavns Universitet – University of Copenhagen

International Uddannelse og SU – International Education and
GrantsInternational Education & Grants

Noerregade 10, P.O. Box 1143 * 1168 København K * Tel +45 35 32 29 18 * http://www.studies.ku.dk

MODULE GRADES EXPLAINED
Please see below information pertaining to grading in the modular system. A User's guide to
UCD Academic Regulations is also available at:
http://www.ucd.ie/registry/academicsecretariat/asug/
You will notice that you have received final module grades which have been formally
approved by the University.
Aggregating Component Grades
Component grades as set out in the table below are normally aggregated to arrive at a final
module grade for each module you are registered to. This may involve the aggregation of the
various component grades or marks.

A+, A, A- Excellent

E+, E, E-

B+, B, B- Very Good F
C+, C, C- Good

Fail
Fail

G+, G, G- Fail

D+, D, D- Acceptable NG

No Grade

The overall module grade you receive is the final approved result awarded to you by the
University. Normally this will have been aggregated from component grades or marks as
described below. However, in some circumstances and for sound educational reasons, an
examiner will calculate your overall module grade using different criteria or a different markconversion scheme. If this is the case, it will not be calculated as specified below and you will
be notified of the criteria used by your School or Module Coordinator.
Where a component is marked rather than graded then the overall component mark is
retained in calculating the final grade.
Where a component is graded rather than marked the calculation point (as shown on the
component grade scale below) is used in calculating the final grade.
Calculations of final module grades also take into account the weighting attached to the
various components making up the module.

1

The following are the percentage ranges that correspond to UCD component grades where
the pass mark is 40%, unless you have been notified of an alternative approach by your
School or Module Coorindator.
UCD Component Grade Scale
Grade Lower Upper
A+

76.67

Calculation
Point
100.00 78.33

A

73.33

76.66

75.00

A-

70.00

73.32

71.67

B+

66.67

69.99

68.33

B

63.33

66.66

65.00

B-

60.00

63.32

61.67

C+

56.67

59.99

58.33

C

53.33

56.66

55.00

C-

50.00

53.32

51.67

D+

46.67

49.99

48.33

D

43.33

46.66

45.00

D-

40.00

43.32

41.67

E+

36.67

39.99

38.33

E

33.33

36.66

35.00

E-

30.00

33.32

31.67

F+

26.67

29.99

28.33

F
(FM)
F-

23.33

26.66

25.00

20.00

23.32

21.67

G+

16.67

19.99

18.33

G

13.33

16.66

15.00

G-

0.02

13.32

11.67

NG

-

0.01

0.00
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Module Grades and Grade Point Values
The final module grade has been determined and approved by the University. Each
grade has a value attached to it for the purposes of calculating a Grade Point Average
(GPA).
UCD Module Grade Scale
Module
Grades
A+

Grade
Point (GP)
Values
4.2

A

4.0

A-

3.8

B+

3.6

B

3.4

B-

3.2

C+

3.0

C

2.8

C-

2.6

D+

2.4

D

2.2

D-

2.0

E

1.6

F

1.0

G

0.4

NG

0.0
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Distinction/Pass/Fail Grade Scale
Where module outcomes cannot be assessed to the level of module grades, the results
may be returned as pass/fail, or distinction/pass/fail.
Grade

When awarded?

Credit

Grade Point

DS

Passed with distinction

Awarded

Neutral

P(PX)

Pass

Awarded

Neutral

F (FX)

Fail

None

1.0

NG

No grade

None

0

Passing Grades – As, Bs, Cs and Ds
A, B, C and D are passing grades that are awarded on satisfactory completion of the
module assessments. The credits available for the modules are converted to credits
earned.
Note: Passed modules cannot be repeated
E Grade (Grade Point Value 1.6)
An E grade is a marginal failing grade that may be eligible for compensation. In order for
compensation to be applied, a student must:
1) Have made a full attempt at the stage;
2) Have completed and obtained passing grades in modules accounting for 75% or
more of the total credit required to successfully complete the stage (usually 45
credits or 9 modules for undergraduate students);
3) Have a Compensation GPA for the attempt at the stage that is 2.00 or
greater.
From September 2013/2014, level 0, 1, 4 and 5 modules registered and taken in
2013/2014 and onwards will not be eligible for compensation. An E grade
received for any module registered and taken in 2012/2013 or earlier, that is
eligible to compensate, will still be eligible to compensate this year and onwards.
Further information on compensation is available at:
http://www.ucd.ie/registry/assessment/student_info/compensation.html
F, G, NG Grades
F, G and NG are failing grades. If you fail a module you will be required to repeat, resit
or substitute the module in order to obtain the necessary credit for the module. The
circumstances under which you can remediate a failed module are set out in the section
on remediation on the online users guide to the Academic regulations, that can be
accessed at:
www.ucd.ie/registry/academicsecretariat/asug/remediationoffailedmodules/
4

Repeat Grades
Where grades are followed by (R) this indicates that the module was assessed in repeat
mode. Where modules are repeated and passed, the grade point is capped at 2.0,
irrespective of the actual grade awarded, i.e. a B+ grade or a C grade can be awarded
for the repeat attempt, but the grade point value remains at 2.0.
Resit Grades
There are three module grades available for you if you have attempted a resit
assessment. These are as follows:
Grade
When Awarded?
Credit
Grade Point
P Pass

F Fail

NG
No relevant
attempt

Student achieves a
pass for the
module
Student fails to
achieve a pass for
the module

Awarded

2.0

None

1.0

Student shows no
relevant attempt at
the module

None

0

Exceptional Grades
There are a number of scenarios that require exceptional grades. Each has a specific
set of consequences, which are outlined in the following table:
Grade

When
awarded?

Credit

GPA

Subsequent
Attempt

AU
Audit

Student audits
module, no
assessment
completed
Student
withdraws from
module within
first 6 weeks
Student
withdraws from
module after
first 6 weeks
Student
withdraws after
week 6, Prog.
Exam Board
accepts
extenuating
circumstances

None

Neutral

Treated as first
attempt

None

Neutral

Treated as first
attempt

None

0

Treated as
repeat (capped
grade- point)

None

Neutral

Treated as first
attempt

W
Withdrawn

WL
Withdrawn late

WX
Withdrawn
extenuating
circumstances
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Grade

I
Temporary
incomplete

IX
Incomplete,
extenuating
circumstances

IP
Permanent
incomplete

When
awarded?

Credit

GPA

Subsequent
Attempt

Assessments
are passed
overall, some
compulsory
element not
completed or
passed. Given
time to
complete (less
than a
calendar year)
Documented
extenuating
circumstances
indicate that
student
unable to
complete part
of assessment
& where
satisfactory
completion is
needed to
attain passing
grade. Prog
Exam. Board
sets date for
submission ñ
not later than
end of next
semester.
Student was
awarded
temporary
incomplete (I)
and student
does not
complete work
within time
limit set.

Awarded if
outstanding
work is
completed
satisfactorily

Neutral

Not applicable

Awarded when
outstanding
work is
completed
satisfactorily

Neutral

Not applicable

None

Neutral

Treated as
repeat (capped
grade- point)
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UCD Award Classifications
The following information is taken from the UCD Academic Regulations, which can be viewed at:
http://www.ucd.ie/registry/academicsecretariat/regs.htm
UCD TAUGHT AWARDS: HONOURS CLASSIFICATION TABLE: The relevant Programme Examination Board
will classify the overall awards within all of the University’s programmes according to the following:
AWARD

NFQ
LEVEL*

AWARD
TYPE

HONOURS CLASSIFICATION
Greater than or equal to 3.68
From 2.48 to 3.67 inclusive
From 2.00 to 2.47

University (Level 7) Certificate

7

Minor Award

University Diploma

7

Minor Award

University (Level 8) Certificate

8

Minor Award

Honours Bachelor Degree

8

Major Award

Higher Diploma

8

Major Award

Professional Certificate

Professional Diploma

7 or 8 or 9

Special
Purpose
Award

7 or 8 or 9

Special
Purpose
Award

Certificate of Continuing Education

6 or 7

Special
Purpose
Award

Diploma of Continuing Education

6 or 7

Special
Purpose
Award

Certificate of Continuing
Professional Development

8 or 9

Supplemental
Award

Graduate Certificate

9

Minor Award

Graduate Diploma

9

Major Award

Masters Degree (taught)

9

Major Award

Greater than or equal to 3.68
From 3.08 to 3.67 inclusive
From 2.48 to 3.07 inclusive
From 2.00 to 2.47 inclusive

Distinction
Merit
Pass

st

1 Class Honours
nd
2 Class Honours, Grade 1
nd
2 Class Honours, Grade 2
Pass

Greater than or equal to 3.68
From 2.48 to 3.67 inclusive
From 2.00 to 2.47

Greater than or equal to 3.68
From 3.08 to 3.67 inclusive
From 2.48 to 3.07 inclusive
From 2.00 to 2.47 inclusive

Distinction
Merit
Pass

st

1 Class Honours
nd
2 Class Honours, Grade 1
nd
2 Class Honours, Grade 2
Pass

* Quality and Qualifications Ireland (QQI) classifies all UCD awards on the National Framework of Qualifications
(NFQ) ranging from level 6 to level 10.
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Definitions
(a) Academic award” means award of a Degree/Diploma/Certificate or equivalent by the university after successful
completion of a programme of study under the university.
(b) “Academic Council” means the Academic Council of the University.
(c) “Academic Year” means a period of twelve months starting in August/September of each year.
(d) “Assessment” means formative or summative assessment and includes tests, course work, project work,
examinations and other methods employed to enhance or assess student learning.
(e) “Assessment Panels” mean panels established by the respective School Boards of the University for assigning
grades to students for courses undertaken by them.
(f) “Bachelor's Degree” and “Master's Degree” Programmes mean programmes leading to the award of a Bachelor's
Degree qualification such as, B.A., B.B.A., or B.A., LL.B. and a Master's Degree qualification such as M.A.,
LL.M. and M.B.A. respectively.
(g) “Class Hour” means a time period of one hour duration in a class for the Jindal Global Law School (JGLS) and the
Jindal School of International Affairs (JSIA), and one and a half hour for the Jindal Global Business School
(JGBS).
(h) “Classes” mean lectures, tutorials, seminars and other instructional activities in which attendance of students is
required under a programme of study.
(i) “Code of Student Conduct” means the Code of Conduct for students laid down by the Student Disciplinary
Committee and approved by the University.
(j) “Contact Hour” means five class hours of teaching a week per course.
(k) “Convocation Dates” mean the dates set by the Academic Council each year for the convocation of students who
have completed the requirements for academic awards.
(l) “Course” means the basic unit of instruction within an academic programme for which grades may be assigned.
(m) “Course Catalogue” means the official record of University courses, including courses that may not be offered in a
particular semester or academic year.
(n) Course Examiner” means an academic staff member responsible for coordinating the assessment and grading of
the course. Course Examiners in a school shall be appointed by the Academic Council on the recommendation of
the Dean concerned.
(o) “Credit Unit” for JGLS programmes means a specific number of class hours prescribed for a course. One credit
unit requires three contact hours or 15 class hours. A two-credit unit course requires six contact hours or 30 class
hours and a four-credit unit course requires twelve contact hours or 60 class hours. For JSIA, all courses in the
M.A. (DLB) programme will be of three-credit units each. A three-credit unit course at JSIA requires 3 class hours
of teaching per week. For JGBS one credit unit course requires 15 class hours.
55

(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)

(t)

(u)

(v)
(w)

(x)

(y)
(z)

For JGLS programmes, one credit unit requires six contact hours or 20 class hours. A two-credit course requires
twelve contact hours or 40 class hours.
“Cumulative Grade Point Average” (CGPA) means the total grade value achieved by a student in all courses
divided by the number of courses taken.
“Dean, Vice-Dean and Assistant Deans” means the Dean, Vice-Dean and Assistant Deans appointed in each
School in the University.
“Equivalent Course” means a course which has sufficient overlap in content with another course offered by a
School. Students may be given approval to take such courses to meet a programme requirement to recover a
failure or to improve grade in a course.
“Examination Board” means a committee established in each School for classifying students' academic awards,
recommending to the Academic Council the conferment of awards, and terminating the studies of students on
academic grounds.
“Exclusive Course” means a course which has sufficient overlap in content with another course completed by a
student in the University in which case the student shall earn credit for only one of such courses. Students may be
restricted from taking a course when they have earned credit units for an exclusive course.
“Exemption” means granting permission to a student not to complete a programme requirement. Exemption from
a course means that no credit shall be earned for such a course.
“Formative Assessment” includes instructional assessment tools such as quizzes, class tests, and mock
examinations and take-home tasks to prepare students for summative assessment. Such assessments through
feedback and comments to students enhance student learning and inform the teacher the extent to which the
student is progressing towards achieving course intended learning outcomes.
“Grade Point Average” (GPA) means the value of grades achieved, divided by the number of courses taken in a
semester resulting in a Semester GPA or a Cumulative GPA including F grades but excluding courses graded S, IP,
or P.
“JAT” means the Jindal Aptitude Assessment Test conducted in India by Jindal Global Business School to assess
students for admission to the two-year MBA programme of the University.
“Learning Outcomes” means intended learning outcomes defined for each course and each programme.
(za) “LSAT-India” means the Law School Admission Test conducted in India by the Law School Admission
Council of USA to assess students for admission to the Five-Year B.A., LL.B. and Three-Year LL.B.
programmes of the University.
(zb) “Operational Grade” means grades I, IP, and S that are intended to assist in the management of student
records and do not count in the calculation of students' GPAs.
(aa) “Plagiarism” includes copying of another's ideas, words or language without acknowledgment /
attribution of the source and representing them as one's own.
(ab) “Postgraduate” means a student enrolled for a Postgraduate Programme or Master's Degree. The 3year LL.B. programme, though a bachelor's degree programme, is a postgraduate programme for the
purposes of these regulations. These regulations do not cover students enrolled for an M. Phil., Ph.
D., or Professional Doctorate
(ac) “Prerequisite” means a requirement that must be fulfilled before a student is allowed to take a
particular course.
(ad) “Programme” means a structured academic programme, comprising a number of courses leading to
an award of the University.
(ae) “Registrar” means the Registrar of the University.
(af) “Registration” means enrolment of a student into a programme of study of the University and
inclusion of the student in the list of courses within that programme.
(ag) “Regulatory Body” means regulatory body as defined under the Haryana Private Universities Act,
2006.
(ah) “Required Course” means a compulsory course that must be passed to complete a programme of
study.
(ai) “Semester” means a period of not less than 15 weeks in an academic year for programmes offered by
JGBS, JGLS and JSIA
(aj) “Semester GPA” (SGPA) means the GPA calculated for the courses taken in a semester, including F
grades, but excluding courses graded S, IP, or P. “Trimester GPA (TGPA) means the GPA calculated
for the courses taken in a trimester, including F grades, butexcluding S, IP, or P.
(ak) “Substitute Course” means an alternate course taken by a student to complete the normal course
requirements ofa programme. An alternate course which a student may be allowed to take must be
approved by the Dean of the concerned School.
56

(al) “Summative Assessment” includes written assignments, case studies, portfolios, presentations, moot
courts, debates, class tests, and written and oral examinations for which a grade is assigned.
(am) “Taught Programme” means a programme of study comprising mainly of taught courses.
(an) “Transcript” means the official academic record of a student's achievement in a programme,
including grades achieved in various courses within that programme and the student's other
successful co-curricular and extracurricular achievements.
(ao) “Undergraduate Award” means an academic award of the University granted on successful
completion of a programme approved by the Academic Council.
(ap) “Postgraduate Award” means an academic award of the University granted on successful completion
of a postgraduate programme approved by the Academic Council.
(aq) “University” means O.P. Jindal Global University.
(ar) “University Requirements” means requirements set by the Academic Council for the students which
must be completed before students can graduate.
(as) “Visiting Student” means an incoming student from another university, or an outgoing student to
another university, with a formal letter of permission to undertake selected courses in the host
university for a duration not exceeding one semester or trimester.
(at) “Exchange Student” means an incoming student from another university, or an outgoing student to
another university, under an exchange programme or a Memorandum of Understanding between the
two universities to allow a student to undertake selected courses in the host university.
2.

General Admission Requirements
2.1 The minimum entry qualification for admission to a bachelor's degree programme is a pass in 10+2 or 11+ 1
courses, as the case may be, or an equivalent course with at least 45% aggregate marks or as prescribed by the
Academic Council from time to time in accordance with the requirement of the concerned regulatory body.
2.2 The minimum entry qualification for admission to a postgraduate programme, including the LL.B .and LL.M and
the MBA is a pass in a bachelor's degree or an equivalent qualification with at least 45% (LL.B and LL.M) and
50% (MBA) aggregate marks or as prescribed by the Academic Council from time to time in accordance with the
requirement of the concerned regulatory body. The minimum entry qualification requirement for admission to the
M.A. (DLB) programme is a pass in a bachelor's degree.
2.3 In addition to the requirements noted in 2.1 and 2.2, above, the University may also set up other entry requirements
for admission to a programme of study. The minimum requirement for admission in JGLS is the Law School
Admission Test-India (LSAT –India) or other equivalent tests. The minimum requirement for admission in JGBS
is the Jindal Aptitude Test (JAT) or other equivalent tests: CAT, XAT, GMAT or MAT. The minimum requirement
for admission in JSIA is the JSIA Admission Test, which will be a timed essay exam administered via Email to
applicants.
2.4 The minimum age requirement for admission to an O. P. Jindal Global University Programme of study is 16 years
on or before 30 September in the year in which admission is sought. There is no upper age limit. However, if the
regulatory bodies prescribe any mandatory lower or upper age limit the same shall be applicable.

3.

Admission
3.1 Admission to any programme in the University is based on merit. The University's policy is to admit a diverse and
exceptional group of students from India and abroad who are dedicated to studying at a high intellectual level.
3.2 Admissions will be open to all persons regardless of race, colour, ethnic origin, religion, place of birth, domicile,
nationality, political or social affiliation and background, cast, creed, gender, sexual orientation or physical
disability. Before admitting an applicant with physical disability, the University will consider whether its facilities
are adequate.
3.3 To be eligible for admission to a University programme, the applicant must possess the minimum entry
qualifications and programme specific requirements as specified by the Academic Council and in the programme
documents.
3.4 Satisfying the admission requirements does not, in itself, entitle applicants for admission into a programme of
study.
3.5 The University may at its discretion, where circumstances warrant, refuse admission to an applicant to a
programme of study.
3.6 An applicant will be regarded as having been admitted to a programme of study after completing the registration
process and paying the prescribed tuition fee.

4.

Registration
4.1 On admission to the University, students are registered in a specific University programme of study.
4.2 To maintain their registration, students must conform to the University's Code of Student Conduct and its Statutes,
Ordinances, and other rules and regulations and must pay all fees and charges owed to the University by the due
date.
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5.

Academic Year and Semesters
The academic year is divided into two Semesters (Semesters A and Semesters B).

6.

Medium of Instruction and Assessment
The medium of instruction and assessment at the University is English, unless the Academic Council determines
otherwise for a specific course or programme.

7.

Programme Structure
7.1 An academic programme leading to the award of a bachelor or master's degree shall consist of a collection of
individual courses. Courses shall be offered under the credit unit system.
7.2 The minimum number of credit units required for completion of a master's degree programme over a period of 2
years in JGBS (MBA) will be 56. The minimum required for the integrated BBA/MBA programme will be 145.
7.2.1 The minimum number of credit units required for completion of a master's degree programme over a period
of 2 years in JSIA (M.A. DLB) will be 48.
7.2.2 The minimum number of credit units required for completion of a bachelors degree programme in law over
a period of 5 years in JGLS (BA LLB (Hons) or BBA LLB (Hons)) will be 208. The minimum number of
credit units required for completion of a bachelors degree programme in law over a period of 3 years for
LLB will be 120.
7.3 Credit units required for completion of other academic awards of the University will be prescribed when such
programmes are offered.

8.

Maximum and Minimum Credit-Unit Load
8.1 In each semester in JGLS, a student may register for not less than twenty (20) credit units and not more than twenty
eight (28) credit units.
8.2 In each semester in JGBS, a student may register for up to eighteen (18) credit units. The minimum credit-unit
requirement will be prescribed under the specific programme of study.
8.3 In each semester in JSIA, a student may register for up to twelve (12) credit units. The minimum credit-unit
requirement will be as prescribed under the specific programme of study.

9.

Attendance and Leave of Absence
9.1 Attendance - A student in JGLS shall follow and complete the requirements of the curriculum relating to
attendance as prescribed by the Bar Council of India and to the satisfaction of the Dean, JGLS. However for LLM
at least 90% attendance is required.
9.1.1 A student in JGBS shall be required to maintain an attendance level of 90% to complete the curriculum.
Lower attendance shall lead to downgrading of GPA based on the actual level of attendance of a student
subject to the recommendation of the Course Examiner and the approval of the Dean, JGBS.
9.1.2 A student in JSIA shall be required to maintain an attendance level of 75% as per UGC regulations to
complete the curriculum. Lower attendance shall lead to downgrading of GPA based on the actual level of
attendance of a student, subject to the recommendation of the Course Examiner and the approval of the
Dean, JSIA.
9.1.3 A student in JSGP shall be required to maintain an attendance level of 75% as per UGC regulations to
complete the curriculum. Lower attendance may lead to downgrading of GPA based on the actual level of
attendance of a student, subject to the recommendation of the Course Examiner and the approval of the
Dean, JSGP.
9.2 Absence - A student who cannot attend classes for three to seven days because of illness shall inform the Dean
concerned in writing at the earliest opportunity. Where longer absence is necessary or when absence from
examinations is in question, a student shall submit in writing an application for leave of absence to the Dean
concerned together with a certificate signed by a registered medical practitioner.
9.3 A student who, during a semester or trimester, desires leave of absence for more than two full consecutive days for
non-medical reasons shall apply to the Dean concerned in writing at the earliest opportunity, stating the reasons for
the intended leave of absence.
9.4 A student who is suspended shall not be permitted to attend classes during the period of suspension.
9.5 A student who has been absent, whether leave has been granted under these regulations or not, for a period of such
length as to make it impossible, in the opinion of the Dean concerned for the student to complete the semester's or
trimester's work satisfactorily, shall not resume attendance in the same semester or trimester except with the
permission of the concerned School Board. A student who is not permitted to resume attendance in the same
semester shall be regarded as having withdrawn from the studies with effect from the first day of absence but may
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be re-admitted at the commencement of the next semester or trimester unless in the opinion of the Dean concerned
it is inappropriate to do so. The student may be required, before being re-admitted, to submit a certificate signed by
a registered medical practitioner to the effect that the student's state of health will permit the student to resume and
to complete the studies.
9.6 A student who is unable for reasons of health to attend classes for a period of more than twelve continuous months
shall be regarded as having withdrawn from studies but may apply again for admission to the same or to another
course or programme of study provided that the student submits a certificate signed by a registered medical
practitioner to the effect that the student's state of health will permit the student to resume and to complete the
studies.
9.7 In case a student submits a certificate signed by a registered medical practitioner, the University may seek a second
opinion from another medical practitioner.
10. Assessment of Student Performance, Grading and CGPA
10.1 Assessment of student performance shall be related to programme and course learning outcomes. The criteria for
assessment of course learning outcomes shall be stated clearly in the University programme and course
documents.
10.2 Assessment shall be both formative and summative. The purpose of formative assessment is to provide feedback
to students on their work to enhance their learning and to help them achieve course intended learning outcomes.
The purpose of summative assessment is to allocate appropriate grades.
10.3 Students' performance in each course in a programme offered by JGLS shall be expressed in terms of the following
system:
Letter
Grade

Percentage
of marks

Grade
Value

Grade Definitions

O

80% and above

8

Outstanding: Exceptional knowledge of the subject matter,
thorough understanding of issues; ability to synthesize ideas,
rules and principles and extraordinary critical and analytical
ability

A+

75% – 79%

7.5

Excellent: Sound knowledge of the subject matter, thorough
understanding of issues; ability to synthesize ideas, rules and
principles and critical and analytical ability

A

70% – 74%

7

Very Good: Sound knowledge of the subject matter, excellent
organizational capacity, ability to synthesize ideas, rules and
principles, critically analyse existing materials and originality
in thinking and presentation

A-

65% – 69%

6

Good: Good understanding of the subject matter, ability to
identify issues and provide balanced solutions to problems and
good critical and analytical skills

B+

60% – 64%

5

Fair: Average understanding of the subject matter, limited
ability to identify issues and provide solutions to problems and
reasonable critical and analytical skillsAverage understanding
of the subject matter, limited ability to identify issues and
provide solutions to problems and reasonable critical and
analytical skills

B

55% – 59%

4

Acceptable: Adequate knowledge of the subject matter to go
to the next level of study and reasonable critical and analytical
skills.

\
B-

50% – 54%

3

Marginal: Limited knowledge of the subject matter and
irrelevant use of materials and, poor critical and analytical
skills

F

Below 50%

0

Fail: Poor comprehension of the subject matter; poor critical
and analytical skills and marginal use of the relevant materials.
Will require repeating the course
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10.3.1

Letter
Grade

Students' performance in each course in a programme offered by JGBS shall be expressed in terms of the
following system:

Sub Grades

A

B

C

D

Percentage of
Marks

Grade Point

A

>75%

4.000

A-

71.5% - 75%

3.667

B+

68% - 71.5%

3.333

B

64.5% - 68%

3.000

B-

61% - 64.5%

2.667

C+

57.5% - 61%

2.333

C

54% - 57.5%

2.000

C-

50.5% - 54%

1.6667

D+

47% - 50.5%

1.333

D

43.5% - 47%

1.000

D-

40% - 43.5%

0.6667

<40%

0.000

F
10.3.2

Grade Definitions

Excellent, Outstanding

Good

Fair

Marginal
Fail

Students’ performance in each course in a programme offered by JSIA & JSGP shall be expressed in
terms of the following system:

Letter Grade

Percentage of Marks

Grade Points

Grade Definition

O

75% and above

4

Outstanding

A+

70% - 74.99%

3.6

Excellent

A

65% - 69.99%

3.2

Very good

B+

60% - 64.99%

2.8

Good

B

55% - 59.99%

2.4

Adequate

B-

50% - 54.99%

2

Marginal

F

Below 50%

0

Fail

Operational Grades and Consequences
IP

In Progress

Assessment will be completed in the subsequent or another Semester.

I

Incomplete

Extenuating circumstances preventing the student from completing course work
assessment, or taking the examination; or where the Assessment Panel at its
discretion assigns this grade. If an “I” grade is assigned, the Assessment Panel will
suggest a schedule for the completion of work, or a supplementary examination

S

Dissertation

An “S” grade is assigned when a student's dissertation has been submitted for

Submitted

assessment

10.3.3

Assessment System
Core Courses: 50 % marks would be for internal assessment and 50 % for the external assessment
(written end term exam). The minimum passing marks in the final/written exam will be 30%. Overall,
passing mark (Internal + External) shall be 50 marks out of 100 marks.
Electives Courses: It is desirable to have 50:50; however internal marks can go up to 70% maximum
with 30% for end of semester examinations conducted by the Controller of Examinations. For Clinical
Courses (Compulsory and Elective) which have practical component, may have no written exam.
For Masters Programme: The evaluation of students will be broadly based on continuous evaluation
by the faculty of the course and it may include an end term examination.
In the case of Masters Programme, Internal assessment ratio can go up to 70% maximum out of 100.
Remaining part will be end term exam conducted by COE. The minimum passing marks in the End term
written exam will be 30%. Overall, passing mark (Internal + External) will be 50 marks out of 100.
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11. Illness and other Extenuating Circumstances Affecting Students' Performance
Where a student's performance has been affected by illness or any other extenuating circumstances to attend an
examination or during the course of an examination or to complete a required course work, the student must inform the
Course Examiner accordingly in writing, within five days of the scheduled date to complete the assessment of the course.
12. Re-evaluation of exam papers/Retotaling of marks
The university shall provide opportunity to students for reevaluation of exam papers and retotaling of marks of end term
exams where ever student feels that there is any error in totaling of marks or checking of his/her paper. The Controller of
Examinations after announcement of end term exam results will notify students giving minimum 5 days' (maximum7
days) notice to submit Application Form along with the requisite fee as per the university policy from time to time. The
COE on receipt of the application will process for retotaling of marks/ reevaluation of papers and inform the revised
marks to students. The COE with permission of V C, may extend/reduce the time limit for review/ reevaluation of
papers in special circumstances if any.
13. Review of Course Grades of Students
13.1 Where a student is of the view that an error has been made in the calculation of marks or the student's
performance was affected by illness or other extenuating circumstances, the student must inform the
COE/Course Examiner within 7 days of the announcement of the assessment results and may informally seek a
revision of marks or grade.
13.2 Where a Course Examiner decides that the student's course marks or grade needs revision, the Course Examiner
shall accordingly make a recommendation to the Chairman of the Assessment Panel for a decision.
13.3 Where the matter of the revision of a student's course marks or grades remains unresolved, the student may make
a formal request to the Dean concerned in writing within one month of the announcement of the student's results.
13.4 Such written requests should:
(a) Outline the informal actions taken to resolve the matter
(b) Describe the reasons for requesting a review and submit evidence to support the request.
13.5 On receipt of a formal request for the review of course grades, the Dean concerned shall determine whether there
was any breach of these regulations or the prescribed assessment arrangements. If so, the student's request shall
be considered further but no requests for review of academic judgment of the Course Examiner shall be
entertained.
13.6 A review of course grades following the procedure noted above, shall be conducted by a Review Committee
appointed by the Dean concerned. The Committee shall consist of an Assistant Dean and the two other faculty
members not related to the teaching of the course concerned. The Committee shall interview the student and the
course examiners concerned and if considered appropriate, seek an external opinion of the student's work. The
procedure and the decision of the Committee shall be properly recorded and a copy of the record shall be given
to the Registrar promptly.
13.7 If the Review Committee recommends a revision of the course grade, the Chairman of the Assessment Panel
shall make a decision accordingly. The decision of the Chairman of the Panel shall be final and shall be
communicated to the student within one month from the date of receipt of the request for review.
14. Students' Academic Progress, Academic Standing and Course of Action Academic Standing
14.1 Students' academic progress in their studies is indicated by the following levels of academic standing:
14.2 A decision on academic standing shall be made for all students at the end of each semester or trimester by the
relevant Assessment Panel and endorsed by the Dean concerned.
Standing
Good

Definitions
Standing Satisfactory progress.

Warning

Performance below minimum requirements. Students must seek the advice of their course tutors.

Probation

Performance unsatisfactory, academic average below minimum requirements for graduation.
Students to be assigned a faculty member as an advisor to provide guidance and advice. Such
students may not be permitted to proceed to take courses in the next semester without the approval
of the advisor.

Suspension

Performance extremely unsatisfactory. Students may be suspended for a period of not less than
one year. Upon return from suspension, a student shall be required to repeat the failed courses or
take other equivalent courses in lieu of failed courses.

Re-sit/Improvement Examinations
All re-sit examinations will be held along with the end term exams
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L aw School
14.3.1 Re-sit Examinations
14.3.1.1 Students fulfilling the minimum required attendance as prescribed by the Academic Regulations shall be allowed to
take the end-of-semester examinations.
14.3.1.2 A student is deemed to have failed a course when he/she gets less than 50% marks or overall in any examination.
Re-sit Examination – General: Students who score less than fifty (50) marks out of the total of hundred (100) marks at the
end of the semester (i.e., after adding the internal evaluation marks and the marks scored in the end-semester examination) in
any Compulsory course, shall be declared 'fail' in that paper. A 'fail' shall also be declared for students who have not appeared
in the end-semester examination due to reasons related to health etc. with or without the permission of the Dean, Academic
Affairs. Students will be given one and two opportunities (for Elective and Compulsory courses respectively) to clear such
courses (“Repeat Examinations”).
A student who scores fifty (50) marks or more cumulatively after having appeared in a Repeat Examination shall have an ®
appear at the top of the marks statement for that course. However, ® shall not be indicated in case of those candidates who
have been permitted by the University to not appear in the end-semester examination in order to participate in co-curricular
activities such as moot courts, conferences, seminars and exchange programs or on account of serious medical grounds.
All Repeat Examinations shall be marked out of one hundred (100) marks. Students must obtain atleast fifty (50) marks to
clear the paper in a Repeat Examination. Appearing in Repeat Examinations is compulsory and not subject to the discretion of
students. In order to appear in a Repeat Examination, the student must submit the appropriate form available with the
Examinations Office and pay the requisite fee prior to the examination. The fees for Repeat Examination will not be refunded
if a student does not appear at Repeat Examination after depositing the fee and submitting the form.
Re-sit Examinations for Compulsory Courses: The first Repeat Examination will be offered in the same semester of the
academic year following the year in which the course was failed. In the event students do not clear the first Repeat
Examination, a second Repeat Examination will be offered in the same semester of the academic year following the year in
which the first Repeat Examination was failed.
Re-sit Examination for Elective courses: Students will be given one opportunity to clear such Elective courses. The Repeat
Examination will be offered in the same semester of the academic year following the year in which the course was failed.
Failure to clear a Repeat Examination for an Elective course will result in no credits being awarded for the course. Any student
who fails to clear an Elective course even after the Repeat Examination shall be required to take that elective course again or
another elective course of equal credits if the original elective course is not offered again.
Promotion
Promotion will be withheld for any one or more of the following reasons:
1. Failure to clear a second Repeat Examination for a Compulsory course; or
2. Failing in five or more papers in an academic year
Improvement Examination
The students are permitted to appear in an examination to improve upon the score of the end-semester examination of
Compulsory papers only conducted in the previous year by paying an additional fee (an "Improvement Examination"). This
facility is not available for Elective courses. Improvement examination fee will not be refunded if a student does not appear at
improvement examination after depositing the fee and submitting the form. If opted for, the student must appear for the
Improvement Examination in the academic year immediately succeeding the year in which the Compulsory paper was taught
to the student. The score secured by the student in the improvement examination shall be considered in determining the final
grade of the student, irrespective of whether it is more or less than the previous grade received. The final grade secured shall
appear with an ('Im') notation in the grade sheet of the student to indicate that the grade was secured by the student after
having appeared in an Improvement Examination. Students may appear for only one Improvement Examination. A student
who scores less than fifty marks cumulatively in a course after having appeared in an Improvement Examination for that
course shall be considered 'fail' in that course and would be required to appear in the end-semester examination for that
course in the next academic year. A maximum of one Improvement Examination would be permitted per student per course.
Business School
14.3.2 Re-sit Examinations
14.3.2.1 The option of Re-sit examination shall be available to students upon failure to meet minimum academic
performance standards at the discretion of the Dean, JGBS.
14.3.2.2 Students may be required to pay a fee on per paper basis as approved by the University from time to time for any resit examination.
14.3.2.3 Courses completed through re-sit examinations would be identified clearly in the academic transcripts.
14.3.3 Improvement Examinations
14.3.3.1 Student shall not be permitted to take re-sit examinations in JGBS to improve their grades, except as noted in 19.1.
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14.3.4 Compensatory Examinations
14.3. 4.1 In case a student misses end-of-trimester examinations, on grounds approved by the Dean, he/she shall be given
permission to take a compensatory examination and may apply for the same to the Assistant Dean (Academic) in
writing within 7 days from the date of announcement end-of trimester results.
14.3.4.2 A compensatory examination will not entail payment of examination fee.
14.3.4.3 If the compensatory examination cannot be scheduled within the time frame for the announcement of end-oftrimester examinations results, the student shall be given a temporary 'I' grade for the course which shall be
converted to a letter grade upon completion of grading formalities of the compensatory examination as approved by
the Dean, JGBS.
School of International Affairs
14.3.5 Re-sit Examinations
14.3.5.1 Students fulfilling the minimum required attendance of 75% shall be allowed to take the end of the semester
examinations. Medical Leave shall be counted towards this attendance requirement.
14.3.5.2 A student is deemed to have failed a course when he/she gets less than 50% marks in total (internal + external) out of
100 marks in any examination.
14.3.5.3 Students who have failed a course shall be allowed to take re-sit examinations as per the university policy.
14.3.5.4 A student who does attain adequate score in the Re-sit, or does not receive a high enough grades on resubmitted
work, and whose overall point or percentage value is subsequently computed as less than a total of 50% shall
receive an “F” for the course.
Students who Re-sit or Re-Submit shall have an 'R' (to indicate re-submission/re-sit) on transcript for the course in
addition to whatever passing grade.
14.3.5.5 Maximum two attempts shall be allowed for Re-sit in a course.
14.3.5.6 There shall be no re-sits in in the fourth semester.
14.3.5.7 Grades shall be listed as an “F” for those who have less than a 50% grade until they re-sit for exam or resubmit
course work. For final degree student must pass in all courses of the programme.
School of Government and Public Policy
14.3.6 Re-sit Examinations:
14.3.6.1 Students fulfilling the minimum required attendance of 75% shall be allowed to take the end of the semester
examinations. Medical Leave shall be counted towards this attendance requirement.
14.3.6.2 A studentsis deemed to have a failed a course when he/she gets less than 50% marks in total (internal + external) out
of 100 marks in any examination.
14.3.6.3 Students who have failed a course shall be allowed to take re-sit examinations as per the university policy.
14.3.6.4 A student who does not score high enough on the Re-sit, or does not receive a high enough grades on resubmitted
work, and whose overall point or percentage value is subsequently computed as less than a total of 50% shall
receive an “F” for the course.
Students that Re-Sit or Re-Submit shall have an 'R' (to indicate re-submission/re-sit) on transcript for the course in
addition to whatever passing grade.
14.3.6.5 Maximum two attempts shall be allowed for Re-sit in a course.
14.3.6.6 There shall be no re-sits in in the fourth semester.
14.3.6.7 Grades shall be listed as an “F” for those who have less than a 50% grade until they re-sit for exam or resubmit
course work. For final degree student must pass in all courses of the programme.
Academic Honours
At the end of each semester or trimester, students' GPAs shall be calculated. Students with high GPAs shall be placed on the
Dean's List on the basis of rules determined by the Dean concerned and published in the University.
15. Conditions for the Award of University Degrees
15.1 A student shall be eligible for an academic award where the student has successfully completed an academic
programme of the University and has satisfied all the requirements for the award. The requirements for conferring
awards for different schools are set out below.
Law School
a) Five-Year Bachelor of Arts and Bachelor of Laws (B.A., LL.B.) Degree: In order to be awarded a B.A., LL.B.
(Hons) degree, students must be awarded no less than 208 credits in total, distributed as follows: (i) Two courses in
English, worth 8 credits in aggregate (ii) Atleast 12 compulsory courses in the arts and humanities subjects, worth 48
credits in aggregate; (iii) Atleast 20 compulsory courses in law, worth 80 credits in aggregate; (iv) Atleast 14 elective
courses (including 8 courses undertaken in pursuance of an honours degree), worth 56 credits in aggregate; (v) 4
Compulsory Clinical Courses, worth 16 credits in aggregate. (vi) Meeting other requirements including attendance
which the University or Bar Council of India may specify from time to time.
b) Bachelor of Business Administration and Bachelor of Laws (Hons.) B.B.A., LL.B. Degree: In order to be awarded
a B.B.A., LL.B. (Hons) degree, students must be awarded no less than 208 credits in total, distributed as follows: (i)
Two courses in English, worth 8 credits in aggregate (ii) Atleast 12 compulsory courses in the commerce and social
science subjects, worth 48 credits in aggregate; (iii) Atleast 20 compulsory courses in law, worth 80 credits in
aggregate; (iv) Atleast 14 elective courses (including 8 courses undertaken in pursuance of an honours degree), worth
56 credits in aggregate; (v) 4 Compulsory Clinical Courses, worth 16 credits in aggregate. (vi) Meeting other
requirements including attendance which the University or Bar Council of India may specify from time to time.
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c)

Three-Year Bachelor of Laws (LL.B.) Degree: (i) Minimum attendance of 75% in each of the courses in the
programme of study. (ii) Completion of the Course of Instruction for the study of law specified by the Bar Council of
India Rules. (iii) Completion of three or more subjects chosen by the student from the list under the Bar Council of
India Rules. (iv) Meeting other requirements which the University or Bar Council of India may specify from time to
time. (v) In order to be awarded an LL.B. degree, students must be awarded no less than 120 credits in total, distributed
as follows: l Atleast 20 compulsory courses in law, worth 80 credits in aggregate; l Atleast 6 elective courses, worth
24 credits in aggregate; l 4 Compulsory Clinical Courses, worth 16 credits in aggregate.

d)

Master of Laws (LL.M.) Degree: (i) Completion of the course of instruction for the LL.M. Programme as stipulated by
the University Grants Commission (UGC) or any other regulatory agency, as the case may be. (ii) Students may be
granted an undergraduate award only if they have achieved a CGPA of 3.5 or above. (iii) Students may be granted a
postgraduate award only if they have achieved a CGPA of 3.5 or above.

Business School
Master of Business Administration (MBA and Integrated BBA-MBA)
(i) Minimum attendance of 75% in each course of the programme, unless a student has been given special permission by the
Dean of Business or the Dean's nominee. (ii) Satisfactory completion of the programme requirements and credits for the
MBA degree. (iii) In order to graduate with the MBA degree, students must have no more than 1 F and 2 Ds, on their final
transcript. Students shall be required to repeat the required/core courses with F grades to obtain a pass in all such courses.
Failure to meet these requirements may lead to a repeat of the entire year as determined by the Board of Studies.
(iv) Satisfactory Completion of two months of business internship (v) Meeting such other requirements as the University or
other regulatory bodies may prescribe from time to time.
School of International Affairs
(i) Minimum attendance of 75% in each of the courses in the programme of study, unless a student has been given special
permission by the Dean of JSIA or the Dean's nominee. (ii) Satisfactory completion of 48 credit units as per the programme
requirements for the M.A. (DLB) degree. (iii) Completion of credit requirements, Foreign Language component and the
Guided Internship component, as per the programme requirements of the M.A. (DLB) degree. The latter two requirements
can be waived by the Dean of JSIA for students who demonstrate prior experience of foreign languages and of professional
work in international affairs. (iv) 12 of the 48 credits must be obtained through 4 mandatory courses taken in Year 1 of the
programme. The remaining can be obtained through electives courses offered at all four schools of JGU and/or an optional
masters dissertation equivalent to 12 credits.
School of Government and Public Policy
(i) Minimum attendance of 75% in each of the courses in the programme of study, unless a student has been given special
permission by the Dean of JSGP or the Dean's nominee. (ii) Satisfactory completion of 18 credit units as per the programme
requirements for the M.A.in Public Policy degree. (iii) Completion of the Master's thesis (3 credits) and the Guided
Internship component, as per the programme requirements of the M.A. in Public Policy degree. The latter two requirements
can be waived by the Dean of JSGP for students who demonstrate prior experience of professional work in the development
sector.
School of Liberal Arts & Humanities
1. Attendance policy: A student in JSLH shall be required to maintain an attendance level of 75% as per UGC regulations
to complete the curriculum. Lower attendance shall lead to downgrading of GPA based on the actual level of attendance
of a student, subject to the recommendation of the Course Examiner and the approval of the Dean, JSLH.
2. Re- sit policy : how many attempts allowed?: The option of Re-sit examination shall be available to students upon
failure to meet minimum academic performance standards at the discretion of the Dean, JSLH. Students may be
required to pay a fee on per paper basis as approved by the University from time to time for any re-sit examination.
Courses completed through re-sit examinations would be identified clearly in the academic transcripts. A studentsis
deemed to have a failed a course when he/she gets less than 50% marks in total (internal + external) out of 100 marks in
any examination
3. Promotion policy: Completion of 7 core courses in term one and 7 in term two.
4. Total credits required to complete the programme: The B.A. (Hons.) degree requires the completion of 24 three
credit courses. These 24 courses are broken down into 19 core courses and 5 courses in a concentration area of study.
Students intending study abroad must complete the SAT while maintaining a minimal GPA of 2.8.
5. Grading structure: Assessment of student performance shall be related to programme and course learning outcomes
disseminated by JSLH Faculty. Classification of awards
First Class Honours: 60% or more
Upper Second Class Honours 55% but less than 60 %
Lower Second Class Honours 50% but less than 55 %
Other rules applicable as per law school
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Other Schools
The conditions for award of degrees by other schools in the University shall be provided when other schools are established.
15.2 Students completing the requirements for an academic award will be conferred the award at Convocation on a
date which will be announced by the Registrar.
16.

Classification of Academic Awards
16.1 University awards shall be classified by the relevant School Examination Board, which shall make a
recommendation to the Academic Council for the conferment of those awards.
16.2 The School Examination Board's classification of awards may not necessarily be in strict conformity with a
student's CGPA. Extenuating circumstances or other reasons given by a student or the track record of the student
may in exceptional cases result in the Examination Board using its discretion.
16.3 The University shall grant academic awards with classifications as noted below:

Bachelor's Degrees in JGLS: l First Class Honours: 60% or more l Upper Second Class Honours 55% but less than 60 %
Lower Second Class Honours 50% but less than 55 %

l

Master's Degrees in JGLS: l First Class Honours: 60% or more l Upper Second Class Honours 55% but less than 60 %
Lower Second Class Honours 50% but less than 55 %

l

Master's Degrees in JGBS: l First Class Honours – DGPA of 3.52 or more l First Class: DGPA of 2.57 – 3.52 l Second
Class: DGPA of 1.62– 2.57
Master's Degrees in JSIA: lFirst Class Honours: 60% or more
Lower Second .Class Honours: 50% but less than 55%

l

Upper Second Class Honours: 55% but less than 60%

l

Master's Degrees in JSGP: l First Class Honours: 60% or more l Upper Second Class Honours: 55% but less than 60%
Lower Second Class Honours: 50% but less than 55%

l

17. Termination of Studies
17.1 Where the relevant School Examination Board is satisfied that a student cannot reasonably expect to complete
the programme successfully, the Board shall terminate the student's studies. On termination, the student will not
be entitled to claim any refund of the fees already paid, except any payments made by the student in the form of
refundable advances/deposits.
17.2 After termination of studies, students may not be allowed to continue their studies at the University unless
readmitted. Re-admission to any programme shall not be earlier than one academic year after the termination of
studies of the student.
18. Review of Examination Board Decisions
18.1 Where a student is of the view that there were data errors or extenuating circumstances affecting the student's
academic performance and the student was given an unfavorable academic standing by the Examination Board,
the student shall first attempt to resolve the matter informally by contacting the relevant faculty member.
18.2 Where the Assistant Dean (Academic) wishes to recommend an amendment to the student's academic standing or
award classification, this recommendation shall be forwarded to the Chairman of the Examination Board for
approval.
18.3 Where the student's concerns regarding the Examination Board's decision have not been resolved satisfactorily
by informal means, the student may in writing, make a formal request to the Dean concerned within one month of
thepublication of the Examination Board's decision seeking a review of the Examination Board's Decision.
18.4 The procedure for dealing with such requests shall be the same as set out in clause 13 of these regulations.
18.5 The decision of the Review Committee constituted under these procedures shall be final.
19. Plagiarism: Plagiarism is academic dishonesty and may result in a student failing a course, being suspended or expelled
from the University.
20. Visiting and Exchange Students: The University shall accept visiting and exchange students, both incoming and
outgoing, under Guidelines approved by the Academic Council. The University shall publish the Guidelines
appropriately and such Guidelines shall be subject to amendments from time to time.
21. Promotion Policy: A student who fails in 15 credits or more in an academic year shall be deemed to have failed the year
and must repeat the year with the next batch of the programme. In such cases, they shall pay only 25% of the annual fee
due.
22. Academic Regulations: Academic Regulations are subject to change from time to time.
23. Safe Custody of Evaluated Answer Books: Evaluated main answer books of end term examinations shall be kept in
safe custody by the University for a maximum period of 365 days from the date of Assessment Panel Meeting. (except
practical, moot court, internal evaluation papers, class works, research paper presentation, course work, take home,
essay, field study etc.). Thereafter evaluated answer books shall be disposed of by a Disposal Committee headed by the
COE.
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Newcastle University
Newcastle Law School
LL.M. ASSESSMENT CRITERIA
For assessed coursework, and for examinations, students are graded according to
the following criteria. When examining your work the examiners use the following
descriptions and criteria in awarding marks.
1. Marking Criteria for Essay-style tasks, exam questions, coursework, and
dissertations
Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

85-100%
High
Distinction

Demonstrates
deep,
comprehensive and
in-depth knowledge
of subject together
with additional
knowledge of
related fields. Clear
evidence of
substantial original
generation of
knowledge or
insights, for
example
engagement with
primary legal
materials (e.g.,
cases and
legislation) that
challenges the
traditional
understanding or
draws new insights
or generalisations.

Answer selected
from an extensive
range of material
and presented in a
clear and rational
structure and in a
manner of flawless
clarity and
persuasion. A
lively, engaging
document which is
thought provoking
and displays an
excellent quality of
writing. It is
thoroughly
referenced, always
with specificity and
accuracy. Excellent
overall.

75-80%
Distinction

Demonstrates
comprehensive and
in-depth knowledge
of the subject,
including relevant
specialised areas,
as well as of the
theoretical and
practical issues that
the subject poses.
The essay is able to
bring these

Answer is well
organised and
presented in a
thoughtful structure
with clarity and
persuasion. A
lively, engaging
document
displaying excellent
quality of writing
and accurate
referencing.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
Sophisticated,
original argument
which demonstrates
a rich
understanding of
the range of
positions taken in
the literature and is
backed by
supporting
arguments from a
wide range of
sources and a very
wide range of
relevant authority.
Work in this range
will, make
innovative use of
contextual material
and, if relevant,
draw upon
interdisciplinary or
comparative
sources (i.e.,
sources from
disciplines other
than law, or
covering other
jurisdictions).
Sophisticated,
original argument
which
demonstrates a rich
understanding of
the orthodox
positions in the area
and is backed by
supporting
arguments from a
wide range of
sources and with

Possible
shortcomings

Few obvious
shortcomings;
work approaches
publishable quality
in terms of its
insight and
organisation.
Work scoring in
this range is likely
to suggest that it
was only limited by
the word limit and
the time available
to complete the
work.

May be somewhat
weaker in its
appreciation of or
engagement with
contextual sources
or, if relevant,
sources from other
disciplines and
insights from other
jurisdictions.

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

together, to make a
few insightful,
original points that
go beyond the key
strands of the
literature.

65-68%
High Merit

Demonstrates
considerable
knowledge and
critical
understanding of
the subject and a
grasp of the details
of specialised
areas. A clear
understanding of
the majority of
theoretical and
practical issues that
the subject poses,
and the ability to
weave these into a
critical analysis of
the law.

Answer is well
organised, and
presented in a
thoughtful structure
with clarity and
persuasion. The
quality of writing is
very good.
References are
used appropriately
and are almost all
sufficient to permit
the reader to find
specific cited
material.

60-64%
Merit

Demonstrates a
high level of
knowledge and
critical
understanding of
the subject, with a
clear understanding
of some of the
theoretical and
practical issues that
the subject area
poses. Very good
evidence of
knowledge and
understanding of
the essential
elements of
specialised topics,
though not
necessarily of their
details.

The answer is well
organised, and
presented in a
logical structure.
The quality of
writing is very good.
An effort has been
made to reference
the work, but some
elements of the text
may not be
effectively
referenced.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
reference to a very
wide range of
relevant authority.
The candidate is
able to take on and
question
perspectives
expressed in the
literature, and hold
his or her own
against them.
Clear, logically
developed main
argument which is
original in some
areas and is backed
by supporting
secondary
arguments from a
wide range of
sources, including a
wide range of
relevant authority.
The essay
demonstrates that
the candidate has
read, understood,
and appreciated the
significance of the
key perspectives in
the literature, and is
able to add their
voice to the debate.
A clear, coherent
main argument,
which is backed by
supporting
secondary
arguments, drawing
on a range of
sources. The essay
cites and uses all
key primary
sources, and in
addition also
identifies and looks
at least some of the
most important
strands of the
secondary
literature. An essay
in this range is no
longer mainly
relying on the
textbook, but has
started forming

Possible
shortcomings

Not creative in
terms of the
sources that are
used or drawn
upon – thus, for
example, the
essay may not
discuss, or make
full use of, sources
or perspectives
that are less
obvious; whilst
some arguments
will be original,
others simply
reproduce
perspectives from
the literature

Arguments may
lack originality and
be derivative in
places; critical
analysis, while
present, does not
fully take account
of the entire range
of views present in
secondary
sources; answer
tends to rely on
analysis taken
from academic
sources, without
presenting any
independent
analysis of the
candidate’s own;
tendency to overinclude theoretical
perspectives
without proper

Mark

53-58%
Pass

50-52%
Marginal
Pass

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

Demonstrates a
good level of
knowledge and a
sound
understanding of
the main principles
and issues that are
relevant to the
subject area.

Answer has a clear
structure,
demonstrates an
understanding of
the question and
covers most of the
main points raised
by the question
adequately. The
quality of writing is
generally good. The
text is generally
effectively
referenced.

Demonstrates a
basic knowledge of
the main principles
of the area, but
knowledge of
specialised areas or
topics, or of the
details of the case
law or statutes, are
weaker.
Nevertheless, any
mistakes or
misinterpretations
of the law are
minor.

The answer’s
structure is
intelligible, but
basic; it may be
descriptive or
repetitive or
descend into
irrelevancies. It
discusses the main
issues, but may
leave some aspect
of the issue, or
some secondary
issues,
undiscussed.
Quality of writing is
comprehensible and
competent, even if it
is stylistically poor.
Parts of the text are
effectively
referenced.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
independent
judgments based on
wider reading.
A clear and
comprehensible
argument which
cites and uses most
of the relevant
primary material.
There is evidence
that the student has
read and
understood material
beyond lecture
notes and
handouts.

The argument is
supported with
some evidence and
authority, covering
most of the key
primary sources,
but shows limited
awareness of the
range of sources
and viewpoints
available in the
secondary
literature;
knowledge of the
literature may be
confined to
textbooks or a very
small number of
articles – for
example, it may not
show an awareness
or understanding of
the arguments on
the other side. The
answer may include
some irrelevant
arguments and
material.

Possible
shortcomings

selection or
discernment.
Whilst there should
be some evidence
of critical thinking
about the subject,
this may include
information about
a lot of theories or
frameworks
without fully
thinking through
whether they really
work in this
particular context;
parts of the work
may be descriptive
or do not go much
beyond what the
key sources or
authorities already
say; there may be
little independent
analysis, with
arguments mostly
taken from the
literature.
The argument
sometimes lacks
clarity, with limited
evidence of critical
thinking; there is
likely to be
insufficient
consideration of
important
secondary sources
or authorities; it is
likely to adopt or
cite arguments
made by others
without
questioning them;
some issues are
left unaddressed;
may make
mistakes in
relation to detailed
or specialised
issues.

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

40-48%
Marginal
Fail

Demonstrates an
elementary
knowledge of the
area overall, but
this is inadequate in
some significant
respects; it shows
insufficient
understanding of
the implications of
the law; there are
likely to be mistakes
or
misunderstandings
of important
aspects of the law.

0-38%
Poor fail

Demonstrates very
little, if any,
knowledge or
understanding of
the law and issues
relevant to the area.
This will typically be
evidenced by
general answers,
numerous mistakes
and
misinterpretations.

The answer has a
basic structure, but
is not well
organized and may
not follow a logical
progression. It is
likely to be
incomplete, or not
wholly related to the
question. Important
and relevant issues
are not identified or
are omitted. The
writing is generally
comprehensible –
sentences and
paragraphs make
sense as syntactic
units – but is likely
to be stylistically
weak. References
are erratic or often
incomplete.
The answer lacks a
coherent structure.
Significant chunks
are unrelated to the
question and / or
omit the main
relevant issues. The
quality of writing is
poor, and the essay
may be
incomprehensible in
parts. Little or no
effort to reference
the work.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
The argument is
supported with
some reference to
authorities and
sources, but is likely
to rely too much on
assertion and
unsupported
opinion. It may fail
to cite or discuss
important cases or
other primary
sources, and
include irrelevant or
incorrect material.

Possible
shortcomings

The argument is
supported with little
or no evidence and
shows almost no
awareness of
supporting
arguments, or of
relevant primary or
secondary sources.
Statements tend to
be vague, and
extremely general,
with virtually no
focus on the
specific area to
which the question
relates.

Fails to address
most or virtually all
relevant issues;
fails to consider
even the key
primary sources or
authorities;
misunderstands or
misapplies many
of the legal rules or
issues that are
relevant to the
problem. Such an
essay will typically
be extremely short
or, if long, include
significant
amounts of
irrelevant material

Inadequate critical
analysis or
discussion of other
points of view;
failure to address
several key issues;
may fail to
consider important
primary sources or
authorities; it may
misunderstand or
misapply
significant
elements of the
relevant law

2. Marking Criteria for Problem-style and practical tasks, exam questions and
coursework
Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

85-100%
High
Distinction

Demonstrates deep
and comprehensive
knowledge of
subject, including in
relation to the
details of
specialised areas of
law. Is able to deal
with all the nuances
and details of even
complex areas of
law, producing a
rounded and
compelling
assessment of the
positions of each
relevant party. Has
a well-developed
critical
understanding of the
relevance of
practice. Integrates
critical discussion of
policy goals and / or
competing policy
objectives where
relevant. Shows a
sound
understanding of the
strengths and
lacunae of the law,
and is able to
suggest practical
steps to deal with
these.

The output is
exceptionally well
organised, and
covers all issues
raised by the task.
The issues are
addressed in a
logical, thoughtful
structure with clarity
and persuasion.
The presentation is
flawless, and the
quality of writing,
presentation or
drafting is
outstanding. The
output is thoroughly
referenced.
Excellent overall.

75-80%
Distinction

Demonstrates
comprehensive
knowledge of the
subject which is indepth in most areas.
Deals very well with
specialised areas of
law, including
defences and

The output is well
organised, and
covers all issues
raised by the task.
The issues are
addressed in a
logical, thoughtful
structure with clarity
and persuasion.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
Well-crafted,
sophisticated
argument which
engages fully and
comprehensively
with all relevant
aspects of issues
raised by the
problem, including
complex and
specialised issues.
The candidate is
able to engage
with fine details of
judgments and
other primary
materials,
including
international and
comparative
material, and is
able to use these
to formulate
creative, original
and realistic legal
arguments and
analyses. The
candidate deals
skilfully and
comprehensively
with opposing
arguments,
showing a clear
awareness of the
weakness of his or
her own position.
Extensive use is
made of
perspectives set
out in the
secondary
literature to
construct
arguments.
Well-crafted,
sophisticated
argument which
demonstrates that
the candidate has
read and
understood a wide
range of primary
and secondary

Possible
shortcomings

Few obvious
shortcomings.
Work scoring in this
range approaches
the quality one
would expect from
an experienced and
reflective
practitioner, and is
likely to suggest
that it was only
limited by the word
limit and the time
available to
complete the work.

May be somewhat
weaker in its ability
to make full use of
related fields of
knowledge in the
accomplishment of
the task; the
argument goes
beyond the

Mark

65-69%
High Merit

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

exceptions,
identifying
complexities and
nuances in the rules
and demonstrating
an excellent
understanding of
how they work. Is
aware of the
relevance of the
policy dimension of
the issues raised by
the problem or task,
and is able to utilise
that understanding
in dealing the task.
Uses all of these to
produce a realistic
assessment of the
strengths and
weaknesses of the
relevant side’s case.
Shows a sound
understanding of the
strengths and
lacunae of the law.

The quality of
writing,
presentation or
drafting is excellent.
The work is
accurately
referenced.

Demonstrates
considerable
knowledge and
critical
understanding of the
subject and a very
good grasp of detail
in some areas. Is
able to deal
thoroughly and
effectively with
complex issues and
with specialised
areas or topics,
including the details
of defences and
exceptions, and can
identify the main
practical issues
posed by the law.
Where needed, the
candidate draws on
domestic,
international,

The output is well
organised, and
covers most issues
raised by the task.
The issues are
addressed in a
logical, thoughtful
structure with clarity
and persuasion.
The quality of
writing,
presentation or
drafting is very
good. References
are used
appropriately and
are almost all
sufficient to permit
the reader to find
specific cited
material.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
sources, and is
able to deploy
insights from those
sources to deal
fully and effectively
with all issues,
including complex
and specialised
issues. The work
makes extensive
use of precedents
and secondary
sources (including
comparative
materials if
relevant) to
illustrate
application of the
law, which is
woven well into the
core argument.
The work
demonstrates that
the candidate has
a grasp over a
wide range of
sources, and is
able to select and
use the most
appropriate ones
in the context of a
given task.
Identifies and
deals with all
primary and most
secondary or
minor issues
raised by the
situation, and in
doing so identifies
areas of strength
and weakness in
the client’s case.
The output
presents a clear,
logical argument
which cites all
important legal
rules and
authorities. The
work identifies all
key opposing
arguments and
constructs a
rebuttal that deals
effectively with

Possible
shortcomings

precedents, but
may not go much
beyond what is
suggested by the
secondary
literature; the work
does not deal with
finer details of the
authorities on which
it relies.

Implications of all
issues may not be
fully considered;
treatment of
complex or
specialised issues
may have some
gaps; arguments
may not make full
use of comparative
sources or
perspectives (if
relevant);
assessment of the
strengths and
weaknesses of the
competing
arguments may be
incomplete;
arguments may
have a tendency to
be derivative or of
limited creativity,
although they will

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

comparative and
practice-based
sources.

60-64%
Merit

Demonstrates a
high level of
knowledge and
understanding of the
subject with some
understanding of the
practical issues
which the
application of the
law poses. The
candidate
understands the
essential elements
of specialised
topics, including in
relation to defences
and exceptions,
though not
necessarily of all
their details. Is able
to draw on
comparative
jurisprudence from
other jurisdictions, if
relevant to the task.

The output is well
organised, and
covers the majority
of the issues raised
by the task. The
issues are
addressed in a
logical sequence,
with very few
digressions or
abrupt jumps,
although more
advanced aspects
of the discussion –
such as the
assessment of the
strengths and
weaknesses of the
competing
arguments – may
appear disjointed.
The quality of the
writing,
presentation or
drafting is very
good. An effort has
been made to
reference the work,
but some elements
of the text may not
be effectively
referenced.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
them. It uses
precedents
competently to
illustrate
application of
rules. The work
engages with key
strands in the
secondary
literature and
comparative
materials (if
appropriate).
Identifies all
primary and most
secondary or
minor issues
raised by the
situation, and
identifies, explains
and applies the
relevant legal rules
in relation to each.
The candidate has
correctly identified
the important
issues, and does
not spend time on
irrelevant issues.
A coherent
argument is
constructed,
drawing upon all
key primary
authorities as well
as some of the
relevant secondary
literature.
Opposing
arguments are
identified, and
partially rebutted,
although the
rebuttal may not
be effective.
Precedents are
used not just to
identify the law,
but also to support
arguments by
illustrating how the
rules are applied;
some reference to
and comparative
materials (if
appropriate);

Possible
shortcomings

begin to go beyond
what is obviously
indicated by the
precedents.

Coverage of more
specialised or
complex issues
may be less
convincing; may
miss depth of
interaction between
different issues and
(if relevant)
between
substantive and
procedural or crossborder issues;
engagement with
secondary literature
is limited; rebuttals
of opposing
arguments may be
superficial and fail
to address
important aspects
of those arguments;
may not
adequately assess
the strengths and
weaknesses of the
arguments
advanced, or may
make unrealistic
assumptions in
doing so;
arguments are
derivative and do
not go much
beyond the
precedents; critical
analysis, while
present, is not fully
developed

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

53-59%
Pass

Demonstrates
knowledge and
understanding of the
key rules, principles
and issues that are
relevant to the
problem or task.
Knowledge of
specialised areas or
topics, or of the
details of the case
law or statutes, may,
however, be
weaker. The most
important defences
and exceptions are
identified, although
their constitutive
elements may not
be dealt with
effectively.

The output for the
most part has a
clear structure,
which flows
logically from issue
to issue, but may
contain some
abrupt jumps or
digressions. It
demonstrates an
understanding of
the task, and of the
issues that it raises.
The quality of
writing,
presentation or
drafting is generally
comprehensible
and competent,
although it may
have a tendency to
meander and lack
sharpness. More of
the text is
effectively
referenced than
not.

50-52%
Marginal
Pass

Demonstrates a
basic knowledge of
the main principles
of the area, but
knowledge of
specialised areas or

The discussion is
not entirely related
to the task –and
there is likely to be
a tendency to divert
into issues that are

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
works with
different levels of
sources if required
by the task (e.g.
primary legislation
as well as statutory
instruments). The
candidate is
drawing on a
range of sources
beyond the
textbook.
Identifies most of
the key issues
raised by the
situation, as well
as the most
important
applicable rules.
The candidate will
have exercised
some discernment
in relation to which
issues are
important and
which are not, but
may have
nevertheless
included issues of
peripheral
importance. A
clear argument is
advanced, which is
backed by
references to the
most important
relevant legal and
other appropriate
authorities. The
answer shows an
awareness and
understanding of
the key opposing
arguments. The
answer suggests
some further
reading has been
done.

Identifies the basic
legal issues thrown
up by the situation
and some
applicable rules,
but is likely to miss

Possible
shortcomings

The discussion of
the law in this range
is likely to be
descriptive, with
limited critical
analysis and more
emphasis on
describing what the
law rather than
explaining its
application to a
given scenario.
Likewise,
precedents may be
used more to
identify the law
rather than to
identify its
application. The
rebuttal of opposing
arguments
generally lacks the
robustness required
for a higher grade.
The arguments may
not go much
beyond the key
authorities, and
some secondary or
minor issues may
be missed. There is
insufficient
engagement with
secondary literature
beyond lecture
materials and
prescribed
textbooks.
The candidate is
likely to show a lack
of discrimination in
identifying legal
issues for
discussion and

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
some of the details
(e.g. in relation to
defences or
exceptions).
Arguments are
advanced and
supported by some
reference to legal
and other
appropriate
authority, but may
miss some
important cases or
statutes or the like.
There candidate
provides limited
evidence that he or
she has covered
material beyond
lecture materials
and prescribed
textbooks.

Possible
shortcomings

topics, or of the
details of the case
law or statutes, are
weaker.
Nevertheless, any
mistakes or
misinterpretations of
the law are minor;

irrelevant, or of
peripheral
relevance to the
specific problem or
other task. The
answer may
discuss the main
issues, but leaves
some aspect of the
issue, or some
secondary issues,
undiscussed. The
quality of writing,
presentation or
drafting is
comprehensible
and competent.
Parts of the text are
effectively
referenced.

40-49%
Marginal
Fail

Demonstrates a
limited knowledge or
understanding of the
subject. The
answer may get a
few of the more
general rules right,
but there may also
be
misinterpretations
and mistakes on
other important
aspects of the law,
and insufficiently
detailed knowledge
and understanding
of the rules of law

The output lacks a
coherent structure
and significant parts
may be unrelated to
the given task. Key
relevant issues are
not fully identified or
omitted. The
quality of writing is
generally
comprehensible –
sentences and
paragraphs make
sense as syntactic
units – but is likely
to be stylistically
weak. References
tend to be erratic or
incomplete.

Makes a
rudimentary
attempt to apply
the law to the
situation, but this is
inadequate in
some important
respects.
Arguments are
insufficiently
supported with
reference to legal
or other
appropriate
authority. It
includes material
that is irrelevant or
incorrect

The output lacks
any coherent
structure and
demonstrates a
misunderstanding
of the task or of the
issues it raises.
The quality of
writing,
presentation or
drafting is likely to
be poor, and may
be

Little or no
evidence of ability
to apply legal rules
or other
appropriate
materials to
practical situations.
Most of the content
is irrelevant or
incorrect.
Statements tend to
be vague, and
extremely general,

Several significant
errors as to the law;
insufficient
reference to key
sources or
authorities; some
misunderstanding
or misapplication of
the law and / or the
application of
irrelevant rules of
law. There is
inadequate citation
and discussion of
important cases or
other primary
sources, and
inclusion of
irrelevant or
incorrect material.
Few if any coherent
arguments or
statements of the
law. Makes little or
no attempt to apply
the law to the
situation at hand.
Little or no
awareness of the
key primary or
secondary sources,
or of applicable law.

0-39%
Poor fail

Demonstrates very
little, if any,
knowledge or
understanding of the
law and issues
relevant to the task.
This will typically be
evidenced by
general answers,
numerous mistakes
and
misinterpretations.

analysis. He or she
may fail to
recognize and
attempt to rebut
opposing
arguments. The
argument may lack
clarity, or fail to
consider important
cases or statutory
provisions and may
leave issues
unaddressed; The
candidate will tend
to describe the law
without applying it
to a given scenario.

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

incomprehensible
or incoherent in
parts. Little or no
effort to reference
the work.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
with virtually no
focus on the
specific area to
which the question
relates.

Possible
shortcomings

Newcastle University
Newcastle Law School

LL.B Marking Criteria
1. Marking Criteria for Essay-style tasks, exam questions, coursework, and
dissertations
Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

85100%
High
First

Demonstrates deep,
comprehensive and
in-depth knowledge
of subject together
with additional
knowledge of
related fields. Clear
evidence of
substantial original
generation of
knowledge or
insights, for
example
engagement with
primary legal
materials (e.g.,
cases and
legislation) that
challenges the
traditional
understanding or
draws new insights
or generalisations.

Answer selected
from an extensive
range of material
and presented in a
clear and rational
structure and in a
manner of flawless
clarity and
persuasion. A lively,
engaging document
which is thought
provoking and
displays an excellent
quality of writing. It
is thoroughly
referenced, always
with specificity and
accuracy. Excellent
overall.

75-80%
First

Demonstrates
comprehensive and
in-depth knowledge
of the subject,
including relevant
specialised areas,
as well as of the
theoretical and
practical issues that
the subject poses.
The essay is able to
bring these
together, to make a
few insightful,
original points that
go beyond the key
strands of the
literature.

Answer is well
organised and
presented in a
thoughtful structure
with clarity and
persuasion. A lively,
engaging document
displaying excellent
quality of writing and
accurate
referencing.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
Sophisticated,
original argument
which demonstrates
a rich understanding
of the range of
positions taken in
the literature and is
backed by
supporting
arguments from a
wide range of
sources and a very
wide range of
relevant authority.
Work in this range
will, make innovative
use of contextual
material and, if
relevant, draw upon
interdisciplinary or
comparative sources
(i.e., sources from
disciplines other
than law, or covering
other jurisdictions).
Sophisticated,
original argument
which demonstrates
a rich understanding
of the orthodox
positions in the area
and is backed by
supporting
arguments from a
wide range of
sources and with
reference to a very
wide range of
relevant authority.
The candidate is
able to take on and
question
perspectives
expressed in the
literature, and hold
his or her own

Possible
shortcomings

Few obvious
shortcomings; work
approaches
publishable quality
in terms of its
insight and
organisation. Work
scoring in this
range is likely to
suggest that it was
only limited by the
word limit and the
time available to
complete the work.

May be somewhat
weaker in its
appreciation of or
engagement with
contextual sources
or, if relevant,
sources from other
disciplines and
insights from other
jurisdictions.

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

65-68%
High 2:1

Demonstrates
considerable
knowledge and
critical
understanding of
the subject and a
grasp of the details
of specialised
areas. A clear
understanding of
the majority of
theoretical and
practical issues that
the subject poses,
and the ability to
weave these into a
critical analysis of
the law.

Answer is well
organised, and
presented in a
thoughtful structure
with clarity and
persuasion. The
quality of writing is
very good.
References are
used appropriately
and are almost all
sufficient to permit
the reader to find
specific cited
material.

60-64%
2:1

Demonstrates a
high level of
knowledge and
critical
understanding of
the subject, with a
clear understanding
of some of the
theoretical and
practical issues that
the subject area
poses. Very good
evidence of
knowledge and
understanding of
the essential
elements of
specialised topics,
though not
necessarily of their
details.

The answer is well
organised, and
presented in a
logical structure.
The quality of writing
is very good. An
effort has been
made to reference
the work, but some
elements of the text
may not be
effectively
referenced.

50-58%
2:2

Demonstrates a
good level of
knowledge and a
sound
understanding of
the main principles
and issues that are
relevant to the
subject area.

Answer has a clear
structure,
demonstrates an
understanding of the
question and covers
most of the main
points raised by the
question. The
quality of writing is

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
against them.
Clear, logically
developed main
argument which is
original in some
areas and is backed
by supporting
secondary
arguments from a
wide range of
sources, including a
wide range of
relevant authority.
The essay
demonstrates that
the candidate has
read, understood,
and appreciated the
significance of the
key perspectives in
the literature, and is
able to add their
voice to the debate.
A clear, coherent
main argument,
which is backed by
supporting
secondary
arguments, drawing
on a range of
sources. The essay
cites and uses all
key primary sources,
and in addition also
identifies and looks
at least some of the
most important
strands of the
secondary literature.
An essay in this
range is no longer
mainly relying on the
textbook, but has
started forming
independent
judgments based on
wider reading.
A clear and
comprehensible
argument which
cites and uses most
of the relevant
primary material.
There is some sign
that the student has
read and understood

Possible
shortcomings

Not creative in
terms of the
sources that are
used or drawn
upon – thus, for
example, the essay
may not discuss, or
make full use of,
sources or
perspectives that
are less obvious;
whilst some
arguments will be
original, others
simply reproduce
perspectives from
the literature

Arguments may
lack originality and
be derivative in
places; critical
analysis, while
present, does not
fully take account
of the entire range
of views present in
secondary sources;
answer tends to
rely on analysis
taken from
academic sources,
without presenting
any independent
analysis of the
candidate’s own;
tendency to overinclude theoretical
perspectives
without proper
selection or
discernment.
Limited evidence of
critical thinking
about the subject;
may include
information about a
lot of theories or
frameworks without
fully thinking
through whether

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

Knowledge of
specialised areas or
topics, or of the
details of the case
law or statutes,
may, however, be
weaker.

good although it
may be descriptive
or repetitive. More of
the text is effectively
referenced than not.

40-48%
3

Demonstrates a
basic knowledge of
the main principles
of the area, but only
has a limited
understanding of
the significance and
implications of the
principles. There
are likely be gaps in
detailed knowledge
and understanding,
but any mistakes or
misinterpretations of
the law are minor

The answer’s
structure is
intelligible, but
basic- it may not
follow the topic or
may descend into
irrelevancies. It
discusses the main
issues, but leaves
some aspect of the
issue, or some
secondary issues,
undiscussed.
Quality of writing is
comprehensible and
competent, even if it
is stylistically poor.
Parts of the text are
effectively
referenced.

30-38%
Marginal
Fail

Demonstrates a
very elementary,
and generally
inadequate,
knowledge of the
area overall, with a
rather limited
understanding of
the implications of
the law. Such an
answer may get a
few of the more

The answer has the
beginnings of a
structure, but is
disorganised and
leaps from point to
point with no logical
progression.
Typically, the result
will be a discussion
that is incomplete, or
not wholly related to
the question.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
material beyond
lecture notes and
handouts, but this
may be confined to
textbooks or a very
small number of
articles.

The argument is
supported with some
evidence and
authority, covering
most of the key
primary sources, but
shows little
awareness of the
range of sources
and viewpoints
available in the
secondary literature
– for example, it may
not show an
awareness or
understanding of the
arguments on the
other side. The
argument and
knowledge displayed
may not go much
beyond what’s in the
lecture notes and
handouts. Such an
answer is likely to
include some
irrelevant arguments
and material.
The argument is
supported with some
reference to
authorities and
sources, but for the
most part tends to
consist of
unsupported opinion.
It will typically fail to
cite or discuss
important cases or
other primary

Possible
shortcomings

they really work in
this particular
context; parts of
the work are
descriptive or do
not go much
beyond what the
key sources or
authorities already
say; little
independent
analysis; the
arguments
presented are
mostly taken from
the literature.
Argument lacks
clarity; little or no
sign of critical
thinking; fails to
consider important
secondary sources
or authorities;
tends to
unquestioningly
adopt or cite
arguments made
by others; some
issues are left
unaddressed; may
make mistakes in
relation to detailed
or specialised
issues.

No discussion of
other points of
view; failure to
address several
key issues; may fail
to consider
important primary
sources or
authorities; partially
misunderstands or
misapplies the law

Mark

0-28%
Poor fail

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

general rules right,
but this will be
accompanied by
mistakes and
misinterpretations of
other important
aspects of the law.

Important and
relevant issues are
not identified or are
omitted. The writing
is generally
comprehensible –
sentences and
paragraphs make
sense as syntactic
units – but is likely to
be stylistically weak.
References are
erratic or often
incomplete.
The answer lacks a
coherent structure.
Significant chunks
are unrelated to the
question and / or
omit the main
relevant issues. The
quality of writing is
poor, and the essay
may be
incomprehensible in
parts. Little or no
effort to reference
the work.

Demonstrates very
little, if any,
knowledge or
understanding of
the law and issues
relevant to the area.
This will typically be
evidenced by
general answers,
numerous mistakes
and
misinterpretations.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
sources, and include
substantial amounts
of irrelevant or
incorrect material.

Possible
shortcomings

The argument is
supported with little
or no evidence and
shows almost no
awareness of
supporting
arguments, or of
relevant primary or
secondary sources.
Statements tend to
be vague, and
extremely general,
with virtually no
focus on the specific
area to which the
question relates.

Fails to address
most or virtually all
relevant issues;
fails to consider
even the key
primary sources or
authorities;
misunderstands or
misapplies many of
the legal rules or
issues that are
relevant to the
problem. Such an
essay will typically
be extremely short
or, if long, include
significant amounts
of irrelevant
material

2. Marking Criteria for Problem-style and practical tasks, exam questions and
coursework
Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

85100%
High
First

Demonstrates deep
and comprehensive
knowledge of
subject, including in
relation to the details
of specialised areas
of law. Is able to
deal with all the
nuances and details
of even complex
areas of law,
producing a rounded
and compelling
assessment of the
positions of each
relevant party. Has a
well-developed
critical understanding
of the relevance of
practice. Integrates
critical discussion of
policy goals and / or
competing policy
objectives where
relevant. Shows a
sound understanding
of the strengths and
lacunae of the law,
and is able to
suggest practical
steps to deal with
these.

The output is
exceptionally well
organised, and
covers all issues
raised by the task.
The issues are
addressed in a
logical, thoughtful
structure with clarity
and persuasion.
The presentation is
flawless, and the
quality of writing,
presentation or
drafting is
outstanding. The
output is thoroughly
referenced.
Excellent overall.

75-80%
First

Demonstrates
comprehensive
knowledge of the
subject which is indepth in most areas.
Deals very well with
specialised areas of
law, including
defences and
exceptions,
identifying
complexities and

The output is well
organised, and
covers all issues
raised by the task.
The issues are
addressed in a
logical, thoughtful
structure with clarity
and persuasion.
The quality of
writing, presentation
or drafting is

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
Well-crafted,
sophisticated
argument which
engages fully and
comprehensively
with all relevant
aspects of issues
raised by the
problem, including
complex and
specialised issues.
The candidate is
able to engage with
fine details of
judgments and
other primary
materials, including
international and
comparative
material, and is
able to use these to
formulate creative,
original and realistic
legal arguments
and analyses. The
candidate deals
skilfully and
comprehensively
with opposing
arguments,
showing a clear
awareness of the
weakness of his or
her own position.
Extensive use is
made of
perspectives set out
in the secondary
literature to
construct
arguments.
Well-crafted,
sophisticated
argument which
demonstrates that
the candidate has
read and
understood a wide
range of primary
and secondary
sources, and is able
to deploy insights
from those sources

Possible
shortcomings

Few obvious
shortcomings.
Work scoring in
this range
approaches the
quality one would
expect from an
experienced and
reflective
practitioner, and is
likely to suggest
that it was only
limited by the word
limit and the time
available to
complete the work.

May be somewhat
weaker in its ability
to make full use of
related fields of
knowledge in the
accomplishment of
the task; the
argument goes
beyond the
precedents, but
may not go much
beyond what is

Mark

65-68%
High 2:1

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

nuances in the rules
and demonstrating
an excellent
understanding of how
they work. Is aware
of the relevance of
the policy dimension
of the issues raised
by the problem or
task, and is able to
utilise that
understanding in
dealing the task.
Uses all of these to
produce a realistic
assessment of the
strengths and
weaknesses of the
relevant side’s case.
Shows a sound
understanding of the
strengths and
lacunae of the law.

excellent. The work
is accurately
referenced.

Demonstrates
considerable
knowledge and
critical understanding
of the subject and a
very good grasp of
detail in some areas.
Is able to deal
thoroughly and
effectively with
complex issues and
with specialised
areas or topics,
including the details
of defences and
exceptions, and can
identify the main
practical issues
posed by the law.
Where needed, the
candidate draws on
domestic,
international,
comparative and
practice-based
sources.

The output is well
organised, and
covers most issues
raised by the task.
The issues are
addressed in a
logical, thoughtful
structure with clarity
and persuasion.
The quality of
writing, presentation
or drafting is very
good. References
are used
appropriately and
are almost all
sufficient to permit
the reader to find
specific cited
material.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
to deal fully and
effectively with all
issues, including
complex and
specialised issues.
The work makes
extensive use of
precedents and
secondary sources
(including
comparative
materials if
relevant) to
illustrate application
of the law, which is
woven well into the
core argument. The
work demonstrates
that the candidate
has a grasp over a
wide range of
sources, and is able
to select and use
the most
appropriate ones in
the context of a
given task.
Identifies and deals
with all primary and
most secondary or
minor issues raised
by the situation,
and in doing so
identifies areas of
strength and
weakness in the
client’s case. The
output presents a
clear, logical
argument which
cites all important
legal rules and
authorities. The
work identifies all
key opposing
arguments and
constructs a
rebuttal that deals
effectively with
them. It uses
precedents
competently to
illustrate application
of rules. The work
engages with key
strands in the

Possible
shortcomings

suggested by the
secondary
literature; the work
does not deal with
finer details of the
authorities on
which it relies.

Implications of all
issues may not be
fully considered;
treatment of
complex or
specialised issues
may have some
gaps; arguments
may not make full
use of comparative
sources or
perspectives (if
relevant);
assessment of the
strengths and
weaknesses of the
competing
arguments may be
incomplete;
arguments may
have a tendency to
be derivative or of
limited creativity,
although they will
begin to go beyond
what is obviously
indicated by the
precedents.

Mark

60-64%
2:1

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

Demonstrates a high
level of knowledge
and understanding of
the subject with
some understanding
of the practical
issues which the
application of the law
poses. The
candidate
understands the
essential elements of
specialised topics,
including in relation
to defences and
exceptions, though
not necessarily of all
their details. Is able
to draw on
comparative
jurisprudence from
other jurisdictions, if
relevant to the task.

The output is well
organised, and
covers the majority
of the issues raised
by the task. The
issues are
addressed in a
logical sequence,
with very few
digressions or
abrupt jumps,
although more
advanced aspects of
the discussion –
such as the
assessment of the
strengths and
weaknesses of the
competing
arguments – may
appear disjointed.
The quality of the
writing, presentation
or drafting is very
good. An effort has
been made to
reference the work,
but some elements
of the text may not
be effectively
referenced.

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
secondary literature
and comparative
materials (if
appropriate).
Identifies all primary
and most
secondary or minor
issues raised by the
situation, and
identifies, explains
and applies the
relevant legal rules
in relation to each.
The candidate has
correctly identified
the important
issues, and does
not spend time on
irrelevant issues. A
coherent argument
is constructed,
drawing upon all
key primary
authorities as well
as some of the
relevant secondary
literature.
Opposing
arguments are
identified, and
partially rebutted,
although the
rebuttal may not be
effective.
Precedents are
used not just to
identify the law, but
also to support
arguments by
illustrating how the
rules are applied;
some reference to
and comparative
materials (if
appropriate); works
with different levels
of sources if
required by the task
(e.g. primary
legislation as well
as statutory
instruments). The
candidate is
drawing on a range
of sources beyond
the textbook.

Possible
shortcomings

Coverage of more
specialised or
complex issues
may be less
convincing; may
miss depth of
interaction
between different
issues and (if
relevant) between
substantive and
procedural or
cross-border
issues;
engagement with
secondary
literature is limited;
rebuttals of
opposing
arguments may be
superficial and fail
to address
important aspects
of those
arguments; may
not adequately
assess the
strengths and
weaknesses of the
arguments
advanced, or may
make unrealistic
assumptions in
doing so;
arguments are
derivative and do
not go much
beyond the
precedents; critical
analysis, while
present, is not fully
developed

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

50-58%
2:2

Demonstrates
knowledge and
understanding of the
key rules, principles
and issues that are
relevant to the
problem or task.
Knowledge of
specialised areas or
topics, or of the
details of the case
law or statutes, may,
however, be weaker.
The most important
defences and
exceptions are
identified, although
their constitutive
elements may not be
dealt with effectively.

The output for the
most part has a
clear structure,
which flows logically
from issue to issue,
but may contain
some abrupt jumps
or digressions. It
demonstrates an
understanding of the
task, and of the
issues that it raises.
The quality of
writing, presentation
or drafting is
comprehensible and
competent, although
it may have a
tendency to
meander and lack
sharpness. More of
the text is effectively
referenced than not.

40-48%
3

Demonstrates a
basic knowledge of
the main principles of
the area, but only
has a limited
understanding of the
details of the relevant
legal rules and / or of
how they are applied
in practice.
Engagement with
defences or
exceptions may be
weak. The
discussion of the law
is mostly correct, and
any mistakes or
misinterpretations of

The discussion is
not entirely related
to the task – there
will typically be a
tendency to get
diverted into issues
that are irrelevant, or
of peripheral
relevance to the
specific problem or
other task. The
answer may discuss
the main issues, but
leaves some aspect
of the issue, or some
secondary issues,
undiscussed. The
quality of writing,

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
Identifies most of
the key issues
raised by the
situation, as well as
the most important
applicable rules.
The candidate will
have exercised
some discernment
in relation to which
issues are
important and
which are not, but
may have
nevertheless
included issues of
peripheral
importance. A clear
argument is
advanced, which is
backed by
references to the
most important
relevant legal and
other appropriate
authorities. The
answer shows an
awareness and
understanding of
the key opposing
arguments. The
answer suggests
some further
reading has been
done, but this may
not have gone
much beyond the
textbook.
Identifies the basic
legal issues thrown
up by the situation
and some
applicable rules, but
is likely to miss
some of the details
(e.g. in relation to
defences or
exceptions).
Arguments are
advanced and
supported by some
reference to legal
and other
appropriate
authority, but miss
important cases or

Possible
shortcomings

The discussion of
the law in this
range will typically
be excessively
descriptive, and
insufficiently
analytical: there
will be a tendency
to spend a lot of
time describing
what the law is, but
not how it applies.
Likewise,
precedents may be
used principally to
identify the law,
and less to identify
its application. The
rebuttal of
opposing
arguments is likely
to be weak. The
arguments may not
go much beyond
the key authorities,
and secondary or
minor issues may
be missed. Little
engagement with
secondary
literature, and
incomplete grasp
of specialised
topics or areas.

Answers in this
range are likely to
suffer from the
approach of
throwing in as
many legal issues
as the candidate
can think of,
without trying to
exercise
discernment or
judgment as to
which issues are
actually relevant.
They are unlikely
to cite or attempt to
rebut opposing
arguments. The

Mark

Relevant
knowledge

Answer structure
and presentation

Analysis,
evaluation,
research and use
of authority
statutes. There is
little sign that the
candidate has
covered material
beyond what is in
the lectures and
handouts.

the law are minor.

presentation or
drafting is
comprehensible and
competent. Parts of
the text are
effectively
referenced.

30-38%
Marginal
Fail

Demonstrates a very
limited knowledge or
understanding of the
subject. The answer
may get a few of the
more general rules
right, but this will be
accompanied by
misinterpretations
and mistakes on
other important
aspects of the law,
and little or no
detailed knowledge
and understanding of
the rules of law

The output lacks a
coherent structure
and significant parts
are unrelated to the
task. Main relevant
issues are not
identified or omitted.
The quality of writing
is generally
comprehensible –
sentences and
paragraphs make
sense as syntactic
units – but is likely to
be stylistically weak.
References are
erratic or often
incomplete.

Makes a
rudimentary, and
inadequate, attempt
to apply the law to
the situation.
Arguments are
supported with
scanty reference to
legal or other
appropriate
authority. Important
bits of the material
are likely to be
irrelevant or
incorrect

0-28%
Poor fail

Demonstrates very
little, if any,
knowledge or
understanding of the
law and issues
relevant to the task.
This will typically be
evidenced by general
answers, numerous
mistakes and
misinterpretations.

The output lacks any
coherent structure
and demonstrates a
misunderstanding of
the task or of the
issues it raises. The
quality of writing,
presentation or
drafting is likely to
be poor, and may be
incomprehensible or
incoherent in parts.
Little or no effort to
reference the work.

Little or no
evidence of ability
to apply legal rules
or other appropriate
materials to
practical situations.
Most of the content
is irrelevant or
incorrect.
Statements tend to
be vague, and
extremely general,
with virtually no
focus on the
specific area to
which the question
relates.

Possible
shortcomings

argument may lack
clarity, or fail to
consider important
cases or statutory
provisions and
leave issues
unaddressed;
There will often be
a tendency to
describe the law
without applying it
to the situation at
hand.
Several significant
errors as to the
law; little or no
reference to key
sources or
authorities;
misunderstands or
misapplies the law
and / or applies
irrelevant rules of
law. It will typically
fail to cite or
discuss important
cases or other
primary sources,
and include
substantial
amounts of
irrelevant or
incorrect material.
Few if any
coherent
arguments or
statements of the
law. Makes little or
no attempt to apply
the law to the
situation at hand.
Little or no
awareness of the
key primary or
secondary
sources, or of
applicable law.

