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• Whether the method and general standard of marking was credible, 
consistent, fair and robust; 

• whether the marks awarded were reflective of the standards expected at 
that particular level and for all students; 

• whether the marking criteria was presented clearly and appropriately 
differentiated across bands; 

• whether the standard of work that you sampled was comparable across 
different locations (e.g., ULaw campuses and/or partnerships in the case of 
collaborative provision). 

 
 
I remain satisfied with the approach which was adopted on first and second 
marking and on moderation. I consider that the marking and moderation standards 
continue to comply with the assessment guidelines and assessment strategies. 
Standards remain credible, consistent, fair and robust. 
 
I remain satisfied that the marks awarded are reflective of the standards expected 
at Masters level. 
 
Samples were received from all campuses and remain comparable across all 
locations. 
 

 
 
Conduct of the Examination/Awards Board  
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Areas of Good Practice  
 

7a. Are there are particular features of student assessment that you would 
like to highlight as being innovative?  

 
N/A. The University of Law remains a high quality LPC provider and assessor. 
 

7b. Are there are any particular areas of good practice in relation to 
standards and assessment processes that would be worthy of dissemination 
to a wider audience?  

 
N/A, but please see 7a comment. 
 

 
Other Comments  
 

8a. Do you have any suggestions for ways in which the University would 
enhance the student learning experience?  

N/A, but please see 7a comment. 
 

8b. Do you have any other comments to make on areas not covered elsewhere 
in this report?  

 
Campus Visit  
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