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Examiner guidelines for exams [course] – [semester]
To the examiners
The mark is to be assigned on the basis of "Supplementary guidelines for grade determination in legal subjects"[footnoteRef:1], established by the National Faculty Meeting, which are cited later on in these examiner guidelines. The performance of the students shall be considered as a whole, based on the criteria for grading. A normal distribution shall not be used by the individual committees. For the evaluation of practical questions, the faculty would like point out in particular that an unfortunate tendency has been observed in recent years for some students to use a lot of space initially on standard phrases that are not related to the specific examination question. The purpose of practical questions is to test the students’ ability to solve practical tasks, including integrating the law with the facts in a perceptive manner. Methodical skills shall be key to the assessment. Such skills are demonstrated first and foremost through the specific application of the law, not through standardised introductions. It is first and foremost the students’ ability to apply the rules of law to the specific facts that should be rewarded in the grading process. Students who spend a lot of time and space on obvious matters and standard phrases, and who do not go enough in-depth on the discussion of key parts of the question, should be docked for this. [1:  «Utfyllende retningslinjer for karakterfastsettelse i juridiske fag»] 

The faculty also finds reason to emphasise that it is not the case that there is only one “right” way of answering practical questions. Deviations from the examiners’ preferred way of answering should not in themselves have any impact on the grading. 
Conveying good legal reasoning requires a simple, clear and effective language. Students who write in an easy-to-understand manner, precisely and to the point shall be rewarded for this. The students shall be docked for imprecise and overly lengthy discussions. The examiners must in particular bear this in mind when assessing the most extensive answers – if all of the additional words do not add much to the discussion, then the students shall be docked. The students shall be docked for excessive use of paragraphs if this breaks up the discussion in a way that makes it difficult for the reader to grasp the students’ reasoning as a whole.
To students who read the examiner guidelines in a learning perspective
These examiner guidelines are designed to give the examiners guidelines for the evaluation of examination answers in light of the learning outcome described for the course. The examiners are highly qualified lawyers with prior material and methodical knowledge at a higher level than students who have or will take the examination for this course. Due to this, it is not given that all the circumstances related to the grading of examination answers are discussed in these guidelines. This applies in particular to the “general legal knowledge” that it is assumed the examiners are familiar with, including the importance that methodical skills, discerning use of the available time and space, appropriate structure, precise use of terms, good language, etc. always will have with respect to the evaluation of an examination answer. Examiner guidelines cannot be read as a recipe for what a good examination answer should look like.
Working with previous examination questions may be a useful element in the learning process for a course. However, the learning outcome will be significantly reduced if you look at the examiner guidelines too early in the process, because it undermines the problem-based approach that is a prerequisite for solving new legal problems. Not until after you have made a real effort to solve the problem yourself will it be beneficial to look at the examiner guidelines, as an aid for assessing the strengths and weaknesses of your own answer.
General, qualitative description of the different letter grades
The exam answers are to be assessed on a grade scale of A to F [OR PASS/FAIL)
	A
	Excellent An excellent performance, clearly outstanding. The candidate demonstrates excellent judgement and a very high degree of independent thinking.

	B
	Very good A very good performance. The candidate demonstrates sound judgement and a high degree of independent thinking.  

	C
	Good A good performance in most areas. The candidate demonstrates a reasonable degree of judgement and independent thinking in the most important areas.

	D
	Satisfactory A satisfactory performance, but with significant shortcomings. The candidate demonstrates a limited degree of judgement and independent thinking.

	E
	Sufficient A performance that meets the minimum criteria, but no more. The candidate demonstrates a very limited degree of judgement and independent thinking

	F
	Fail A performance that does not meet the minimum academic criteria. The candidate demonstrates an absence of both judgement and independent thinking.


The mark is to be assigned on the basis of the following formulation in the “Supplementary guidelines for grade determination in legal subjects”[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  Established by the National Faculty Meeting] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Assessment of legal aptitudes and skills is to be done in accordance with a comprehensive evaluation of different qualities. The decisive factor for setting a grade is the total impression of the candidate's achievements in relation to the given task. Thus, various answers to the same question may individually have strong and weak sides, and still be considered equal in the overall assessment. Accordingly, subject-specific descriptions are not provided in the form of fixed rules about what characterises each grade or what qualities count the most.
In evaluating the grades to be given based on the aforementioned general descriptions, emphasis will be placed on the following skills in the overall evaluation that is to be made:
The skills will, in varying degrees, be part of the total academic assessment and are not meant to be exhaustive or listed in order of priority.
	Knowledge and overview of the subject content and relevant background material for the given task.

	The ability to locate and formulate legal issues, including distinguishing between various problems, principal and subsidiary issues, as well as the ability to put questions into their proper context.

	Ability to discuss questions in an academically justifiable and perceptive manner, and make use of the legal materials and facts at hand in accordance with the methodical principles of the legal discipline. This also entails perceptiveness concerning what is essential in terms of what is immaterial or irrelevant, to distinguish between certainty and doubt, as well as the ability to dimension substantiation and ensure sensible proportions in the answer to the task.

	An eye for legal policy dimensions within the subject of the task, albeit without losing sight of the threshold of importance between de lege lata and de lege ferenda.

	Autonomy in the ability to reason critically and independently in relation to existing learning aids and teaching.

	A command of language, the ability to formulate, level of precision and systematic tidiness in written and verbal accounts of legal topics.


The skills will, in varying degrees, be part of the total academic assessment and are not meant to be exhaustive or listed in order of priority.
Evaluation of the examination performance must be based on the learning outcomes described. 
[Enter the learning outcomes for the subject in question here]
[Follow up with a (brief) discussion of the parts of the learning outcomes that are deemed particularly relevant for the relevant examination assessment]
Brief information on the types of examination
[School examinations, home examinations, duration, access to source to sources/aids]
Brief information on the relevant examination question 
[Relationship to the main reading list, supplementary reading list, learning activities, etc.]
[Insert the literature list for the course here]
[Keywords for material or methodological points deemed particularly relevant to the assessment of the exam. For questions with multiple parts/subquestions, something should be said about each of the parts/subquestions. If questions asked in the task can be resolved in different ways and with different angles of approach, this should be discussed. If reference is made to literature that is not on the main reading list, this shall be stated.]
[Particular mention of important aspects in cases of doubt, especially in relation to the failure threshold]
[Particular to take-home examinations: mention of the emphasis to be placed on citations, scope of sources, literature list etc..]
[Particular to english-language exams: less emphasis on language than for exam
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