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hould kmow their marks”- . London Univérsity - has al
. Pragent - rules prevent dons ‘ready decided to releage exam-

| §rom giving. details of exam

‘marks except in the - case of |
“outright fatlure — when ‘they.
ghali, on request, intimate %0 2’
\andidate the = extent of - this'.
 ¥ailure’ In practice, some dons
i already give students -an indl-

cation of their marks. -

, 1.But other dons fear that the:
. gutomatic disclosure of marks
- mwould lead to - less fair and
. flexible ~.. marking., Df. Mark

'_Kaplanoff ‘sald the . marking |

. ers’ ook special circumstances |
_into ‘mccount, . 7 - 7

marks to students, but deputy

registrat Dr David Eames, -ac~
‘pepted that there Were prob-

fems. “Two students with al-

most identical - ‘marks . might

receive different degree classi~
Yications -because the examin-

A
!

. “The.’view - the "university
fook wag that it was absolute-.
-1y fair that gxaminers. should
have . to explain Why such ;
things had happened,” he said:

o in el e s -

-

_ process in. history, for exam

" — T = —




