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3.3. Once you have completed and successfully submitted your Scholarship Application
Form, you will receive an email notification of the outcome of your MCQ Assessment.
The email will be sent to the email address you have provided in your Scholarship
Application Form. This email will confirm whether you can progress to the next stage of
the Scholarship Application process or not as set out below:

3.3.1 If you do not achieve the requisite score of at least 8 out of 11 correct MCQ


http://www.law.ac.uk/policies

3.8.

If you have any queries or encounter any issues with the Scholarship Application Form
or submission of your Written Project Proposal please contact Scholarships@law.ac.uk.

4. Marking, Selection and Notification Process

4.1.

In assessing your Scholarship Application:

4.1.1. ULaw will check that your Scholarship Application meets all of the Eligibility
Criteria;

4.1.2. ULaw will assess your responses to the MCQ Assessment in your Scholarship
Application Form;

4.1.3. subject to you achieving the requisite score (please see paragraph 3.3) and
successful submission of the Written Project Proposal (via the link sent to you by
email), ULaw will assess your Written Project Proposal in accordance with the
marking criteria set out in Schedule 1 (“Marking Criteria”). Your Written Project
Proposal will be reviewed on its merits compared to the applications received
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6.2.

6.3.

6.4.

If you intermit your place on the course, you will be responsible for any increase in
course fees upon your return to your course after your period of intermission. Your
Scholarship amount will remain unchanged.

If you subsequently decide to transfer to an alternative course, you may still be eligible
for your Scholarship provided that:

6.3.1. the course you wish to transfer to, is also an Eligible Course (see further
paragraph 1.1.1 above); and

6.3.2. you otherwise continue to meet all Eligibility Criteria.

Please also refer to your Student Terms and Conditions for further terms applying to
transfers and intermission.

7. What happens if you are awarded a Scholarship but decide to cancel or withdraw

7.1.

7.2.

from your place on a course?

If you decide to cancel or withdraw from your place on a course and:

7.1.1. it is before the “No Fee Liability Date” (as defined in your Student Terms and
Conditions): you will forfeit the Scholarship and you will not have to pay the fees
for the course you have cancelled or withdrawn from; or

7.1.2. it is after the “No Fee Liability Date” (as defined in your Student Terms and
Conditions): you will forfeit the Scholarship and you will still be responsible for
paying the applicable full fee liability for the course which you have cancelled or
withdrawn from in accordance with the Student Terms and Conditions.

Please also refer to your Student Terms and Conditions for further terms applying to
cancellations or withdrawing from your course.

8. Use of your personal data and publicity

8.1.

Your Scholarship Application will be subject to ULaw’s Data Protection and Privacy
Policy and Data Retention Policy set out on its website at
https://www.law.ac.uk/policies/. By submitting a Scholarship Application, you are giving

ULaw permission to use your personal details for purposes including:

8.1.1. processing your Scholarship Application and in any decision to award a
Scholarship; and

8.1.2. using your name in ULaw
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Schedule 1 — Marking Criteria

The Marking Criteria for the Written Project Proposal is as follows:

Written Project Title - Max 5 Points

Band Score | Criteria
Poor 0-1 e Topic is not related to human rights law
¢ Does not pose a question (grammatically or otherwise).
e Poor syntax.
¢ many or major grammatical/spelling errors.
o extremely broad/descriptive.
Satisfactory 2 ¢ Relevant question but quite broad, descriptive or possibly
out-dated.
¢ Indicates understanding of current issues in human rights
law.
o Written well but less sophisticated syntactically.
e Few grammatical/spelling errors that are minor in nature.
e Somewhat descriptive but potential to be critical in
aspects.
Very Good 3 e Focussed question but could be further narrowed.




Provides a fair introduction to the topic.

Demonstrates understanding of the subject matter and
legal principles.

Indicates some critical analysis skills.

Very Good

10 -

14

Well written with no spelling or grammatical errors and
succinct language.

Very good use of language with succinct, accurate and
comprehensive presentation.

Comprehensible by a layman.

Provides a good introduction to the topic.

Demonstrates a good understanding of the subject matter.
Demonstrates critical analysis skills.

Excellent

15-20

Excellent use of language with clear, effective and
consistently referenced presentation.

Very well written, using sophisticated syntax and eloquent
language that is fluid and engaging.

Conveys complicated subject matter in a way that is
logical and easily comprehensible by a layman.
Demonstrates a genuine interest and strong
understanding of the subject -matter.

Indicates strong critical analysis skills and potential for
self-reflection.

Key Research Questions -
Max 10 Points

Poor

0-1

Poorly written with inappropriate syntax.
Questions are Irrelevant to the project.
Much repetition and paraphrasing.
Entirely descriptive.

Satisfactory

2-4

Well written.

Most questions adequately contribute to achieving the
goals of project title.

Some repetition/paraphrasing.

Likely to provide opportunity for some level of critical
evaluation.

Indicative of a considered approach.

Very Good

5-7

Well written.

Questions adequately contribute to achieving the goals of
project title.

minimal repetition.

Provide opportunity for some level of critical evaluation.
Indicative of thoughtful planning.

Excellent

8-10

Well written with sophisticated syntax.

All questions contribute to achieving research project
goals and likely to achieve them fully.

Unique and insightful.

Provide opportunity for critical evaluation of the subject
matter and/or self reflection of work.




Very engaging and indicative of written project that has
been very well thought through

Sample Readling List —

Max 5 Points
Poor 0-1 e lIrrelevant references

e Inappropriate sources

¢ Indicative of no or little additional reading and research
Satisfactory 2 .




