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Why assess re-assessment?
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Progression regulation project -
Method
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Progression regulation project -
Key research questions
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Regulatory variations
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Key variations in module/
progression requirements

Passing a Requirements
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The SACWG-NUCCAT Re-assessed
Level 4 students project
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What happens to re-assessed Level 4 students?

12 July 2016 Delivering Excellence in Higher Education



Progression Categories
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The Data
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Key findings 1
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Some questions for consideration
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Contact details

If you would like further information, please contact

Marie Stowell at m.stowell@worc.ac.uk

or

Harvey Woolf at harvey.w@blueyonder.co.uk
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