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JURISDICTIONS
An examinee who takes the bar exam in a jurisdiction, works exclusively in that jurisdiction, and
never moves from that jurisdiction probably will not
realize a particular benefit from the UBE. However,
the transportability of the UBE score is a significant
advantage to an examinee who fails to get the job he
or she intends and has to move to another jurisdiction to find work, or one who ends up working for a
firm that has clients in multiple jurisdictions.

LAW SCHOOLS
The benefit to a law school is that all of its students,
as well as students from many other schools in
other jurisdictions, will be taking exactly the same
exam and receiving scores that will have the same
meaning across the country. While every jurisdiction
with the exception of Washington and Louisiana
currently uses the MBE, many jurisdictions use
locally crafted essay questions. The UBE will only
include essay questions and performance tasks that
are developed centrally, researched thoroughly, and

The primary benefit to the jurisdictions is that they
are relieved from the burdens of developing highquality written exams and grading materials and
of completing the development of these materials
in a timely manner. The UBE questions and grading materials will be developed by committees of
content experts under the direction of NCBE; the
grading materials will be used by all UBE graders. This application of uniform grading materials
will help to ensure grading consistency across UBE
jurisdictions.
UBE jurisdictions will be invited to participate in
the development of best practices materials. NCBE
has already worked at developing best practices for
various jurisdictions, but this process would become
more efficient if the practices were applicable to a
larger number of jurisdictions. These materials will
address issues such as the best way to calibrate graders, the best structure for score reports and feedback
to examinees, and the best means of giving feedback
to law schools.

subjected to considerable quality control and review.
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dures. NCBE is also considering providing additional
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services for UBE jurisdictions as needed. These services may include centralized ADA decision making,
centralized grading of written materials, and centralized score reporting. Such services would be offered
by NCBE, but UBE jurisdictions would determine
which tasks and services they wish to retain and
which they prefer to have done centrally.

THE PUBLIC

FINAL THOUGHTS
Several jurisdictions are working to be on the forefront of the UBE, others are holding back to see
how much momentum there is, and others have
not begun to think about it. More than 20 years
ago, I was involved in the development of a uniform licensing exam for physicians (the USMLE).
In that case, the exam was developed for graduates
of medical schools around the world (i.e., for both
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requirements for bar admission across the country.
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we were able to develop an exam that met the needs
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of the entire country. I have no doubt that the same
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will be possible in law. It is important to remember

to 26 percent. One might wonder: How were these

that the multistate bar exams are not designed to

weights determined? Which of these reflects best

assess the ability to apply knowledge to every con-

practices? Why is there so much variety from one

ceivable legal issue that a newly licensed lawyer

jurisdiction to the next?

might encounter. Rather, they are designed to assess

The passing standard score ranges from 65 to
2,400. Do the various constituents understand what
these standards mean? Is it really 36.92 times as hard
to be admitted in Oklahoma as in Oregon? Questions
arise, such as: Why are these passing standards

the ability to apply knowledge to a reasonable set of
tasks to ensure that each admitted lawyer has at least
minimal competence to practice law. The UBE seeks
to achieve that goal while benefiting those involved
in the bar admissions process.

expressed as they are? How can these standards
be interpreted? Can comparisons be made across
jurisdictions?
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