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Honorable Gerald W, VandeWalle
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Honorable Mary Muehleén Maring
Honrorable Carol Ronning Kepsner
Honorahle Daniel J. Crofliers
Supreme Court of North Dukola
State Capitol

Bismarck, ND 58505-0530

Dear Members of the Court:

Fur the past several months, members and staff of the State Board of Law Examiners } have been
atlending meetings regarding the Uniform Bat Examination (UBE): It is the Board™s intent, with

the Supreme Court’s approval, to give the UBE as the bar examination in North Dakota
Beginninig in 2011,

The UBE is designed to be consistent across Jw.sdmt.ons that opt fo use it. It will include the
same testing components that have been approved by the Court for the North Dakota bar
examinatior. Those components zre the Multistete Bar Examination (MBE), which i3 200
multiplé chéice questions; the Multistate Essay Examinatiod (ME]Z). whicli is'six essay
gquestions; and the Mnuliistate Performance Test (p,'lPT) which is two performance or skills tasks.

Since the July 1999 bar examination, we have not tested siate specific issues. The UBE will not
cham»:e that.

Other current aspécts of the bar examination that will remain the same are the testing dates; the
weighting of the testing components, 50% for the MBE, 30% for the MEE, end 20% for the
MPT; the pas$ing score; the standards for admission o the North Dakate Bary loeal decisions on
character and fitness issues; the détermination of underlying educational requirements; ADA
accornmodations decision making for testing; and local grading of the MEE and MPT. There is

currently disciission that the final two issues may become cmtsahzed depending o the desirés
of a national UBE user. gropp which is now being formed.

In order ta provide.a basis for consistently assessing all caqdidates across jurisdictions, as.a UBE
j‘ur‘s‘.dicﬁcg we wotld be réquired to admirister the same gix MEE essays &5 the athef UBE.
jurisdictions; score the MEE based on uniform criteria, which we believe we glready do; ransfer
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only a total UBE score, and not allow candidates to bank partial scores; and ddminister the UBE
componehts at stariing times that ars consistent aczoss the couniry.

North Dakota has already benefitied from the quahty testing components that will compn:e the
UBE Therefore, the primary benefit of the UBE will be to the applicans. It will give an
pplicant one st score to carry to other UBE jurisdictions and, as long 4s that score meeis a
_]U.Eibdibﬁon’s passing score requirement, the applicant can move for admission in as many UBE
jurisdictions as the applicant wants. The benefit to the Board is that as ong of the pioneers of the

UBE we will have a voice in the UBE user group by participating in discussions on all issues
regarding the UBE, including the development of best practice matgrials. It is also expected that

this user group will participate in detérmining the rotation of the MEE topics that will be.
administered by all UBE junsdictions.

Rule amendments, while not extensive, will be necessary io accomplish this change, Our
proposed amendments are attached, Also aftached are a sumimary of the UBE Sunumary of

Characteristics and tharts identifying the states inferested in the UBE and the multistate tests
given by each jurisdiction.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me or another member of te
Board.

Sinceralv,

Mark L. Stenehjem
President
State Boatd of Law Examiners

Enc.: a3 noted.

ce: My Paal Richard
Ms. Alice Senechal
Ms, Penny Miller
Ms. Courtney Koebele
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