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1. Introduction
Senate (June 2005) approved changes to general regulations for undergraduate awards to permit students to progress to the next part of their programme or to receive an award without necessarily meeting all the requirements under the following conditions:

1.1. The module or modules involved have a total weight of not more than 20 credits in any Part of the programme.

1.2. For students in Parts B, C and D, the condonement has the approval of the appropriate External Examiner, having regard to national standards in the discipline.

1.3. The reasons for the exercise of discretion are recorded in the Programme Board report. 

For non-finalists students to be considered for condonement, they must have already taken advantage of all their reassessment rights. Finalist students can be condoned without necessarily taking advantage of all their reassessment rights, providing this does not remove the opportunity of improving their degree classification by taking reassessment.
It was agreed that the issue of condonement be revisited by Senate in Autumn 2005 when data would be available on its first year of operation. In October 2005, Departments were asked to provide details of all students who had been condoned for analysis by Academic Registry. This is the basis on which this report was produced.

2. Summary Findings
2.1. Over the course of the main Summer and SAP Programme Boards, a total of 125 students (circa 1.25% of the undergraduate population) were condoned. Of these, 34 were finalists. 29 finalists were not required to take reassessment.  A departmental breakdown is available in Appendix II.
2.2. It is clear that condonement has been applied in the extreme in some departments, whilst in several departments it has not been exercised at all.
2.3. Although one of the conditions which were to be met for condonement to be exercised was that the reasons for the condonement should be detailed in the programme board report, in many cases, either there was no reason, or the reason given lacked objectivity.

2.4. Although the statistics are not yet available, anecdotal evidence suggests that the post-SAP Regulation XIV appeal burden has been reduced from previous years. Clearly, this is a desirable outcome. However, there is a danger that the lack of consistency across and potentially within departments and the expected increase of student awareness of the condonement mechanism could cause a significant upsurge in appeals in future years.
2.5. Concerns were expressed by a number of departments at the requirement for students to take reassessment before condonement could be exercised. In many cases, it was argued that condonement would definitely be exercised at the SAP programme board no matter how the student performed at reassessments. This is a potential cause for concern.
2.6. There were some examples of condonement of failure to meet minimum Part average requirements (in all cases by less than one percent). In effect, condonement in these circumstances can be taken as treating one module mark as being several percent higher, which is acceptable according to the current criteria. 
3. Degree of Discretion - Condonement Factor
3.1. Analysis was carried out in Academic Registry considering students’ actual performance and the requirements of the general regulations and the specific programme regulations relevant to each student. In this way, for each student, the “condoned percentage” and associated module weight(s) were determined.

3.2. The  “condonement factor” was calculated, taking into account the gap between the uncapped Part average (A) and a solid 2:2 performance (assumed to be 55%), the “condoned percentage” (P) and module weight (W) for each student according to the lowest possible outcome for the following formula:

CF   = 
(55-A) x ∑(P x W)


______________________________________
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Examples of condonement factor calculations can be seen in Appendix I

3.3. A “classic” condonement candidate with a part average of 45% who missed out on gaining credit in a 10 weight module by 3% (ie module mark of 37% after reassessment), would have a condonement factor of 2.5. The average condonement factor for the 125 students condoned was 8.7, indicating that condonement may be being overused. One Part A student with a Part average of only 36.6% had a 20 weight module (in which the first attempt module mark was 13% and the second attempt module mark was zero) condoned up to 40%, resulting in a condonement factor of 122.7.

Average condonement factors by department are detailed in Appendix II, with individual cases detailed in Appendix III.
4. Problems Raised by Departments
4.1. Where students who have, as a result of impaired performance been permitted to take repeat assessments in SAP have narrowly failed to progress, they cannot be condoned, as they still have outstanding reassessment rights. In such cases, students must take reassessment in the next academic year and cannot be condoned. A potential solution to this is to permit conditional progression in such cases.
4.2. If there is an outside chance that a finalist can improve their degree classification following reassessment, (eg by the students taking maximum reassessment and achieving credit in all reassessed modules and the Programme Board lowering the classification boundary by 3%) then such students cannot condoned. A potential solution is that such students could opt into condonement IF they can be contacted. In such cases, it would be at the department’s discretion as to whether or not to offer the opt out option. 
5. Recommendations
5.1. Condonement should continue to function in much the same form as in the 2004-5 academic year.

5.2. Departments should be asked to calculate the condonement factor for each student under consideration before making a final decision. Only in extreme circumstances should a student with a condonement factor of over 4.0 (see Appendix I for examples) be condoned. These circumstances must be detailed in the Programme Board report. With a maximum condonement factor of 4.0 in 2004/5, 57 students (0.057% of the undergraduate population) would have been condoned as opposed to the 125 (1.25%) that actually were.
5.3. Regulation XXI should be amended to permit conditional progression for non-finalist students who have been permitted to repeat assessments in SAP as a result of impaired performance claims and who have failed to meet the progression requirements in SAP but could be condoned by the SAP Programme Board if they did not have outstanding reassessment rights.

5.4. The progress of the 91 non-finalist students condoned in Summer 2005 should be reviewed on an annual basis to determine if there is a strong correlation between condonement factor and future performance.
APPENDIX I

Worked Examples of Calculation of Condonement Factor

Example 1:
Student requires 100 credits and 20% in remaining modules. Achieves an uncapped 

Part Mark of 40%, 100 credits plus:

Module A = 10 modular weight @ 15%

Module B = 10 modular weight @ 14%

The condonement factor is calculated by taking both Module A and Module B to be 20% as follows:


(55-40) x (((20-15) x 10)+((20-14) x 10))/120 = 13.8

Example 2:
Student requires 100 credits and 20% in remaining modules. Achieves an uncapped 

Part Mark of 50%, 100 credits plus:

Module A = 10 modular weight @ 15%

Module B = 10 modular weight @ 14%

The condonement factor is calculated by taking both Module A and Module B to be 20% as follows:
 (55-50) x (((20-15) x 10)+((20-14) x 10))/120 = 4.6

Example 3:
Student requires 100 credits and 20% in remaining modules. Achieves an uncapped 

Part Mark of 50%, 80 credits plus:

Module A = 10 modular weight @ 25%

Module B = 10 modular weight @ 25%
Module C = 10 modular weight @ 37%

Module D = 10 modular weight @ 38%
The condonement factor is calculated by taking both Module C and Module D to be 40% as follows:
(55-50) x (((40-37) x 10)+((40-38) x 10))/120 = 2.1

Example 4:
Student requires 100 credits and 20% in remaining modules. Achieves an uncapped 

Part Mark of 46%, 80 credits plus:

Module A = 10 modular weight @ 25%

Module B = 10 modular weight @ 25%
Module C = 10 modular weight @ 37%

Module D = 10 modular weight @ 38%
The condonement factor is calculated by taking both Module C and Module D to be 40% as follows:
(55-46) x (((40-37) x 10)+((40-38) x 10))/120 = 3.8
Example 5:
Student requires 100 credits and 20% in remaining modules. Achieves an uncapped Part Mark of 50%, 80 credits plus:

Module A = 10 modular weight @ 35%

Module B = 10 module weight @ 34%

Module C = 10 modular weight @ 25%

Module D = 10 modular weight @ 15%.

The condonement factor could be calculated in one of two ways:
1. if Module D was taken to be 40%, the condonement factor would be calculated as follows:
(55-50) x ((40-15) x 10)/120 = 10.4

2. if Module D was taken to be 20%, and Module A was taken to be 40%, the condonement factor would be calculated as follows:
 (55-50) x (((20-15) x 10)+((40-35) x 10))/120 = 4.2

In this case, the student would be allocated the lower of the two condonement factors (ie. 4.2) in any further analysis.

APPENDIX II

Analysis of Average Condonement Factor

1. Analysis by Faculty and Department
	Department
	Students Condoned
	Average C.Factor

	Aeronautical & Automotive Engineering
	10
	4.2

	Chemical Engineering
	3
	15.7

	Civil & Building Engineering
	0
	n/a

	Electronic & Electrical Engineering
	16
	5.4

	Mechanical & Manufacturing Engineering
	6
	2.8

	Total Faculty of Engineering
	35
	5.5

	Chemistry
	6
	7.6

	Computer Science
	15
	5.0

	Human Sciences
	1
	0.4

	Information Science
	3
	2.9

	Mathematical Sciences
	18
	6.7

	Physics
	13
	17.3

	IPTME
	2
	5.4

	Total Faculty of Science
	58
	8.4

	Business School
	0
	n/a

	Design and Technology
	0
	n/a

	Economics
	11
	7.1

	English & Drama
	0
	n/a

	PIRES
	10
	27.4

	Geography
	1
	0.1

	School of Sport & Exercise Sciences
	10
	4.1

	School of Art & Design
	0
	n/a

	Social Sciences
	0
	n/a

	Total Faculty of Social Sciences & Humanities
	32
	12.3

	Total University
	125
	8.6


2. Ranked Analysis by Department

	Department
	Students Condoned
	Average C.Factor

	PIRES
	10
	27.4

	Physics
	13
	17.3

	Chemical Engineering
	3
	15.7

	Chemistry
	6
	7.6

	Economics
	11
	7.1

	Mathematical Sciences
	18
	6.7

	Electronic & Electrical Engineering
	16
	5.4

	IPTME
	2
	5.4

	Computer Science
	15
	5.0

	Aeronautical & Automotive Engineering
	10
	4.2

	School of Sport & Exercise Sciences
	10
	4.1

	Information Science
	3
	2.9

	Mechanical & Manufacturing Engineering
	6
	2.8

	Human Sciences
	1
	0.4

	Geography
	1
	0.1

	Business School
	0
	n/a

	Civil & Building Engineering
	0
	n/a

	Design and Technology
	0
	n/a

	English & Drama
	0
	n/a

	School of Art & Design
	0
	n/a

	Social Sciences
	0
	n/a


APPENDIX III

Condonement Factor by Individual Student
	Student
	Weighted Condoned %
	Total Weight
	Part Avg
	Dep
	C.Factor
	Finalist?
	Part
	Resit?

	A471975
	40.0
	20
	36.6
	EU
	122.7
	N
	A
	Y

	A224015
	28.0
	20
	39.9
	EU
	70.5
	N
	B
	Y

	A464550
	20.5
	20
	40.7
	PH
	48.9
	N
	A
	Y

	A292269
	18.5
	20
	41.2
	CG
	42.6
	Y
	C
	Y

	A475231
	19.0
	20
	42.8
	EU
	38.6
	N
	A
	Y

	A345960
	29.0
	10
	42.1
	PH
	31.2
	N
	A
	Y

	A262438
	26.0
	10
	40.8
	MA
	30.8
	N
	B
	Y

	A368147
	11.0
	20
	39.4
	PH
	28.6
	N
	B
	Y

	A354562
	17.0
	20
	45.9
	PH
	25.8
	N
	A
	Y

	A471744
	30.0
	10
	46.6
	EU
	21.0
	N
	A
	Y

	A362878
	20.0
	10
	42.7
	PH
	20.5
	N
	A
	Y

	A464418
	13.0
	20
	45.9
	EC
	19.7
	N
	A
	Y

	A475660
	10.0
	20
	44.0
	EL
	18.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A242363
	8.5
	20
	42.7
	PE
	17.4
	Y
	C
	N

	A124509
	12.0
	20
	46.7
	PH
	16.6
	Y
	C
	N

	A332914
	14.0
	10
	41.6
	EC
	15.6
	N
	B
	Y

	A370809
	16.0
	10
	43.8
	PH
	14.9
	N
	A
	Y

	A169301
	12.0
	10
	40.2
	CO
	14.8
	Y
	C
	N

	A246851
	7.0
	20
	42.4
	MA
	14.7
	Y
	C
	N

	A226677
	7.5
	20
	43.4
	CO
	14.5
	N
	A
	Y

	A471128
	7.0
	20
	43.4
	EL
	13.5
	N
	A
	Y

	A247819
	6.0
	20
	41.5
	MA
	13.5
	Y
	C
	N

	A136400
	6.0
	20
	42.2
	MA
	12.8
	Y
	C
	N

	A122804
	8.5
	20
	46.3
	CM
	12.3
	Y
	C
	N

	A251405
	5.0
	20
	40.3
	EC
	12.3
	Y
	C
	N

	A431814
	7.0
	15
	41.0
	EL
	12.3
	N
	B
	Y

	A362020
	5.0
	20
	40.4
	CM
	12.2
	N
	B
	Y

	A350866
	11.0
	10
	42.9
	PH
	11.1
	N
	B
	Y

	A471722
	6.0
	20
	44.8
	MA
	10.2
	N
	A
	Y

	9950490
	17.0
	20
	51.5
	PH
	9.9
	Y
	C
	N

	A263538
	10.0
	10
	43.3
	CO
	9.8
	Y
	C
	N

	A127413
	13.0
	10
	46.1
	EL
	9.6
	Y
	C
	Y

	A466233
	12.0
	10
	45.7
	CO
	9.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A466992
	6.0
	20
	45.8
	PH
	9.2
	N
	A
	Y

	A239041
	8.0
	20
	48.2
	TT
	9.1
	N
	A
	Y

	A061690
	8.0
	10
	41.8
	CM
	8.8
	N
	B
	Y

	A260953
	5.5
	20
	45.7
	TT
	8.5
	Y
	C
	N

	A249491
	4.0
	20
	42.4
	EC
	8.4
	Y
	C
	N

	A369500
	10.0
	10
	45.3
	EU
	8.1
	N
	B
	Y

	A261030
	5.5
	20
	46.7
	PH
	7.6
	N
	B
	Y

	A331891
	3.0
	20
	40.3
	EL
	7.4
	N
	B
	Y

	A137918
	5.5
	20
	47.1
	CM
	7.2
	Y
	C
	N

	A379785
	10.0
	10
	46.4
	CO
	7.2
	N
	A
	Y

	A464660
	7.0
	15
	47.2
	EL
	6.8
	N
	A
	Y

	A468378
	15.0
	10
	49.7
	MA
	6.6
	N
	A
	Y

	A466585
	8.0
	10
	45.3
	IPTME
	6.5
	N
	A
	Y

	A252395
	5.0
	20
	47.3
	MA
	6.4
	Y
	C
	N

	A126489
	6.0
	15
	47.2
	EL
	5.9
	Y
	C
	N

	A162767
	3.0
	20
	44.0
	CO
	5.5
	Y
	C
	Y

	A262273
	3.0
	20
	44.2
	MM
	5.4
	N
	A
	Y

	A352142
	12.0
	10
	49.8
	PE
	5.2
	N
	B
	Y

	A262735
	6.0
	10
	44.6
	MA
	5.2
	N
	A
	Y

	Student
	Weighted Condoned %
	Total Weight
	Part Avg
	Dep
	C.Factor
	Finalist?
	Part
	Resit?

	A239756
	10.0
	10
	48.8
	PE
	5.2
	Y
	C
	N

	A328712
	5.0
	10
	43.1
	EU
	5.0
	N
	A
	Y

	A264792
	4.0
	20
	47.7
	MM
	4.9
	N
	B
	Y

	A247115
	3.0
	20
	45.3
	EC
	4.9
	Y
	C
	N

	A351119
	6.0
	10
	45.6
	TT
	4.7
	N
	B
	Y

	A147697
	11.0
	10
	50.0
	MA
	4.6
	Y
	C
	N

	A429889
	6.0
	10
	45.9
	PE
	4.6
	N
	A
	Y

	A247918
	5.0
	10
	44.1
	MA
	4.5
	Y
	C
	N

	A445938
	4.0
	20
	48.3
	EC
	4.5
	N
	A
	Y

	A239877
	5.0
	10
	44.4
	CM
	4.4
	N
	B
	Y

	A465122
	6.0
	10
	46.2
	IPTME
	4.4
	N
	A
	Y

	A267201
	5.0
	10
	44.5
	MA
	4.4
	Y
	C
	Y

	A477684
	6.0
	10
	46.3
	LS
	4.4
	N
	A
	Y

	A245245
	4.5
	20
	49.2
	TT
	4.4
	N
	B
	Y

	A427986
	6.0
	15
	49.3
	EL
	4.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A250052
	2.0
	20
	42.8
	EC
	4.1
	Y
	C
	N

	A161480
	5.0
	10
	45.5
	CG
	4.0
	N
	B
	Y

	A375231
	5.0
	10
	46.0
	EL
	3.8
	N
	B
	Y

	A362603
	6.0
	10
	47.5
	TT
	3.8
	N
	B
	Y

	A428833
	5.0
	10
	46.3
	EU
	3.6
	N
	A
	Y

	A376617
	4.0
	15
	48.0
	EL
	3.5
	N
	B
	Y

	A346983
	5.0
	15
	49.5
	EL
	3.4
	N
	B
	Y

	A142945
	4.0
	10
	44.7
	TT
	3.4
	Y
	C
	Y

	A369599
	2.0
	20
	45.0
	EU
	3.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A360821
	7.0
	10
	49.3
	CO
	3.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A267212
	2.0
	20
	45.7
	MA
	3.1
	Y
	C
	N

	A477585
	4.0
	10
	45.7
	CO
	3.1
	N
	A
	Y

	A262592
	5.0
	10
	48.3
	TT
	2.8
	Y
	C
	N

	A327744
	2.0
	20
	46.9
	EC
	2.7
	N
	B
	Y

	A429988
	3.0
	10
	44.2
	TT
	2.7
	N
	A
	Y

	A432705
	3.0
	10
	44.3
	PE
	2.7
	Y
	C
	N

	A370292
	5.0
	10
	48.6
	MM
	2.7
	N
	B
	Y

	A258577
	3.0
	20
	49.8
	EC
	2.6
	Y
	C
	N

	A438139
	3.0
	10
	44.7
	LS
	2.6
	N
	A
	Y

	A262856
	5.0
	10
	49.0
	MM
	2.5
	N
	B
	Y

	A369973
	3.0
	10
	45.3
	CO
	2.4
	N
	A
	Y

	A332045
	10.0
	10
	52.2
	EC
	2.3
	N
	B
	Y

	A471414
	3.0
	10
	45.7
	PE
	2.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A369522
	5.0
	20
	52.5
	CO
	2.1
	N
	A
	Y

	A431759
	3.0
	10
	47.2
	EL
	2.0
	N
	A
	Y

	A464473
	3.0
	10
	47.3
	PH
	1.9
	N
	A
	Y

	A240889
	31.6
	10
	54.3
	EL
	1.8
	N
	B
	Y

	A465078
	2.0
	20
	49.7
	EL
	1.8
	N
	A
	Y

	A479202
	3.0
	10
	48.0
	CO
	1.8
	N
	A
	Y

	A473185
	4.0
	10
	49.8
	LS
	1.7
	N
	A
	Y

	A223553
	3.0
	10
	48.8
	CO
	1.6
	Y
	C
	N

	A292346
	5.0
	10
	51.3
	MA
	1.5
	N
	B
	Y

	A223245
	3.0
	10
	49.0
	MM
	1.5
	N
	A
	Y

	A362537
	2.0
	10
	46.0
	TT
	1.5
	N
	B
	Y

	A360491
	2.0
	10
	46.3
	EC
	1.5
	N
	B
	Y

	A256047
	6.0
	10
	52.2
	PE
	1.4
	Y
	C
	N

	A460227
	2.0
	10
	47.3
	EU
	1.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A252813
	2.0
	10
	47.9
	MA
	1.2
	N
	B
	Y

	A361723
	35.2
	10
	54.6
	EL
	1.2
	N
	B
	Y

	A348952
	2.0
	10
	48.2
	MA
	1.1
	N
	B
	Y

	A467586
	2.0
	15
	50.7
	EL
	1.1
	N
	A
	Y

	Student
	Weighted Condoned %
	Total Weight
	Part Avg
	Dep
	C.Factor
	Finalist?
	Part
	Resit?

	A431979
	2.0
	10
	48.7
	PE
	1.1
	N
	A
	Y

	A157256
	2.0
	10
	49.4
	CM
	0.9
	N
	B
	Y

	A048501
	1.0
	10
	45.5
	TT
	0.8
	Y
	C
	N

	A350943
	37.6
	10
	54.8
	CG
	0.6
	N
	B
	Y

	A438744 
	2.0
	10
	51.3
	MA
	0.6
	N
	A
	Y

	A256542
	1.0
	20
	51.3
	PE
	0.6
	Y
	C
	N

	A244695
	1.0
	10
	48.8
	MA
	0.5
	N
	B
	Y

	A429702
	5.0
	10
	53.9
	CO
	0.5
	N
	A
	Y

	A471491
	1.0
	10
	50.2
	HU
	0.4
	N
	A
	Y

	A367773
	2.0
	10
	53.8
	EU
	0.2
	N
	A
	Y

	A226864
	1.0
	20
	54.3
	GY
	0.1
	Y
	C
	N

	A445839
	1.0
	10
	53.9
	PE
	0.1
	N
	A
	Y

	A358962
	3.0
	10
	55.2
	MM
	-0.1
	N
	B
	Y

	A368609
	4.0
	10
	56.0
	CO
	-0.3
	N
	A
	Y

	A459083
	3.0
	10
	57.8
	CO
	-0.7
	N
	A
	Y

	A267047
	5.0
	10
	57.0
	PH
	-0.8
	N
	B
	Y

	A379917
	6.0
	10
	58.6
	MA
	-1.8
	N
	B
	Y
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