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At its previous meeting, LTC asked the Programme Quality Team to consider whether condonement might be introduced for PGT students, with a suggestion that departments be consulted on the issue.  

At its meeting on 12 May, PQ Team received a paper which reminded members of the condonement provisions at UG level and highlighted issues for consideration in the context of PGT programmes.  Some of these issues arose only in connection with PGT programmes because of the differences between UG and PGT programme structure.  

PQ Team felt that demand for the extension of condonement to PG level was very limited by comparison with the position when condonement was introduced at UG level, when many departments, with their external examiners’ support,  were seeking ways to increase the extent of examiners’ discretion in dealing with cases of marginal failure.  Success rates for PGT students were generally very good.  Members were aware of unusual circumstances in which it might be helpful for PG examiners to have more discretion, including cases where students undergoing reassessment obtained marks that dropped below the minimum performance level of 40% at the second attempt, which denied them the opportunity of a Masters degree.  However, in the view of PQ Team, if departments always reviewed marks that fell just below 40% or 50% and made judicious use of vivas, the sort of marginal cases that might be rescued by condonement could be largely avoided within existing regulations.  

PQ Team was reminded of the difficulties that had arisen in applying condonement at UG level.  Some suggested that this was because the rules were not clearly prescribed by regulation; but it was pointed out this course of action had been avoided because it would have removed the element of discretion that condonement had been intended to provide.  

In conclusion, it was agreed to inform LTC that PQ Team had discussed the issue and saw no compelling argument for introducing condonement at PGT level.
Notes
1.  Condonement at UG level

Condonement was introduced at UG level in session 2004/05.  The LU definition of condonement in the UG context is contained in Regulation XX, para 28:

	28. 
	The Programme Board may exercise discretion and classify students who have not met the requirements detailed in paragraph 26 hereof as having passed a Part when all of the following conditions are met:

	 
	28.1
	The candidate has already undergone reassessment or the marks under consideration are the initial results achieved in the final Part of the programme. For final Part candidates, Boards should not condone marks where this would result in the candidate losing an opportunity to improve his/her degree classification through reassessment 

	 
	28.2
	The module or modules involved have a total weight of not more than 20 credits in any Part of the programme. 

	 
	28.3
	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. 

	 
	28.4
	The reasons for the exercise of discretion are recorded in the Programme Board report. 


The key aims and intentions of condonement, agreed at the time of its introduction and re-affirmed subsequently, are:

(i) the condonement provisions were introduced to increase the discretion available to undergraduate Programme Boards in dealing with cases of marginal failure

(ii) the purpose was to give scope to Programme Boards to ‘rescue’ students who failed to achieve the requirements for progression or the award of a degree because of a poor performance in one or two modules that was out of line with the rest of their mark profile

2.
Condonement at PG level

It is assumed that those who wish to see condonement at PGT level envisage a situation in which the Programme Board would have discretion to make an award to a student who has failed to achieve the normal requirements for the award, as prescribed by Regulation XXI in combination with programme regulations.  The minimum requirements under Regulation XXI are 

Degree of Master - 150 credits and Module Marks of not less than 40% in further modules with a weight of 30

Postgraduate Diploma - 100 credits and Module Marks of not less than 40% in further modules with a weight of 20

Postgraduate Certificate - 60 credits

Programme regulations may specify additional requirements: a minimum programme mark, a minimum mark in one or more specified modules, a minimum mark in unspecified modules up to a specified total modular weight, or a minimum average mark across a group of specified modules.  

A large proportion of programme regulations adopt the University minimum requirements as in Regulation XXI.  A 60-credit project is a feature of most Masters programmes: this implicitly has to be passed for the student to achieve 150 credits overall.  Some programme regulations require students to achieve >150 credits for Masters, and/or >100 credits for PGDiploma: in programmes made up of 15-credit modules, it is quite usual to require 105 credits for the PGDiploma.  
A clear difference between PGT and UG programmes is the non-use of ‘parts’; though some PGT programme regulations require students to have studied or have obtained 120 credits from taught modules before they embark on the Masters project.  
