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Feedback on Assessment Regulations 2016/17 

 
 
2016/17 was the first year of operation of the revised Assessment Regulations following 
consultation and review during the previous academic year.   
 
Feedback has been received on aspects of the 2016/17 Assessment Regulations and the points 
raised were considered by the Associate Dean’s Education (ADE) Forum in October 2017.  In 
particular the Forum considered the feedback in the light of any potential impacts on: 
 

 Quality and Standards 
 

 Student Progression 
 
The ADE Forum included representation from all Schools, LEaD and Student and Academic 
Services. 
 

 
 
 
 
Recommended Action 
 
Education and Student Committee is asked to consider the report and endorse the recommendations 
of the ADE Forum. 
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Feedback on Assessment Regulations 2016/17 

 
2016/17 was the first year of operation of the revised Assessment Regulations following consultation 
and review during the previous academic year.   
 
Feedback has been received on aspects of the 2016/17 Assessment Regulations and the points 
raised were considered by the Associate Dean’s Education (ADE) Forum in October 2017.  In 
particular the Forum considered the feedback in the light of any potential impacts on: 
 

 Quality and Standards 
 Student Progression 

 
The ADE Forum included representation from all Schools, LEaD and Student and Academic Services. 
 
The feedback on the following aspects of the Regulations was debated and the recommendations 
from members of the Forum are noted.  Education and Student Committee are invited to consider the 
discussion points and the recommendations made by ADE Forum members. 
 
In October 2017, Universities UK and GuildHE published a joint report on Degree Algorithms 
(presented to Education and Student Committee as a separate paper).   The ADE Forum recommend 
that any consultation taking forward on behalf of Senate also includes consideration of the outcomes 
of the Understanding Degree Algorithms Report where relevant. 
 
Should Education and Student Committee wish to endorse the recommendations, further consultation 
would be conducted with Schools, LEaD and the Students’ Union, subject to Senate approval. 
 

1. Compensation 

Feedback 
received 

Suggestion that the following clause be reviewed and potentially removed from the 
Assessment Regulations: 

‘A mark of no more than 10% below the Module pass mark must have been 
achieved in the Module to be compensated’. 

Extract from 
current 
regulations 

4.7.1 Compensation 

Consideration of compensation for a failed Module requires that the overall Learning 

Outcomes of the Programme Stage have been met.  Where compensation 
arrangements are permitted, these are detailed in the Programme Specification and 
will be applied in accordance with any PSRB requirement. 

Compensation can only be awarded by an Assessment Board and must be applied 
within the following limits and conditions:  

 The maximum amount of compensation that can be applied across one or more 
Modules within a Programme Stage or for the Programme is as follows: 

- Undergraduate/Graduate/Integrated Masters Programmes - 15 credits 
or one sixth of the total credits within a Programme Stage, whichever is 
greater 

- Postgraduate Programmes - 15 credits of the Programme as a whole can 
be compensated in a Postgraduate Certificate and no more than 20 credits 
may be compensated in a Postgraduate Diploma or Masters degree. 

 A mark of no more than 10% below the Module pass mark must have been 
achieved in the Module to be compensated. 



  

 It can be demonstrated that the Learning Outcomes of the Modules in the 
Programme Stage have been satisfied. 

 Taking the mark to be compensated into account: 

- Undergraduate/Graduate Programmes – an overall aggregate mark 
of 40% must have been achieved for the Programme Stage calculated 
on the basis of the Module marks weighted according to their credit 
value. 

- Integrated Masters Programmes – an overall aggregate for the 
Programme Stage (40% for Stages 1-3, and 50% for Stage 4), must 
have been achieved calculated on the basis of the Module mark 
weighted according to their credit value. 

- Postgraduate Programmes - an overall aggregate mark of at least 
50% must have been achieved; this is normally calculated excluding 
the project or dissertation mark.  

 Compensation cannot be applied to a Dissertation or equivalent major project. 

 A student who receives a compensated pass in a Module will be awarded the 
credit for the Module. The mark used to calculate the Award will be the original 
Module mark.  The original component mark(s) (i.e. those below the pass mark) 
will be retained in the record of marks.   

 A pass/fail module cannot be compensated 

 Modules failed due to academic misconduct cannot be compensated 

ADE Forum 
Discussion 

Considerations included the impact on quality and standards if the current threshold 
for compensation was removed. Removal of this clause could allow up to 15 credits 
of an undergraduate at each programme stage, or 15 credits of a postgraduate 
programme, to be failed.  It was agreed that it would not be acceptable for City to 
condone failed modules. 

It was noted that some Schools allow core modules to be compensated. 

Recommendation 
1 

Forum members agreed to recommend that the current regulation for compensation 
is appropriate and should be retained.  

 

2. Resits - Capping of Assessment Components   

Feedback 
received 

Feedback has been received on the current regulation relating to the capping of 
assessment components at the resit attempt, with a request to consider whether this 
was viewed to be correct.  Examples of student marks had been provided by staff: 

Example 1: 

In a module with 50% exam and 50% coursework: 

Student A - CW 52%, EX 48% - first sit following ECs, no capping, PASS at 50% 
Student B - CW 52%, EX 48% - resit, so CW capped at 50%, overall FAIL at 49% 

This results in two students who deliver identical answers and receive identical 
marks being placed on different sides of the PASS / FAIL boundary.   

Example 2: 

In a module with several assessment components, at first sit, a student could obtain 
a lower mark than the module pass mark in each component, the minimum qualifying 
mark, or might not have to obtain any particular mark at all depending on the 
requirements of the module specification.   

At resit, if the student resits more than one component, however, the mark for each 
component is capped at the pass mark.  In effect, this means that a mark in excess 



  

of the pass mark in one component cannot offset a mark lower than the pass mark in 
another component.  Now the student has to obtain the module pass mark in all 
components taken in the resit.  The result is that passing the resits is materially more 
difficult than passing the first sittings.   

Extract from 
current 
regulations 

Module Assessment Components 

3.2.2.       If the assessment of a Module has more than one assessment component, 
the Module Specification will detail the method of assessment for each one, how 
much each component contributes towards the final mark and any other conditions 
that must be met to satisfy the Learning Outcomes and pass the Module.   

4.1           The mark for a specific Module is calculated as a weighted average of the 
marks for the individual components.  The weightings assigned to each component 
are set out in the Module Specification. Components assessed on a pass/fail basis 
do not contribute to the calculation of the Module mark. 

4.2.1        Students are expected to participate in and pass all required assessment 
components in order to pass the Module.  Some Modules specify pass requirements 
(‘minimum qualifying marks’) for individual assessment components in addition to 
requiring that the overall Module pass mark must be met.  Where minimum qualifying 
marks for assessment components exist within a Module:  

 they must be clearly set out in the Module Specification 

 the student will be regarded as having passed a component where they achieve 
at least the minimum qualifying mark in that component, and have achieved the 
pass mark for the Module overall 

 the mark to be shown in the record of marks and used to calculate the student’s 
Module mark will be the original mark achieved for that component or, if the 
assessment component has been passed at a resit attempt, the capped resit 
mark for that component. 

ADE Forum 
Discussion 

Note: The current wording in the Assessment Regulations states that resits are 
capped at component level and was agreed by Senate following consultation during 
2015/16 to address inconsistent practice across programmes and Schools in this 
area.  In some programmes, resits were set and capped at component level and in 
others, one resit task was set regardless of whether components were failed. The 
majority view from the consultation was that resits and capping should be applied 
consistently at component level. 

With regard to the examples provided by staff, Forum members agreed that if a 
module has multiple components, those that were attempted as a resit attempt 
should be capped at the module mark, unless the student had approved Extenuating 
Circumstances.  This is consistent with City’s Extenuating Circumstances regulation. 

The Forum also considered the impact of assessment design on progression and 
agreed that it would be advisable for module specifications to be reviewed to 
ascertain whether all current assessment components are necessary.  If so, it was 
recommended that consideration be given to whether they should be subject to a 
minimum qualifying mark or ‘pass required’, or whether the module could be passed 
based on achievement of an aggregate mark from all assessment components. 

Recommendation 
2 

Forum members agreed to recommend that the current regulation for capping 
component marks at resit is appropriate and should be retained. 

The Forum also agreed that Programme Teams consider the impact of module 
assessment design on progression. 

   



  

 

3. Trailing of up to 15 credits for students with Extenuating Circumstances 

Feedback 
received 

Within the current regulations a student may be permitted to carry up to 15 credits 
worth of assessment for completion into the next programme stage if they have 
Extenuating Circumstances.   

It has been queried whether this practice should be extended to students without 
Extenuating Circumstances where the type of assessment permits?  Currently these 
students may need to wait several months (without attendance) to complete the 
assessment at the next opportunity, depending on when it is scheduled.  If the 
outstanding assessment is passed the student would resume their studies the 
following academic year. 

Extract from 
current 
regulations 

4.7 Exceptionally, where a student has:  

 approved Extenuating Circumstances, and 

 where the nature of the assessment and Programme permits, and  

 taking into account PSRB requirements, where applicable  

an Assessment Board may exercise discretion in permitting a student to complete a 
limited number of outstanding assessments (no more than 15 credits) in the following 
academic year whilst continuing with the next block or stage of the Programme.  The 
specific arrangements for completing these assessments must be approved as a 
Special Scheme of Study in accordance with the arrangements set out in the Special 
Scheme of Study Policy and must take account of the maintenance of academic 
standards, and any legal obligations. The Assessment Board must make it clear to 
the student that failure to pass the assessments being completed will normally result 
in withdrawal from the Programme, even if Modules from the next block or 
Programme Stage of the Programme have been successfully completed. 

ADE Forum 
Discussion 

Considerations include the impact on progression if the timing of the next 
assessment opportunity prevents the student from progressing with their cohort, 
particularly if the student is not in attendance for the academic year in question.   

Members reported examples within Schools where students had been withdrawn 
after, for example, failing very small volumes of credit within modules with multiple 
assessment components, or had withdrawn themselves prior to completing the 
outstanding assessment.  

It was noted that there would be exceptions where it would not be appropriate for a 
student to complete an outstanding assessment whilst continuing with the next 
programme stage due to the assessment type, professional body requirements, 
health and safety or other issues.    

It was also noted that assessment types and patterns fall within the remit of the 
current undergraduate assessment review. 

Recommendation 
3 

Forum members agreed to recommend to Education and Student Committee that the 
option to enable a student to complete a limited number of credits during the 
following year is considered.  This option would be subject to defined criteria (to be 
determined during consultation).   

The Forum also recommend that Programme Teams consider the impact of module 
assessment design and scheduling on progression. 

 
  



  

 

4. Repeat Year Option 

Feedback 
received 

City’s Regulations only permit students to be granted a repeat year if they have 
approved Extenuating Circumstances.  If a student has multiple failed resits and no 
Extenuating Circumstances the Assessment Board may grant a partial repeat year 
(providing legal restrictions such as Tier 4 regulations do not apply). 

Should the Regulations permit Assessment Boards to grant a full repeat year to 
students with multiple failed assessments during a programme stage if they have no 
Extenuating Circumstances? 

Extract from 
current 
regulations 

If a student has multiple failed assessments at the first attempt, an Assessment 
Board may offer a partial repeat year, as detailed in Section 4.7.3. 
 
If a student has Extenuating Circumstances affecting multiple assessments, an 
Assessment Board may offer a repeat year, as detailed in Section 4.7.4. 
 
4.7.3 Multiple Failed Assessments (Resits or Partial Repeat Year) 
 
If a student: 
 has multiple failed assessments at the first attempt and has not met the 

requirements to progress to the next Programme Stage (and has no approved 
Extenuating Circumstances), or 

 has approved Extenuating Circumstances affecting the second (resit) attempt at 
their assessments 

 
and has not met the requirements to progress to the next Programme Staqe or 
complete their Award, an Assessment Board may, at their discretion and where 
permitted, offer either option (i) or (ii) below: 
 
4.7.3.i Resits at the next opportunity 

 
The student must resit any failed components (i.e. all those where the pass 
requirements have not been met) at the next opportunity to complete: 
 
 their second attempt at the failed assessments (if the student had no 

Extenuating Circumstances), or  
 an additional resit attempt (if the student has approved Extenuating 

Circumstances that related to a resit attempt).   
 
The student is not expected to attend City other than to participate in relevant 
assessments.  

 
Marks for the resit attempt are capped at 40% (undergraduate) or 50% 
(postgraduate) and no further resit or compensation opportunities will be permitted.  

 
If a Module is failed, the student will be withdrawn unless they are eligible for 
compensation and the Assessment Board agrees that they have therefore met the 
requirements for progression to the next Programme Stage or an Award. 
 
4.7.3.ii Partial Repeat Year 

 
Based on the nature and number of assessments that have been failed, the 
Assessment Board may offer the student a partial repeat year (with attendance) to 
complete: 
 their second attempt at the failed assessments (if the student had no 

Extenuating Circumstances), or  



  

 an additional resit attempt (if the student has approved Extenuating 
Circumstances that related to a resit attempt).   

 
If a partial repeat year is undertaken: 

 The student is not permitted to progress to the next Programme Stage of the 
Programme but must repeat the failed Modules and/or assessment components 
in full (with attendance) during the following academic year. 

 The student retains the marks for the Modules and/or components already 
passed in the previous academic year. 

 The student attends City, and has full access to all facilities during the partial 
repeat year. 

 The student must resit any failed components where the pass requirements 
have not been met.  

 Marks for the resit attempt are capped at 40% (undergraduate) or 50% 
(postgraduate) and no further resit or compensation opportunities will be 
permitted.  

 If a Module is failed during a partial repeat year, the student will be withdrawn 
unless they are eligible for compensation and the Assessment Board agrees 
that they have therefore met the requirements for progression to the next 
Programme Stage or an Award. 

 Normally, the opportunity to repeat a year of study for progression purposes can 
only be offered once in the duration of the registration and will be counted as 
part of the student’s maximum period of registration.  

  
There is no automatic right to a partial repeat year.  Repeats may not be used to 
improve the classification of the Award where a student has passed. 
 
City must comply with relevant external legal and regulatory requirements, 
therefore partial repeat years may not be offered to students where legal or other 
restrictions apply (Legal or other restrictions include Home Office requirements in 
relation to Tier 4 students. Schools should consult the Visa Compliance Team in 
advance of the Assessment Board(s) for guidance). 
 
If the Assessment Board offers a partial repeat year, the student may decline this 
and decide to participate in the resits at the next opportunity.  If a student declines 
the offer of a partial repeat year, and participates in the resits at the next 
opportunity they will not be offered any further attempts at the failed assessments if 
they fail their resit attempts. 

 
4.7.4 Full Repeat Year  

A full repeat year is only permitted where the student has approved Extenuating 
Circumstances (see Section 4.8) affecting multiple assessments or the student has 
been suspended in accordance with the Fitness to Study Regulation (see Senate 
Regulations).   Either the student or the Assessment Board can propose this 
approach. Where a student recommends a full repeat year, the Assessment Board 
will use its discretion in deciding whether the request is approved and will consider 
the requirements of any PSRB where applicable. 

If a full repeat year is undertaken: 

 The student does not progress to the next Programme Stage but repeats all the 
Modules in the current Programme Stage during the following academic year. 

 The student is not able to carry forward any marks or credit from previous 
attempts at the Programme Stage in the previous academic year. Previous 
marks for the Programme Stage are disregarded and all assessment 
components are repeated including any which the student has previously 
passed. 



  

 The student attends City and has full access to all facilities during the full repeat 
year. 

 The marks that can be achieved are not capped, and the student is normally 
entitled to the resit opportunities available.  If, however, the repeat year was 
granted in relation to resit assessments, the marks will be capped and no further 
resit opportunity will be offered. 

 Normally, the opportunity to repeat a year of study for progression purposes can 
only be offered once in the duration of the registration and will be counted as 
part of the student’s maximum period of registration.  

ADE Forum 
Discussion 

Considerations include the impact on progression for a student who has failed 
multiple assessments. Currently the student could be offered a partial repeat year 
unless there are Tier 4 restrictions, which impacts on equality of opportunity.   

 A repeat year option would enable the student to re-access modules and 
assessments (but not carry any existing marks or credit from the failed programme 
stage).  This practice is adopted at other institutions.   

Recommendation 
4 

Forum members agreed to recommend to Education and Student Committee that the 
option to offer a repeat year to a student who has failed a programme stage is 
considered.  It is anticipated that an eligible student would have had Extenuating 
Circumstances at some point during that year of study. 

The onus would be on the student to pass the programme stage at first attempt 
however a repeat year option may provide a viable alternative to a partial repeat year 
and be open to Tier 4 students subject to legal requirements being fulfilled.  This 
would be preferable allowing a student to trail a quantity of outstanding assessments.

 
 
 

5. Universities UK/GuildHE Report: Understanding Degree Algorithms 

Report  In October 2017, Universities UK and GuildHE published a joint report on Degree 
Algorithms (presented to Education and Student Committee in November 2017 as a 
separate paper).    

 

ADE Forum 
Discussion 

The Forum noted the publication of the report, its emphasis on the provision of 
transparent and consistent information and the recommendations relating to reviews 
of degree algorithms. 

  

Recommendation 
5 

The ADE Forum recommend that any consultation taken forward on behalf of Senate 
relating to feedback on the Assessment Regulations also includes consideration of 
the outcomes of the Understanding Degree Algorithms Report where relevant. 

 

 
 
 
 
Helen Fitch 
Assistant Registrar (Quality) 
Student & Academic Services 
 
October 2017 


