ANNEX G

PROGRAMME VARIANCE REQUEST AND APPROVAL
The checklist below is intended as a useful guide to programme teams in designing programmes and modifications to existing programmes before they go to validation and approval.

The checklist is not exhaustive but covers only the main features of the University's academic regulations and modular framework.  'Extra' regulations that programme teams might wish to introduce are not covered in detail, eg. specifying particular additional requirements for progression in their programme.  These should be described under the relevant heading below.  

Absence of a proposed variation from the checklist should not be taken to imply that the variance complies with the academic regulations or modular framework.  Where in doubt advice should be sought from the Head of Quality Assurance and Enhancement and the variance included in the responses below as appropriate.

If the response to any of the following questions is 'no' then programme design should normally be amended to comply with the academic regulations and modular framework.  If this is impossible then application must be made to the Academic Quality and Standards Committee, via the Secretary to the Committee in Quality Assurance and Enhancement, for permission to retain the variance. 

Checklist
i.
Does any award to which the programme leads comply with the title, credit volume and level requirements given in the academic and modular regulations (see section 13 of 'Guide to the Validation Process' (Annex D of the Validation Handbook) for a summary)?

ii.
Is the pass mark for all graded modules 40 percent?

iii.
Is the award of credit for all graded modules based on the overall module mark alone?

iv.
Is the threshold for compensation between elements of assessment for all graded modules set at 35 percent?

v.
Is all module assessment carried out during and/or immediately following completion of modules?

vi.
Are undergraduate modules delivered predominantly over one semester?

vii.
Are students who are unsuccessful in their first attempt at module assessment always entitled to at least one reassessment opportunity (refer, retake, repeat)?


viii.
Is honours classification based on a 70 percent weighting of Level 3 module marks worth 120 credits and a 30 percent weighting of Level 2 module marks worth 80 credits?

ix.
Does the programme incorporate the accepted provision for APL, APEL and credit transfer as described in the University's Academic and CATS regulations?

x.
Does the programme comply with the normal progression requirements as given in the relevant University regulations?

Additional variations
Please provide information here about any other features of the programme which may not comply with the University's Academic or modular regulations.
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