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ACADEMIC BOARD         

Annual report for 2014: Academic misconduct 
 
1. This report covers all alleged attempts of academic misconduct reported to the Secretary to Academic 

Board between 1 January 2014 and 31 December 2014. 
 
2. Comparison by year of number of alleged cases submitted to the Secretary to Academic Board, 2011 -

2014.  
 

  
 
These statistics include cases from Dubai and Mauritius campuses. 
 
The ‘closed’ cases are those which have been dropped, where an allegation is not proven.  In some 
instances the dropped cases are incomplete cases which were unresolved or discontinued.  It is noted 
there is a significant drop in the number of these cases compared to 2013. 
 
The number of upheld cases includes cases in which it has been recommended the work is marked with a 
grade penalty applied.    
 
These cases do not include the paperwork in which formal investigations were not pursued and the work 
was returned to the School suggesting another form of action.  There were also a number of exam cases 
forwarded to the Academic Registry, in which allegations were not put to the students, warning letters 
were issued only. 
 
Pending cases are those that are logged in 2014, but still under investigation.  In some of these instances, 
penalties have been recommended but not confirmed by Assessment Boards. 
 
2010 2011 2011 to  

2012 
2012 2012 to 

2013 
2013 2013 to 

2014 
2014 

483 
cases 
submitted 

415 
cases 
submitted 

Decrease 
of  
9% 

379 
cases 
submitted 

Increase  
of 
13% 

427 
cases 
submitted 

Increase 
of 
1% 

433 
cases 
submitted 

418 
cases 
submitted 

348 cases 
upheld   

Decrease 
of  
16% 

292  
cases 
upheld 

Increase  
of 
11% 

322 
cases 
upheld 

Increase 
of 
14% 

368 
Cases 
upheld 

These figures do not include level 1 cases dealt with under fast-track, at school level as opposed to 
through the Academic Registry.  
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3. The pie chart below shows the percentages of alleged cases by School    
 

 
 
 
 
4. The pie chart below shows the percentages of upheld cases by School 
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5. The graph below comprises numbers of upheld cases of infringement of examination room rules, 
plagiarism and collusion at each module level  

 

 
It was noted 3% of cases recorded did not fall under the above.  
  

6. A number of additional level 4 cases were dealt with locally (at School level) under the fast-track 
procedures.   

 
Media & Performing Arts – 5 
The School of Health & Education confirmed they did not process any level 4 cases during 2014. 
 
Other Schools have not adopted these procedures.   
 

7. The following is a breakdown of cases received from collaborative partners, other site addresses 
and overseas campuses:  
 
BSC (Barnet College) – 1 
HKL (Open University of Hong Kong LiPace) – 2 
HKS (University of Hong Kong) - 2 
HNL (College of Haringey, Enfield and North London) – 3 
ICB (I.C. Business and Technology (ICBT) Mt Lav) – 3 
LMA (Lloyds Maritime Academy) – 1 
NBK (Niels Brock Business College) – 1 
RFH (Royal Free Hospital) – 1 
SEA (Middlesex University East Asia Office) – 3 
SGC (Southgate College) – 1  
 
Realgroup – 2 
 
Cases from our overseas campuses: 
 
Middlesex University, Dubai – 65 students 
Middlesex University, Dubai – 29 students 
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8. Dubai campus 
 
65 students were investigated in Dubai following the local procedures.  All these cases were 
forwarded to London for the Secretary to Academic Board to consider and make recommendations 
and decisions to the Assessment Board. 
 

 
 
 

The total number of students studying at the Dubai campus 2013/14 was 2,583.  Proportionally the 
number of cases is 2.5%.  
 
Mauritius campus 
 
29 students from Mauritius campus were investigated in London in 2014.   
Of the 29 students referred for investigation, cases were upheld against 25 students (this number 
includes grade penalties). 
 

      
 
 
The total number of students studying at -t0068e Mauritius campus in 2013/2014 was 691.  
Proportionally the number of cases is 4.2%. 
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In 2013/14 the total number of students studying in London was 19,138.  Proportionally the number 
of cases is 2.3%.  
 

9. There were a total of 3 Panels of investigations held in 2014.   
One of the Panel of Investigation meetings was held further to an Appeal made by the student 
against the original decision of the Assessment Board in June 2013.  The outcome of the Appeal 
was that an Academic Misconduct Panel of Investigation should be convened.   
The allegation concerned a dissertation submitted in May 2012 which was referred for investigation 
as a result of a viva held with the student in April 2013.   
The student had appointed a solicitor to act on his behalf, who was not permitted to attend the 
meeting as no legal representation was allowed. 
The student had experienced difficulties following a road accident in 2010 that he had been involved 
in. 
The outcome of the Panel of Investigation was that the case was upheld.  The student’s mitigating 
circumstances were taken in to consideration in applying the penalty. 
 
Another case involved 3 students in group coursework. Initially, a viva was held following a 
presentation by the student in which it was felt the students failed to adequately answer the 
questions put to them.  This led to staff questioning whether they wrote the work, therefore a viva 
was arranged.  They subsequently failed the viva and at this point were referred to Academic 
Misconduct.   
During the Panel of Investigation, it was noted they had not undertaken the presentation, had 
provided a printed version of the presentation and answered questions on that.  
They claimed to have misunderstood the purpose of a viva.  
It was noted that since referring the students for an academic misconduct investigation, a member 
of staff had gone on maternity leave.  It was felt the evidence was not strong enough to uphold the 
allegation.  It was acknowledged that 2 of the 3 students were ill at the time of the viva. 
The Panel concluded that a second viva should be held with the students.  The School confirmed 
the students passed this viva and therefore the academic misconduct case was dismissed. 
 

10. There were 19 Appeals received against academic misconduct decisions of which 6 were 
dismissed, 1 withdrawn and 3 upheld.  It is confirmed that 9 cases remain outstanding in 2015. 
Of these Appeals, 2 were from Dubai and 2 from Mauritius. 
 
One of the upheld cases was against the penalty of expulsion, in which the expulsion was revoked 
due to extenuating circumstances and the student was permitted a resit. 
 
Another upheld case, the student was offered a Panel of Investigation on the basis of his denial of 
the allegation.  The student declined the Panel and passed the resit in the meantime. 
 
A case was received from an academic misconduct case dating back to 2010.  It transpired the 
decision was entered incorrectly at the time, P NR was recorded when it should have been P RC. 
The School sent the outcome letter to the wrong email and the student did not chase this up until 
recently when she awarded an Ordinary degree in 2014.  It was agreed to award the student a Y 
grade for the module, as it was a level 4 module, and the student was awarded a Third Class 
Honours. 

 
11. There were 17 expulsions agreed by the Assessment Board further to academic misconduct in 

2013. 
In addition to this, a total of 4 Postgraduate students were failed and awarded exit qualifications of 
Postgraduate Certificate or Diploma. 
 

12. A case still outstanding case from 2014, started out as a single case in which it was suspected a 
submission by the student was purchased.  The School were advised to convene a viva.  The 
School’s attempts to secure a date for this viva were met with very evasive responses from the 
student, who claimed to be ill and living abroad.  Holding the viva by means of telephone 
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conferencing was given as a solution to the student.  However, the student eventually returned and 
the viva was held. 
As a result of the viva, the panel members were unanimous in their belief that the submission was 
not the work of the student and referred the student to Academic Registry. 
 
The student continues to deny the allegation.   
 
Further investigations into the IT activity of the student and her library usage was carried out, which 
revealed that the student had accessed these on a very limited basis. 
 
The School suspect that the student has not written much or even any of her submissions 
throughout her studies at the University.  Because of this suspicion, the School have looked back at 
all her modules and confirm that this is likely to be the case. 
Academic Registry has requested all her submissions and any other evidence from the School, in 
order that they can carry out further formal academic misconduct investigations. 

 
13. Staff at the Mauritius campus had confirmed that they will adopt the processes for dealing with 

Academic Misconduct at overseas campuses in September 2014.  They have begun the 
preparations for this and are to confirm the stage they are at with putting this in to practice.   

 

14. As a result of issues surrounding resitting components of assessment on year-long modules it has 
been agreed that students are given September resit dates as opposed to May, ensuring the 
component is marked as a resit attempt.   
 

15. There was a significant increase in the number of self-plagiarism cases, particularly in CRM 
modules.  In many instances, the plagiarism was across different modules and sometimes in 
different subjects.  It could be that assignment questions/topics set are too similar, increasing the 
chance of overlap, and it could also be that when options are given to students, they are choosing 
to write on subjects they are familiar with.  To avoid this problem in future, Schools perhaps may 
need to look at ways of designing this out when devising their assignment questions/topics.  It is 
noted that students who self-plagiarise are often not aware that this is an issue. 
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16. Home Regions 
The graph below represents a breakdown of the ‘home regions’ of students involved in cases. 
The total number of cases was 433.. 
*In 2013/14 the proportion of UK, EU and Overseas students within the University was UK 56%, 
EU 11% and Overseas 33% (these figures illustrate full-time/sandwich students by geographical 
region only). 
  

Total number of cases 2014 
  

 
 

Conclusion is that proportionally, significantly more cases arise amongst overseas students than 
amongst home students. 

 
17. Gender  
 This graph represents a breakdown of the ‘gender’ of students involved in all cases. 

*The proportion of students by gender within the University in 2013/14 was females 58% and 
males 42%. 
 

Total number of cases 2014 
  

 
 

Conclusion is that proportionally more cases arise amongst males than females. 
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 these figures are by academic year (Sep 2013 to Sep 2014), whereas, the academic 
misconduct figures are by calendar year (Jan 2014 to Dec 2014) 

 
18. Recommendations 

 
1. It has become apparent that the process in which Schools refer students for academic 

misconduct investigations has become somewhat informal over the years.  Often, referrals are 
received directly from academics and at times lack relevant information required to evaluate 
the case.  It is proposed to work towards formalising the process for receiving referrals in 
which they are perhaps received via a central point in the School and contain specific 
information.  A template pro-forma is to be devised for completion to accompany every referral 
made to the Academic Registry. 

  
Action: Judith Goldberg 

 
2. A change in staffing responsibilities in Academic Registry has resulted in the Academic 

Registrar/Secretary to Academic Board no longer being involved in the Academic Misconduct 
process.  Section F of the University Regulations to be amended to reflect this. 

 
Action: Ursula Reed 

 
   
19. Penalties in accordance with the regulations were exacted by the Assessment Board in every case 

upheld. 
 
20. It is noted that the number of cases in 2014 has increased by only 1% compared to 2013. 

 
21. This report, once approved by Academic Board, is published on UniHub, so that students may be 

aware of the consequences of academic misconduct. 
 


