
Academic Misconduct Guidance on Penalties 

As members of the King’s community, students are expected to adhere to the regulations, procedures 
and policies of the College, to show respect for the persons within and for the property of the King’s 
community, and to behave in a way that does not interfere with the proper functioning or activities 
of the College. Where there is reason to believe that the behaviour of a student falls below the 
expected standards, as set out below, and/or where regulations, procedures, and/or policies have 
been broken, as outlined below, the Misconduct Procedure will be instigated.  

Please note that the examples of unacceptable academic behaviour listed below are not exhaustive. 
The university can bring action in relation to other unacceptable academic behaviour. Additionally, 
the case studies and indication of the sanctions which may be applied if certain behaviour is found to 
have taken place are illustrative only. King’s will consider any mitigating and aggravating factors when 
determining a penalty. Such factors include, but are not limited to, elements of discrimination, 
instances of previous misconduct, attempts to deceive the examiners, level of study (PG there is 
usually an expectation that there is a better understanding of academic misconduct) and mitigating 
circumstances occurring at the time of the alleged incident. A full list of the sanctions which may be 
imposed is set out in the Misconduct Regulations.  

Academic Misconduct Guideline Penalties Considerations 

First offence of 
plagiarism/collusion (managed 
under LAMP in most cases) UG and 
PGT 

A mark of zero for the 
assessment with the right to 
resit not withdrawn 

If there are aggravating or 
mitigating factors, other 
penalties can be referred 
for consideration by a 
Misconduct Committee 

Second offence of 
plagiarism/collusion UG and PGT 

Cancellation of the module 
mark with the right to resubmit 
withdrawn. 

If there are aggravating or 
mitigating factors and 
other penalties can also 
be considered by a 
Misconduct Committee 

Exam misconduct, including face to 
face and online assessments 

Face to face exam misconduct 
includes: 

collusion, cheating and failure to 
follow examination rules, such as 
switching off mobile telephones 
and speaking in examinations. 

Online exam misconduct includes: 

collusion, plagiarism, contract 
cheating (third-party involvement), 
communicating during the exam 
with others taking the exam. 

A warning 

A mark of zero for the 
assessment with the right to 
resubmit not withdrawn. 

 

Expulsion with credit retained 

Breach of examination 
rules  

The integrity of the 
examination has been 
called into 
question/student may 
have gained a benefit 

An intention to 
cheat/contract cheating 

Contract Cheating (third party 
involvement, ghost writing, use of 
essay mills)  

Expulsion with credit retained If more than one 
assessment is affected 
credit may be removed 



If there are mitigating 
factors, other penalties 
can be considered by a 
Misconduct Committee 

Other cheating (falsifying data for 
research, falsifying medical 
conditions or evidence to gain 
advantage, falsifying or dishonesty 
in group work to gain advantage) 

Cancellation of the module 
mark with the right to resubmit 
withdrawn. 

 

Community Service 

 

Expulsion with credit retained 

The Misconduct 
Committee will consider 
whether there has been a 
deliberate attempt to 
deceive and the potential 
advantage obtained. Any 
mitigating or aggravating 
factors can also be 
considered. 

 

Case Studies  

1. An “essay mill” contacted the university to let us know that a student had used their services 
but had not paid for the essay which they had commissioned. They sent evidence of email 
conversations with the student. The student was brought before the Misconduct Committee 
and was expelled with their credit retained as the student had attempted to contract cheat. 

 

2. A student was a second year undergraduate and had had a previous case of plagiarism in the 
first year when they did not understand how to properly draft and reference their work. They 
came before the Misconduct Committee for the second time. They had had a number of 
personal family issues on this second occasion, which had seriously impacted on their 
academic studies but they had not submitted a mitigating circumstances form as they thought 
that it was best to just get the work done and submit the assignment. There were a number 
of passages of original sources which were not correctly referenced as they had not had time 
to finish their assignment. The Committee considered the mitigating factors and found that 
plagiarism had taken place, but gave a lesser penalty of a mark of zero for the assessment 
with the right to resubmit not withdrawn. The student was directed to support services and 
reminded of the mitigating circumstance procedure for future occasions. 

 

3. A student had taken notes into an examination, which the invigilator found on them after they 
had been in the toilet for some time. The student said that they had not realised that they had 
them when they first got into the examination but realised when they were in the 
examination. They had panicked when they saw the test questions and had gone to the toilet 
to look at the notes. The Committee considered that the student had mitigating factors as 
they had some difficult personal circumstances and had not intended to take the notes into 
the examination, however, they did intend to cheat in the examination as they had looked at 
the notes in the toilet. The student was found to have committed examination misconduct 
with an intention to cheat. They were expelled with their credit retained. 



 

4. A student used a studies skills website to post a question for an online exam whilst the exam 
was live. They admitted to the allegation. The Committee upheld the charge of contract 
cheating for the module. The student presented difficult personal circumstances, including 
mental health difficulties; although they provided no evidence of this, the Committee 
accepted their account. Question posted was worth 3% of marks for the exam paper. Student 
was honest and took responsibility for their actions, but had paid to use the external website 
and intention to cheat was there. In light of mitigating factors, having upheld the charge of 
contract cheating, the Committee ordered a lesser penalty than the precedent and gave a 
mark of zero for the module, and the module would be capped at condoned fail following 
reassessment. 

 

5. Student admitted to the use of a studies skills website for 3 modules during their exams at a 
local departmental meeting and told Faculty of difficult personal circumstances. They did not 
attend the Misconduct Committee Hearing or make any submission. The Committee upheld 
the charge of contract cheating for the modules and saw no reason to deviate from precedent, 
and so ordered expulsion with credit removed. 

 

6. Student admitted to using a studies skills website in one module and attended the Hearing. 
The Committee upheld the charge of contract cheating for the module. The Committee 
considered that the student was honest and engaged fully with process; the use of the website 
was limited to 2 questions in one exam. The Committee saw reason to order a lesser penalty 
on the basis of the mitigation and ordered a mark of zero for the module, with the right to be 
reassessed withdrawn. The Committee were aware this would mean the student would not 
be able to achieve their final award. Right to be considered for an exit award retained. 

 

 

 

 

 


