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Academic Discipline Report 2023-2024 

 
The Student Academic Integrity Policy requires the Registrar to maintain a statistical summary of cases 
that is submitted to Senate annually. This report provides the details of the incident reports received 
between September 01, 2023 and August 31, 2024.   
 
The Academic Integrity Coordinator in the Registrar’s Office collects and compiles data regarding 
academic dishonesty cases from academic units across all three campuses. There were 349 incident 
reports filed between September 01, 2023 and August 31, 2024. The total number of reports for the 
previous academic year is 535. 
 
Of the 349 reports submitted, 63 incidents occurred in online course sections (OL). International students 
were reported in 180 of the 349 cases. Graduate students were reported in 7 cases (2%) of the 349 cases, 
indicating a decrease in the percentage of graduate students that are represented within the total number of 
reports (down from 7% in the previous academic year).  
 
Table 1 provides a breakdown of the reports by type of violation (plagiarism, cheating, fraud or 
misrepresentation). The breakdown by type shows that the majority of reports are categorized as cheating 
(77%) compared to those categorized as plagiarism (17%) and fraud or misrepresentation (6%). When an 
instructor explicitly prohibits the use of artificial intelligence tools and the student uses them anyway, the 
report is categorized as an incident of cheating. The shift toward the majority of reports being categorized 
as cheating began with the shift to emergency remote instruction and that trend has continued after the 
return to in person classes.  
 
Table 2 details the breakdown of penalties assigned. At the first level of decision making by the 
instructor, the penalty of a “zero mark for the work” was the most common penalty assigned by 
instructors (62%) followed by a penalty of “warning” (8%). Cases that are escalated to the second level of 
decision making by the Registrar or the Chair can receive an additional penalty consisting of one or more 
of the following: formal reprimand, grade less harsh than an FD, or an FD grade and/or a referral to 
UBSD recommending a term of suspension.  
 
Table 3 provides a breakdown of incident reports by Faculty. All but one of the 349 reports are incidents 
of “academic dishonesty” which is defined as an incident occurring within in a course. Included in the 
report is one incident of “academic misconduct” occurring outside a course; this incident was identified 
within the Registrar’s Office as a case of misrepresentation of credentials. 
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TABLE 1: Type of Incident 
 
Type of Incident: 
 

September 
2020 to 
August 2021 

September 
2021 to 
August 2022 

September 
2022 to 
August 2023 

September 
2023 to August 
2024 

Plagiarism 
Examples: 
- Submitted AI generated paper that 
contains fabricated citations.   
- Minimally changing the wording from 
content sources with incomplete citation and 
paraphrasing. 

 
 

203 

 
 

179 

 
 

142 

 
 

58 

Cheating on exams or assignments 
Examples: 
- Used ChatGPT without permission of 

the instructor to generate the majority of 
content for final projects (essays, 
research projects). 

- Possession and use of smart watch 
during in-person exam.  

- Re-submitting the assignment of another 
student who had taken the course in a 
previous semester.  
 

 
 

590 

 
 

355 

 
 

370 

 
 

268 

Fraud/Misrepresentation 
Examples: 
- Requesting an academic concession 

under false pretenses.  
 

 
 

13 

 
 
4 

 
 

22 
 
 

 
 

22 

Academic Misconduct 
- submitting tampered documentation that 
falsely represents status as withdrawn from 
a course. 

  1 1 

TOTAL      806 538 535 349 
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TABLE 2: Assignment of Penalties 
 
Penalty  
 

September 2020 
to August 2021 

September 2021 
to August 2022 

September 2022 
to August 2023 

September 2023 to 
August 2024 

Assigned by Instructor 
Give the student a 
warning 

56 41 53 28 

Re-do the work or do 
supplementary work 

10 24 29 11 

Assign a grade penalty 
less harsh than ‘F’ for 
the work 

233 118 111 16 

Impose a failing mark 
for the work 

507 355 355 226 

Assigned by Chair or Registrar 
Issue a formal reprimand 
 

52 22 26 2 

Assign a grade less harsh 
than ‘FD’ for the course 

32 17 18 11 

Assign a grade of “FD” 
 

29 28 25 19 

Note: Decision makers can assign more than one penalty for every incident (e.g. FD grade and a referral to 
UBSD). 
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TABLE 3: Prevalence of academic integrity reports by Faculty 
 

 
 

Faculty September 
2020 to 
August  
2021 

September 
2021 to 
August  
2022 

September 
2022 to 
August  
2023 

September 
2023 to 
August  
2024 

Percentage % of 
reports submitted 
by Faculty, 
September 2021 to 
August 2022 

Applied Sciences 144 113 145 80 23 

Arts & Social 
Sciences 

242 178 190 145 42 

Beedie School of 
Business 

81 19 23 15 4 

Communication, Art 
& Technology 

12 42 14 10 3 

Education 7 9 5 1 negligible 
Environment 25 51 59 40 12 
Health Sciences 25 27 6 7 2 
Science 270 99 92 50 14 
Academic Misconduct 
(outside a course) 

  1 1 negligible 

Total 806 538 535 349 100 



University Board on Student Discipline (UBSD) 
Reporting Period: September 1, 2023 – August 31, 2024 

UBSD Membership 

Faculty: David Murphy, School of Communication (September 2024 – August 2026) 
Shivanand Balram, Geography (January 2022 – December 2025) 
Brenda Davison, Mathematics (February 2022 – January 2025) 
Peter Liljedahl, Education (October 2020 – September 2023) 
Gregory Baker, Computing Science (February 2021 – May 2024) 
Helen Bailey, School of Mechatronic Systems Engineering (June 2024 – May 2025) 
Paul Garfinkel, Global Humanities (October 2023 – January 2024) 
Mark Lechner, Health Sciences (April 2024 - March 2026) 
Joel Heng Hartse, Education (June 2024 – May 2025) 
Sean Zwagerman, English (March 2024 – March 2026) 

Students: Amanda Cronkite, Undergraduate – Business (October 2020 - April 2025) 
Dara Penner, Philosophy (October 2023 - September 2024) 
Karmen Gill, Undergraduate – Science (October 2020 - September 2022) 
Livia Poljak, Graduate – Education (October 2020 - September 2023) 
Anum Khalid, Undergraduate – Psychology (October 2022 - April 2025) 
Laya Behbahani, Graduate – School of Communication (March 2024 - March 2025) 
Shauna-Kaye Brown, Graduate – School of Communication (November 2023 - 
October 2025) 
Katerina Mihajloksa Bichaksiz, Graduate – Education (June 2024 – May 2025) 
Micheal Obakhavbaye – Graduate – Education (June 2024 – May 2025) 

Staff: Bettina Cenerelli, Arts & Social Sciences (November 2021 - October 2024) 
Amanda Woodhall, Applied Sciences (November 2021 – October 2027) 
Ben Lee, Health Sciences (November 2023 - November 2025) 
Kathryn Savage, Science (May 2024 - April 2027) 
Patricia Wong, Arts & Social Sciences (May 2024 - April 2025) 
Kellie Smith, Education (April 2024 - March 2025) 
Shane Simpson, Business (April 2024 – April 2027) 

Five cases concerning academic dishonesty were heard by the University Board on Student 
Discipline in the period covered by the report.  

A summary of the cases is attached for information. 

Steven Noel 
Secretary, University Board on Student Discipline 



Student Discipline Summary: 

FILE # Nature of Offence Outcome 
23-6 Academic Dishonesty under SFU Policy S 10.01, section 

2.3.1 - Plagiarism, including: (b) copying all or part of an 
essay or other assignment from an author or other person, 
including a tutor or student mentor, and presenting the 
material as the student’s original work; (e) the 
unauthorized use of devices, such as mobile phones, to 
receive or share information pertaining to the 
examination; (f) the unauthorized access or sharing of 
information or resources, in any format, pertaining to the 
examination.  

The UBSD denied the student's appeal and upheld the 
finding of the Instructor that the Applicant committed 
academic dishonesty. Pursuant to s.6.3 of Policy S10.02, 
the Tribunal directed that the penalty imposed by the 
Respondent remain in place. 

23-8 Academic Dishonesty under SFU Policy S 10.01, section 
2.3.1 - Plagiarism, including: (b) copying all or part of an 
essay or other assignment from an author or other person, 
including a tutor or student mentor, and presenting the 
material as the student’s original work; section 2.3.4 - 
Submitting as one's original work an essay…or part 
thereof, that was purchased or otherwise acquired from 
another source…; section 2.3.6: Cheating in assignments, 
projects, examinations, or other forms of evaluation by: 
(a)  using, or attempting to use, another individual’s 
answers.  

The President accepted the unanimous recommendation 
of the UBSD that the student receive a one-semester 
suspension from Simon Fraser University.  

23-10 Academic Dishonesty under SFU Policy S 10.01, section 
2.3.1 - Plagiarism, including: (b) copying all or part of an 
essay or other assignment from an author or other person, 
including a tutor or student mentor, and presenting the 
material as the student’s original work; section 2.3.4 - 
Submitting as one's original work an essay…or part 
thereof, that was purchased or otherwise acquired from 
another source…; section 2.3.6 - Cheating in 
assignments, projects, examinations, or other forms of 
evaluation by: (a) using, or attempting to use, another 
individual’s answers; section 2.3.7 - Impersonating a 
candidate or being impersonated in an examination.  

The President accepted the unanimous recommendation 
of the UBSD that the student receive a six-semester 
suspension from Simon Fraser University. 

23-21 Academic Dishonesty under SFU Policy S 10.01, section 
2.3.3 - Cheating during an examination, including: (c) the 
unauthorized possession or use of course notes or any 
other aids not approved by an instructor during an 
examination; (e) the unauthorized use of devices, such as 
mobile phones, to receive or share information pertaining 
to the examination; section 2.3.6 - Cheating in 
assignments, projects, examinations, or other forms of 
evaluation by: (a) using, or attempting to use, another 
individual’s answers. 

The President accepted the unanimous recommendation 
of the UBSD that the student receive a seven-semester 
suspension from Simon Fraser University. 

24-5 Academic Dishonesty under SFU Policy S 10.01, section 
2.3.3 - Cheating during an examination, including: (a) the 
unauthorized sharing of material such as textbooks 
during an “open book” examination; (d) the unauthorized 
possession, use, or sharing of an examination question 
sheet, an examination answer book, a completed 
examination or assignment, or other examination 
material; (f) the unauthorized access or sharing of 
information or resources, in any format, pertaining to the 
examination. 

The UBSD denied the student's appeal and upheld the 
finding of the Instructor that the Applicant committed 
academic dishonesty. Pursuant to s.6.3 of Policy S10.02, 
the Tribunal directed that the penalty imposed by the 
Respondent remain in place. 

 



Senate Committee on Disciplinary Appeals – SCODA 
2023-24 Report 

1 
 

Senate Committee on Disciplinary Appeals 
(SCODA) 

 
Reporting Period 

September 2023 – August 2024 
 

The Senate Committee on Disciplinary Appeals (SCODA) heard seven appeals during the 
period covered by this report.  All hearings were conducted online using Zoom.  
  
SCODA Appeal No. 2023-01 – Academic Misconduct 
 
This appeal involved an undergraduate student who committed academic integrity violations 
across three separate courses and terms: IAT 202 (Spring 2021), ECON 362 (Fall 2021), and 
ECON 302 (Spring 2023). The infractions included reusing previously submitted coursework 
without approval, failing to keep the camera on during a closed-book final exam, and plagiarism, 
which the student admitted to after concerns were raised by the instructor. The Registrar issued a 
formal reprimand and, in consultation with faculty, imposed a grade of “FD” in ECON 302. 
The student appealed under Policy S10.03, arguing that the penalty was excessive. After 
reviewing submissions from both the student and the Registrar, SCODA concluded that the “FD” 
grade in ECON 302 was proportionate, given the repeated and serious nature of the misconduct.  
 
The appeal was denied. 
 
SCODA Appeal No. 2024-01 – Academic Misconduct 
 
In this case, an undergraduate student admitted to using an unauthorized “cheat sheet” during a 
CMPT 201 exam in Fall 2023. The instructor issued a zero on the exam, leading to a failing 
grade in the course, and referred the case to the Department’s Academic Integrity Committee 
(AIC). The AIC imposed an “FD” grade based on the seriousness of the infraction. The student, 
having expressed remorse and admitted fault, appealed the “FD” to SCODA, claiming the 
sanction was excessive. 
 
SCODA found that while the misconduct was intentional, it was isolated and brief. Considering 
the penalty already imposed, the committee deemed the “FD” disproportionate.  
 
The appeal was allowed, and the grade was changed from “FD” to “F”. 
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SCODA Appeal No. 2024-02 – Academic Misconduct 
 
This case involved a student in PHIL 357 who submitted a final essay generated almost entirely 
using an AI tool, in violation of explicit course instructions. The essay was worth 50% of the 
final grade. The student admitted to the misconduct, which constituted a second violation—the 
first having occurred in Fall 2022. The Registrar imposed a formal reprimand and an “FD” 
grade, and referred the matter to the University Board of Student Discipline (UBSD), which 
recommended an additional one-semester suspension. 
 
SCODA held that repeated misconduct after prior educational interventions justified a strong 
response. The committee acknowledged the student’s concerns as an international student but 
emphasized the need for consistent application of disciplinary processes. SCODA upheld the 
“FD” grade and the suspension.  
 
The appeal was dismissed. 
 
SCODA Appeal No. 2024-03 – Academic Misconduct 
 
This appeal involved an undergraduate student who received an “FD” grade in GEOG 312 (Fall 
2023), following a second academic misconduct incident. In CA 104 (Fall 2021), the student’s 
assignment bore strong similarities to another’s work. In GEOG 312, the student admitted to 
using an AI tool to translate answers during an exam, contrary to course instructions. The 
Registrar issued a formal reprimand and assigned the “FD” grade, citing precedent. 
The student appealed on grounds of procedural error and excessive penalty, arguing that 
translation tools were not explicitly prohibited. SCODA found no procedural error but agreed 
that the “FD” grade was excessive given the nature of the misconduct.  
 
The committee recommended that the grade be changed to an “F”. 
 
SCODA Appeal No. 2024-04 – Academic Misconduct 
 
An undergraduate student appealed the assignment of an “F” in PSYC 366 (Fall 2023), following 
two academic misconduct incidents. In GEOG 100 (Summer 2021), the student used 
unauthorized resources during an exam. In PSYC 366, the student engaged in patchwriting in a 
paper, attributing it to personal challenges and inadvertent error. No direct penalty was imposed 
for the latter incident, and the student opted for an NC (No Credit) grade after failing the course. 
The Registrar issued a formal reprimand and changed the PSYC 366 grade to “F”, citing the 
student’s prior misconduct. The student argued that the penalty was excessive and harmful to 
their academic standing. SCODA concluded that the Registrar’s response was measured and 
appropriate.  
 
The appeal was denied. 
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SCODA Appeal No. 2024-05 – Academic Misconduct 
 
This appeal concerned an undergraduate student who received a reduced final grade in PSYC 
391 (Spring 2024) after submitting a final paper with fabricated citations, generated using an AI 
tool. A previous academic integrity violation had occurred in PSYC 376 (Spring 2022), resolved 
informally with a resubmission. In PSYC 391, the instructor assigned a zero on the paper. The 
department later imposed a one-letter grade reduction and mandated an academic integrity 
tutorial. 
 
The student acknowledged the error and expressed remorse but argued that the grade reduction 
was excessive and would prevent graduation. The department maintained that the penalty was 
appropriate and emphasized the seriousness of fabricating citations. SCODA upheld the penalty, 
concluding that the sanction was proportionate and consistent with institutional standards.  
 
The appeal was dismissed. 
 
SCODA Appeal No. 2024-06 – Academic Misconduct 
 
This case involved a student who received an “FD” grade in STAT 475 (Spring 2024) after 
submitting assignments with substantial similarities to those of other students. The student had a 
prior violation in GEOG 100 (Summer 2021), where they left the online exam environment 
without permission. In STAT 475, identical or nearly identical answers, formatting, and code 
errors appeared across seven assignments.  
 
The student admitted to using a tutoring service that contributed to the overlapping content. 
 
The instructor applied assignment-specific penalties, reducing the student’s final grade to “C”, 
but the Registrar later imposed an “FD” due to the scope and nature of the misconduct. The 
student argued the penalty was excessive and disputed the claim of intentional dishonesty. 
SCODA found the “FD” grade consistent with policy and justified by the repeated, deliberate 
nature of the misconduct.  
 
The appeal was denied. 
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SCODA Membership as of August 2024: 
 
Chair:   Shafik Bhalloo, Beedie School of Business 
Vice-Chair:  Douglas Allen, Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences 

 
Faculty (Regular Member): 
   Ingrid Northwood, Faculty of Science 

      
Faculty (Alternate Member): 
   Leanne Barlow, Beedie School of Business 
  Abraham Punnen, Faculty of Science 

 
Students (Regular Member): 
  Rishu Bagga, Student Representative 
  Henry Do, Student Representative 
  Darrick Gunawan, Student Representative  
   
Students (Alternate Member): 
  Pok Man Tong, Student Representative 
  Deion Fairfax, Student Representative 
 
Secretary (Appointed): 

Concetta Di Francesco, Senate and Academic Services 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________          April 24, 2025                                                                                                            
Shafik Bhalloo, Chair (2023-2024)                    Date  
Senate Committee on Disciplinary Appeals (SCODA) 




