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SCHEDULE 2 Matrix: Suggested Consequences for Academic Misconduct in HDR Thesis related Assessable work(s)
	Levels*
	HDR academic misconduct occurring:
	Assessment type
	Consequences if an allegation of HDR academic misconduct is upheld

	1

Less serious HDR academic misconduct 

[Decision-maker: Graduate Research Coordinator]
	at any point in time during candidature
	Production of work for assessment, or assessable work, which includes work submitted (chapter drafts, thesis drafts and research proposals) to supervisors, Advisory Panels and/or Graduate Research Coordinators and Graduate Research School in the context of: 

(a) admission; 

(b) milestones such as research proposals, Confirmation of Candidature, annual progress and interim reports; and other reviews of candidature; and
(c) thesis examination

	Penalty:
	Formal Warning 


	
	
	
	Action 1:
	Offer Interview and educational counselling 

	
	
	
	Action 2:
	Instruct HDR student to undertake remedial action to rectify situation. This may include the need to revise and resubmit draft research work.

	
	
	
	Action 3:
	Instruct to undertake/retake ACRI9000 and candidature is noted at ‘risk’ until a pass is obtained in ACRI9000. Progression to examination is not permitted until this is addressed satisfactorily by the HDR student.

	
	
	
	Action 4:
	Issue notice of formal warning

	2

Serious HDR academic misconduct

[Decision-maker: Graduate Research School / Board of Graduate Research School]


	
	
	Thesis Type:
	Master’s by Research thesis
	Doctoral thesis

	
	
	
	Consequences:
	(1) Potential non-acceptance of thesis; and/or

(2) Suspension / termination of candidature; and/or

(3) Restrict HDR student’s access to specified research facilities for a specific period; and/or

(4) Suspension of candidature, including all privileges; and/or

(5) Suspension / termination of University scholarship or advise sponsor where applicable.
	(1) Potential non-acceptance of thesis; and/or

(2) Potential downgrade to masters’ thesis; and/or

(3) Suspension of candidature, including all privileges; and/or

(4) Termination of candidature; and/or

(5) Restrict HDR student’s access to specified research facilities for a specific period; and/or

(6) Suspension / termination of University scholarship or advise sponsor where applicable.



	
	
	
	Action 1:
	Offer Interview and educational counselling 


	Offer Interview and educational counselling 



	
	
	
	Action 2:
	Instruct HDR student to undertake remedial action to rectify situation. This may include the need to revise and resubmit draft research work.
	Instruct HDR student to undertake remedial action to rectify situation. This may include the need to revise and resubmit draft research work.



	
	
	
	Action 3:
	Issue formal notice


	Issue formal notice



	
	
	Submission of final thesis for examination

	Thesis Type:
	Master’s by Research thesis
	Doctoral thesis

	
	
	
	Consequences:
	(1) Potentially a fail result shall be recorded; and/or
(2) Termination of candidature;  

(3) Expulsion from the University (refer to DVC in accordance with Student regulation); or
(4) Award may be withdrawn if misconduct is proven after conferral of the award (refer to DVC in accordance with Student regulation)

	
	
	
	Action 1:
	Issue formal notice


*See explanation of misconduct levels (Turn over) 
Explaining HDR Academic Misconduct Levels

1. LESS SERIOUS HDR ACADEMIC MISCONDUCT – LEVEL 1

1.1. An academic misconduct incident is deemed LESS SERIOUS where the activity may be reasonably judged to result from careless practices and/or neglect of specific guidelines relating to assessment requirements by HDR students, whose outcome compromises the purpose of an assessment to a limited extent only. 
1.2. Less serious HDR academic misconduct may be:

(a) minor or unintentional; and/or

(b) due to poor judgement or inexperience; and/or

(c) a first offence, that is limited in its extent, and/or 

(d) where there are no serious consequences arising from the misconduct; and/or

(e) where remedial action can easily be  taken by the HDR student to rectify the situation.

2. SERIOUS HDR ACADEMIC MISCONDUCT – LEVEL 2

2.1. An academic misconduct incident is deemed Serious where the activity may be reasonably judged to be a serious breach of ethical scholarship and the HDR academic misconduct may be: 

(a) deliberate with an intent to deceive; and/or 

(b) where the misconduct is considered extensive; and/or 

(c) where it is not a first offence; and/or 

(d) where there are serious consequences arising from the misconduct such as adverse effects on research participants. 

2.2. This may include, for example, conducting research without the required ethics clearance; claiming results when none have been obtained; incorrectly interpreting research data resulting in research that is not accurately represented in a thesis that has been submitted for examination; or extensive word-for-word copying of another person’s work without appropriate acknowledgement.
Note 1: Consequences for academic misconduct in coursework units undertaken as part of HDR candidature are dealt in accordance with Schedule 1 for academic misconduct in coursework units. 
Note 2: Consequences for academic misconduct in dissertation units, which are part of a coursework course, are not dealt under this Schedule but must be dealt in accordance with Schedule 1. 

Note 3: Dissertation means the output of research in a course in which the output constitutes at least 25 per cent but less than 66.6 per cent of the requirements of the course in question. Whereas a thesis, which is part of HDR, means the output of research in a course in which the output constitutes more than 66.6 per cent per cent of the requirements of the course in question.


