
Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision
Feb Case 10022021 (DAC) 

re 16112020
Academic 
misconduct - 
Appeal

CDC found student guilty of: Collusion in a test -  On 29 September 2020, seven (7) students 
wrote  A1 assessment for the Marketing 344 module the students worked together during the 
assessment despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted in a test. One student 
appealed the sanction. 

The DAC upheld the CDC sanction. 1. Forfeiture of the assessment mark.    2. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from 
the SU.     3. Written apology to the lecturer.    4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on 
the faculty digital noticeboards.

The student could not provide sufficient reasons for the DAC to deviate from, and overturn, the CDC sanction.

Feb Case 10022021 (DAC) 
re 081220202

Residence 
misconduct - 
Appeal

CDC found a male student guilty of granting unauthorised entry to a non resident female 
student to Metanoia residence on two occasions( on  24 August 2020 and 3 September 2020 ). 
This  was in breach of Covid Regulations and Residence rules.

The DAC upheld the CDC sanction. 1. Effective suspension from the residence for the academic year 2021.   2. Written apology 
to the Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the  residence 
electronic platform with the student's  name redacted.

The student could not provide sufficient reasons for the DAC to deviate from, and overturn, the CDC sanction.

Feb Case 11022021 (DAC) 
re 18112020

Academic 
misconduct- 
Appeal

CDC found student guilty of : Collusion in a test - On  7 September 2020 two students wrote 
A1 assessment  for the Actuarial Science 241 Mathematical Statics 214 module, the students 
worked together on both tests despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted in a 
test.

The DAC upheld the CDC sanction. 1. Forfeiture of the Actuarial  Science 242.    2. Forfeiture of the Mathematical Statics 214 
assessment mark. 3. Six (6) months suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the faculty  digital noticeboards with the students' name 
redacted.

The students could not provide sufficient reasons for the DAC to deviate from, and overturn, the CDC sanction.

Feb Case 12022021 Academic 
misconduct

Plagiarism - On 17 November 2020, during Private Law 372 (Contract Law), the student 
copied and pasted sections from the  prescribed textbook and a media summary of a 
Constitutional Court judgment without acknowledgement of the sources.

Guilty of plagiarism - Rule 10.1, 9.8 1.Forfeiture of the  module  2. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.    3. 
Written apology to the lecturer  4. Publication of proceedings on the digital noticeboards 
with the student name redacted.

1. Pleaded guilty  2. The seriousness of the misconduct.  3. The interests of the University community in upholding the 
academic integrity of assessments.

Feb Case 12022021 Academic 
misconduct

Cheating in a test - On 25 November 2020, during A2S2 assessment for the Economics 281
module, the student copied from the content produced by other authors without
referencing of the sources.

Guilty of cheating - Rule 10.1 , 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the module.  2. Twelve (12 )months suspended suspension from the SU.  3.   
Publication of proceedings on the digital noticeboards with the student name redacted  4. 
Written apology to the lecturer.

1, Pleaded guilty    2. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed. 3. The panel deemed the sanction 
appropriate given the effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity of Stellenbosch University.  4. To forfeit the 
marks obtained in the A2S2 assessment, instead of the entire module, would result in the student still passing the 
relevant module .    5.The panel deems this (point 4) unfair towards the remaining students of the module. Accordingly, 
the student forfeits the entire module.

Feb Case 24022021 Academic 
misconduct

Cheating in a test - On 28 August 2020, during an on-line test for the Animal Physiology 344  
module, the student  copied  from class notes and  audio clips despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted in the test.

Guilty of cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 1. Forfeiture of the module.  2. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.                                         1. Pleaded guilty    2. The seriousness of the misconduct.  3. The interests of the University community in upholding the 
academic integrity of assessments.

Feb Case 24022021 Residence 
misconduct

On 22 November 2020, the student invited friends to his room in Helshoogte Residence and 
drank alcohol despite being aware that this behaviour  was in contravention of the Covid19 
protocol, alcohol ban in residences and Residence Rules.

Guilty of contravening the amended residence rules 1(a)  which 
came into effect from October 2020 - Rule 1 (a)Residence Rules 
5.1.1,  5.1. 3 and Rule 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.8

1. Effective suspension from all the SU residence for the academic year  2021.  2. Written 
apology to the Residence Head.      3. Publication of the misconduct and sanction on the 
residence electronic platform and must be made available to all students who will be in 
residence with the student’s name redacted.

1. Pleaded guilty .   2. The seriousness of the misconduct,  3. The interests of the University community.

Mar Case 01032021 Academic 
misconduct

Cheating in  exam - On 21 November 2020, the student  wrote 1st opportunity examination 
for the TKNI 344 module. The student  copied from  journal articles and online sources  
despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted in the exam. 

Guilty of cheating in exam - Rule 10.1. and 9.8 1. Effective suspension from the SU for the academic 2021.   2. Forfeiture of the module.   3. 
Written apology to the lecturer.   4. Publication of the misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty digital noticeboard with the student's name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2. The panel deemed the sanction appropriate given the 
effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity of Stellenbosch University.   3. The seniority of the student.   4. The 
student was found guilty of similar misconduct on 26 October 2020. Thus the suspended suspension which she received 
at that particular hearing, must now come into effect.   5. The instructions for the assessment was clear – the student 
was aware that no information from any sources may be directly copied and pasted.

Mar Case 02032021 Academic 
misconduct

Cheating in exam - On 3 November 2020, during the Private Law 272 module exam, the 
student copied answers to the majority of the short and long questions from the slides 
available on SUNLearn despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted in the 
exam. 

Guilty of cheating in exam - Rule 10.1. and 9.8  1. Forfeiture of the module.   2.12 months suspended suspension from the SU.   3. 
Publication of the misconduct and sanction on the faculty digital noticeboard.

1. The seriousness of the misconduct.   2. The lack of remorse shown by the student throughout proceedings.   3. The 
interests of the University community.

Mar Case 03032021 Academic 
misconduct

Collusion in a test - On  19 November 2020, three students wrote the final assessment for the  
Criminal Law 171 module. . The students worked together during the assessment despite 
being aware that such conduct was not permitted in the test.

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1.Forfeiture of the  module.  2. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the US.   3. 
Written apology to the lecturer.    4. Publication of proceedings on the digital noticeboards 
with the student name redacted.         

1. Pleaded guilty.   2. The sanction ought to give a strong message to the student community that academic misconduct 
will not be tolerated at Stellenbosch University.   3. The misconduct committed by the student was extreme as the  
student colluded during an examination.   4. The sanction ought to enforce and uphold the standard of academic 
integrity of Stellenbosch University. Signed

Mar Case 04032021 Academic 
misconduct

Collusion - two students worked together  during online assessments on:   -08 May, 15 May 
and 26 June 2020 -  Mathematical Statistics 312 module;   26 September and 09 October 2020-  
A1 and supplementary A1 opportu1nity for the Mathematical Statics 344 module;   09 
September 2020 -  A1 assessment; and 14 November 2020,-  A2 assessment  Mathematical 
Statics 364 module.

Guilty of collusion and cheating in exam - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of all the  modules written of these dates.   2.Directive be issued by the CDC to 
the Faculty in which it will be instructed that the students not be allowed to take any 
Modules for the Honours degree during the 2021 academic year.   3. Suspended expulsion 
from the SU.   4. Written apologies to the lecturers.   5. Publication of proceedings on the 
digital noticeboards with the student name redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interest of members of the University Community in 
upholding the academic integrity of the examination.   3. The finding was in the best interest of upholding the 
academic Integrity of the Stellenbosch University. 

Mar Case 08032021 Academic 
misconduct

Cheating in exam - On 21 November 2020, the student wrote 1st opportunity examination for 
the TKNI 344 module. The student  copied from  journal articles and online sources  despite 
being aware that such conduct was not permitted in the exam.

Guilty of cheating in exam - Rule 10.1. and 9,8 1. Effective suspension from the SU for 12 months (for the duration of the 2021 academic 
year).   2. Forfeiture of the module.   3, Written apology to the lecturer.   4 Publication of 
proceedings on the digital noticeboards with the student name redacted.

1.The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2, The panel deemed the sanction appropriate given the 
effect of the misconduct on the academic ntegrity of Stellenbosch University.   3, The seniority of the student.   4, The 
student was found guilty of similar misconduct on 26 October 2020. Thus the suspended suspension which she received 
at that particular hearing, must now come into effect.   5, The instructions for the assessment was clear – the student 
was aware that no information from any sources may be directly copied and pasted.

Mar Case 10032021 Disciplinary 
Misconduct

Threatening behaviour /Assault  - during  August/ September 2020, a male student  
threatened  a female student . On 29 September 2020 the male student  assaulted the same  
female student at his  residence 

Guilty of threatening/assault - Rule 9,1, 9,3, 12,2 and 9,5 1. Effective suspension from the SU for 12 months (for the duration of the 2021 academic 
year) with immediate effect.   2. Publication of proceedings  with the student name 
redacted through both Student Affairs and the Equality Unit.  3. Further, if the student is 
found guilty of similar misconduct during the remainder of his studies he will be expelled 
from the University.                                                                  

1, The seriousness of the misconduct;   2, The repetitive nature of the misconduct;   3, The fact that the complainant 
was pregnant at the time of the misconduct;   4, The University’s interest in maintaining a safe campus, environment, 
as well as concerns surrounding gender-based violence.   5, The interests of the University community.

Mar Case 18032021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism  - On 20 November 2020, the student  submitted a research assignment which 
formed part of the LL.M (Equality in the Workplace Module). The Turnitin Report detected a 
71% similarity index indicating the use of ideas and or materials of others without 
acknowledgement. A partial manual review of the  assignment by the lecturer confirmed the 
plagiarism. 

Guilty of plagiarism  - Rules 10.1 and 9,8 1. Forfeiture of the mark in the assignment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 
Publication of proceedings on the faculty noticeboards with the student name redacted.   4. 
Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.  2. The interest of members of the University Community in 
upholding the academic integrity of the examination.   3. The finding was in the best interest of upholding the 
academic Integrity of the Stellenbosch University. 

Mar Case 18032021 Academic 
misconduct

Collusion/cheating in a test - On 24 November 2020, the student  wrote an assessment for 
the Survival Analysis 875 module. The student  answers contained data and questions which 
he did not receive. Some other students were  assigned the questions and data which he 
used which is an indication that the student worked together with other students who 
received these data sets and questions despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted in the test.

Guilty of cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9,8 1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Suspended expulsion  from the US.   3. Publication of 
proceedings on faculty noticeboards with the student name redacted.   4. Written apology to 
the lecturer.   5. Publication of proceedings on the faculty noticeboards with the student 
name redacted. 

1.  Seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interest of members of the University Community in 
upholding the academic integrity of the examination.   3. The finding was in the best interest of upholding the 
academic Integrity of the Stellenbosch University. 

Mar Case 18032021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Cheating  in a test - On 7 November 2020, the student submitted an examination paper which 
formed part of the LL.M Equality in the Workplace Module. The student  copied verbatim 
from an internet source without referencing   which amounted to plagiarism;   On  9 
November 2020, the student submitted a research assignment . The Turnitin Report detected 
a 36% similarity index . A manual review of the assignment by the lecturer confirmed the 
alleged plagiarism. 

Guilty of plagiarism and cheating in  an exam - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1.Forfeiture of the module.   2. Suspended expulsion  from the US.   3. Publication of 
proceedings on faculty noticeboards with the student name redacted.   4. Written apology to 
the lecturer.   5. Forfeiture of the question marking LLM Equality in the Workplace exam 
paper.   6.The student must make an appointment with the writing consultants at the Law 
Faculty to assist with how to edit and reference assignments. If the student fails to make this 
appointment, the student will be suspended for six (6) months.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interest of members of the University Community in 
upholding the academic integrity of the examination.   3. The finding was in the best interest of upholding the 
academic Integrity of the Stellenbosch University. 

Mar Case 18032021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism - On 20 November 2020, the student submitted a research assignment  which 
formed part of the LL.M (Equality in the Workplace Module). The Turnitin Report detected a 
64% similarity index. A  manual review of the assignment by the lecturer confirmed the  
plagiarism. 

Guilty of plagiarism and cheating in  an exam - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the  two modules.   2. Suspended expulsion  from the US.  3. Publication of 
proceedings on faculty noticeboards with the student name redacted.   4. Written apology to 
the lecturer.  5.The student must make an appointment with the writing consultants at the 
Law Faculty to assist with how to edit and reference assignments. If the student fails to 
make this appointment, the student will be suspended for six (6) months.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.  2. The interest of members of the University Community in 
upholding the academic integrity of the examination.   3. The finding was in the best interest of upholding the 
academic Integrity of the Stellenbosch University. 

CENTRAL DISCIPLINARY OUTCOMES UPDATED UNTIL DECEMBER 2021



Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision
Mar Case 26032021 Academic 

Misconduct
Collusion in a test - Seventy (70) students were accused of collusion during the  online A2S2 
assessment  Financial Accounting 188 module which was written November 2020.  Twenty-
nine (29) groups of students ranging from two (2) to six (6)students per group assisted each 
other with answers during this online assessment.

Out of the 70 students, 68 students were found guilty of collusion 
and cheating in the assessment - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 ; Two (2) 
students comprising of one(1) group were found not guilty.

66 student students: -   1. forfeiture of the Financial Accounting 188.   2. Written apology to 
the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension.   4. Publication of sanction on 
SUNLearn page of the Financial Accounting 188 module with the students name redacted.     
2 students were found guilty of  colluding in 10% of the paper- These students:   1. Forfeiture 
of the assessment marks for the specific question.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 
Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of sanction on 
SUNLearn page of the Financial Accounting 188 module with the students name redacted.

 For 66 students:   1.The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2. The panel deemed the sanction 
appropriate given the effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity of Stellenbosch University.   3. Consistency: a 
total of 70 students who wrote the A2S2 Assessment for Financial Accounting, are accused of having 
cheated/committed plagiarism. Accordingly, the panel wishes to impose a sanction which is consistent with the 
sanctions imposed in similar matters.  4. The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that 
dishonesty will not be tolerated.  5. After consideration, there does not appear to be any mitigating factors requiring a 
lesser sanction.   For 2 students:   1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.  2. The panel deemed the 
sanction appropriate given the effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity of Stellenbosch University.  3. 
Consistency • A total of 70 students who wrote the A2S2 Assessment for Financial Accounting, are accused of having 
cheated/committed plagiarism. Thus, the panel wished to impose a sanction which is consistent with the sanctions 
imposed in similar matters. • However, it was brought to panel’s, that in previous instances where the student was 
found guilty of having colluded in only 10% or less of the paper (as is also the case presently), the matter is referred 
back to the Department, to subtract the specific question’s marks from their paper. The panel therefore found 
accordingly.   4. The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will not be tolerated.

Mar Case 01042021 (DAC)  
re Case 26032021

Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

Out of the above seventy (70) students -  three students appealed the CDC sanction. The DAC dismissed the appeals and the CDC sanction stands. 1. forfeiture of the Financial Accounting 188.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 
Twelve (12) months suspended suspension.  4. Publication of sanction on SUNLearn page of 
the Financial Accounting 188 module with the students name redacted.        

The students could not provide sufficient reasons for the DAC to deviate from, and overturn, the CDC sanction. The DAC 
believes that the seriousness of the misconduct.

Mar Case 29/ 30032021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion in a test - Sixteen (16)  students were accused of collusion  in A2S2 Assessment for 
FinAcc 288 which was written during November 2020. Seven (7) groups of students ranging 
from two to four students per group assisted each other during this online assessment. 

All 16 students admitted to misconduct and  were found guilty of 
collusion and cheating - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 

1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of proceedings on the Faculty  
noticeboards or SUNLearn page of the Financial Accounting 288 module  with the students' 
name redacted. 

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.  2. The panel deemed the sanction appropriate given the 
effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity of Stellenbosch University.   3. Consistency – a number of students 
who wrote the A2S2 Assessment for FinAcc 288 (Paper 1 & 2), are accused of having cheated/committed plagiarism. 
Accordingly, the panel wishes to impose a sanction which is consistent with the sanctions imposed in similar matters.   
4. The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will not be tolerated.

Apr Case 06042021 (DAC) 
re 27112020

Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

CDC found the student guilty of - Cheating in a test - On 19 October 2020, during the Animal 
Physiology 344 assessment, the student copied a significant part of  answers  from the 
lecturer’s class notes and slides despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted in 
the test.

The DAC upheld the sanction. 1. Forfeiture of the assessments marks.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.  3. Twelve (12) 
months suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on 
the digital  Faculty  noticeboards with the student's name redacted.

The student could not provide sufficient reasons for the DAC to deviate from, and overturn, the CDC sanction. The DAC 
believes that the seriousness of the misconduct, as well as the fact that student had been given an opportunity to 
resubmit his assignment.

Apr Case14042021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion /cheating in a test - On 25 February 2021 , the student  assisted a fellow student 
during a sick test for the SPH 332 module despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted.

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test  - Rule 10.1. and 9,8 1. Forfeiture of the  module.   2. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension  from the SU.  3. 
Publication of proceedings on the faculty noticeboards or SUNLearn page of the module with 
the student name redacted.   4. Written apology to the lecturer.   5. A written warning and 
must write a 10 page essay on ethics in the field of study.

1. Pleaded guilty   2. The seriousness of the allegation against the student.   3. The interests of the University and the 
relevant Faculty in upholding the academic integrity of the assessment.   4. The evidence obtained during the initial 
investigation.  5. Consistency – accordingly, the panel wishes to impose a sanction which is consistent with the sanctions 
imposed in similar matters.   6. The integrity of  fellow students.

Apr Case14042021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion /cheating in a test-   On 25 February 2021 ,the student was assisted by a fellow 
student during a sick test  for the SPH 332  despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted. 

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test  - Rule 10.1. and 9,8 1. Forfeiture of the  module.  2.Twelve (12) months suspended suspension  from the SU.   3. 
Publication of proceedings on the faculty noticeboards or SUNLearn page of the module with 
the student name redacted.   4. Written apology to the lecturer. 

1. Pleaded guilty.   2. The seriousness of the allegation against the student.   3. The interests of the University and the 
relevant Faculty in upholding the academic integrity of the assessment.   4. The evidence obtained during the initial 
investigation.   5. Consistency – accordingly, the panel wishes to impose a sanction which is consistent with the 
sanctions imposed in similar matters.  6. The integrity of  fellow students.

Apr Case14042021 Academic 
misconduct

Collusion /cheating in a test - On  08 December 2020 the student copied a fellow student’s 
work during the  assessment for the Industrial Programming 244  despite being aware that 
such conduct was not permitted. 

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test  - Rule 10.1. and 9,8 1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3.Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension  from the SU.  4. Publication of proceedings on the digital noticeboards 
with the student name redacted. 

1. Pleaded guiltY.   2. The transgression is that of a serious nature.   3. The sanction ought to act as a deterrent to 
other students.   4. The academic integrity of Stellenbosch University ought to be upheld.

Apr Case14042021 Academic 
misconduct

Cheating and Plagiarism  - On 2 November 2020, the student submitted a Master’s thesis for 
the Economics 872 module. Turnitin Report detected a 30% similarity index. After activating 
the function on Turnitin.com to search for hidden text, Turnitin reported that there were 
quotation marks across 50 pages of the 68 page document which were deliberately hidden by 
the student by inserting characters which resulting in Turnitin not picking up the extent of 
plagiarism. 

Guilty of cheating/plagiarism  in an exam - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Effective suspension from the SU for the academic year 2021.   2. Upon return in the 
academic year 2022, suspended expulsion from the SU.   3. Written apology to the lecturer.   
4. Publication of proceedings on the faculty noticeboards  with the student name redacted.  
5. Forfeiture of the module.

1. Pleaded guilty.   2. The seriousness of the allegation against the student.   3. The interests of the University and the 
relevant Faculty in upholding the academic integrity.   4. The evidence obtained during the initial investigation.   5. 
Surrounding circumstances: The lack of support and feedback from her supervisor.

Apr Case 15042021 Academic 
misconduct

Collusion /cheating in a test - On  27 November 2020, two students submitted A2 assessment  
for the Financial Risk Management 252 module which had similar answers.   - On  25 
November 2020, the same two students submitted  their A2 assessment  for Financial Risk 
Management 242 module which had similar  answers.   The students worked together during 
the assessments despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of collusion/cheating in exam - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the two modules.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) 
months suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of proceedings on the digital 
noticeboards with the student name redacted.

1. Pleaded guilty.   2. The transgression is that of a serious nature. 3. The sanction ought to act as a deterrent to other 
students.   4. The academic integrity of Stellenbosch University ought to be upheld.

Apr Case15042021 Academic 
misconduct

Collusion /cheating in a test - On  11 November 2020,two students wrote A2S2 assessment for 
the Financial Accounting 178 module. According to the lecturer the students  answers were 
striking similar. A comparison of IP addresses for submissions also revealed that the students  
submitted from the same IP address. It was alleged that the students worked together during 
the assessment

Not guilty of  Rule 10.1. and 9.8 The CDC found the students not guilty of the allegations. 1. Pleaded  not guilty.  2.On a balance of probabilities, the students statements and explanations were found to be 
credible and probable. The extent of similarity was not effectively illustrated and challenged by the witness as there 
was a degree of doubt in respect of the possibility of collusion.

Apr Case15042021 Academic 
misconduct

Collusion /cheating in a test - On 26 November 2020, two (2) students worked together 
during the  A3S2 assessment  Taxation 388 module despite being aware that such conduct 
was not permitted.

One of the students did not attend the hearing . Both found Guilty 
of collusion/ cheating in exam - Rule 10.1 and 9.8

Both students:   1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 
Publication of proceedings on the faculty noticeboards with the student name redacted.In 
addition to the above the student who did not attend the hearing received: 1. Effective 
suspension from the SU with immediate effect.   2. Suspended expulsion from the SU. The 
student who attended  the heairng received a suspended suspension for 12 months.

1. The student did not cooperate with the CDC at all, nor did he attend the hearing. The hearing was heard in the 
student's absence.   2. The transgression is that of a serious nature   3. The sanction ought to act as a deterrent to other 
students.   4. The academic integrity of Stellenbosch University ought to be upheld

Apr Case 28042021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Assault and consumption of alcohol - On 2 March 2021 at  Lobelia House, a male student 
physically assaulted a female student. On  2 March 2021 the student consumed alcohol at 
Lobelia house with two  fellow students which was  in contravention with the University’s 
Alcohol Policy applicable to Residences.

Guilty - assault and consumption of alcohol - Rule 9.1, 1. Suspended expulsion from the SU.   2. Mediation at the Equality Unit.   3. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the residence notice board with the student's name redacted.   
4. Attendance of psychologist at the Unit for Psychotherapeutic and Support Services.   5. 
Written apology to the Residence Head.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interest and integrity of the University.   3. The evidence 
obtained during initial investigation.   4. The interest and integrity of the residence community at the University. The 
views expressed by the female student prior to the hearing and throughout the investigation.

Apr Case 28042021 Residence 
Misconduct 

 Consumption of alcohol -  On  2 March 2021 three students consumed alcohol at Lobelia 
house which was  in contravention with the University’s Alcohol Policy applicable to 
Residences.

Guilty - Consumption of alcohol - Rule 9.8, rule 6.1.1 and rule 5 ( c) 
and (d)

1. 12 months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Restorative exercise.   3. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the residence notice board with the student's name redacted.   
4.  Written apology to the Residence Head.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interest and integrity of the e University.   3. The 
evidence obtained during initial investigation.   4. The interest and integrity of the residence community at the 
University.

May Case 12052021 DAC 
re 10032021

Disciplinary 
Misconduct 
Appeal

CDC found the student guilty of: Threatening behaviour  and Assaulting a female student at 
his residence during  August/ September 2020, and on 29 September 2020  respectively.

The appeal dismissed and the sanction of the CDC confirmed. 1. Effective suspension from the university for twelve ( 12) months.   2. Upon return, 
suspended expulsion from the SU.  3. Publication of misconduct and sanction with the name 
redacted.

 No new evidence submitted to deviate from the CDC finding and sanction.

May Case 13052021 DAC Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

The CDC found the students guilty of Collusion - On 11 November 2020, two students wrote
A2S2 assessment Financial Accounting 188 module. The students' answers were striking
similar and their  assessments were submitted  from the same IP address.  

The appeal dismissed and the CDC sanction stands. 1. Forfeiture of the modules.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3.   Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the SUNLearn page with the student name redacted. 

There were no grounds to interfere with the CDC decision.



Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision
May Case 13052021 Residence 

Misconduct 
Unauthorised Social gathering - During the evening of 12 March 2021 and the early hours of 
13 March 2021, eight (8) students (6 mentors and 2 non-mentors) had a social gathering in 
Metanoia Residence in a single room:   1. Failed to adhere to the No Alcohol Policy In 
Residences.   2. Failed to adhere to the SU Covid 19 Code of Conduct for Students and the 
Level 1 Metanoia Covid-19 Policy safety protocol in that they did not wear a mask, 
prohibition on social gatherings and did not practice social distancing.   3. Failed to adhere 
to the prescribed quiet times applicable to Residences;  despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of contravening: • Paras 2.1.1 and 2.1.2, 2.2.1 and 2.4.1 of 
the Metanoia Covid-19 policy. • Paras 6.1.1, 7.2.3, 7.2.4 and 7.2.5 
of the Residence Rules.   • Paras 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.8 of 
the Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University.

1. Written apology to the Residence Head.   2. Restorative exercise.   3. 12 months 
suspended suspension.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the residences notice 
boards.   5. Mentors  are relieved from their duties in the Metanoia Residence and are 
prohibited from standing for a mentor position in the Residence in the University for the 
remainder of 2021 and the 2022 academic year.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interest and integrity of the e University.   3. The 
evidence obtained during initial investigation.   4. The interest and integrity of the residence community at the 
University.   5. The representations received from the residence and the students.

May Case 14052021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Smoking and consumption of alcohol in residence - On 28 March 2021 and 30 March 2021 a
male student in Lobelia Residence: (1) failed to adhere to the No Smoking rules in
Residences (2) failed to adhere to the No Alcohol Policy in Residences despite being aware
that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of the following: • Violating paras 9.7 and 9.8 of the 
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the 
Code”) i.e., wilful failure to adhere to such conditions regarding the 
University’s resources constitutes misconduct under the Code., and 
wilful disregard of instruction from a member of the University’s 
academic staff, or employee of the University, constitutes 
misconduct under the Code. • Violating clauses 6.1.1., 6.1.2, and 
6.1.3. of the Residence Rules relating to alcoholic beverages in 
residences. • Clauses 7.1 and 7.2 of the Policies and Rules (2016) 
regarding the smoking policy in residence spaces.

1. Written apology to the Residence Head.   2. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension 
from residence.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the residences noticeboards 
with the student's name redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interest and integrity of the University.   3. The evidence 
obtained during initial investigation.   4. The interest and integrity of the residence community at the University.

May Case 17052021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Contravened Covid-19 protocols and No Alcohol Policy - During the evening of 9 March 2021 
on a balcony at Heemstede Residence, a group of eight (8) students:   1. Failed to adhere to 
Covid 19 safety protocol in that they did not wear  masks, failed to adhere to the prohibition 
on social gatherings and did not practice social distancing.   2. Failed to adhere to the No 
Alcohol Policy in Residences.   3. Posted these unauthorised actions on social media.

Guilty of contravening the SU COVID-19 protocol and contravening 
the no alcohol policy in SU residences. 

1. Students relieved from their leadership roles and duties from the second semester 2021.   
2. Twelve (12 ) months suspended suspension from all the  SU accredited/ affiliated 
residences.   3. Prohibited from applying for any leadership positions for 2021 and will not be 
able to hold leadership positions in 2022.   4. Restorative exercise.   5. Written apology to 
the Residence Head   6. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the residence 
noticeboards with the names redacted.

1. The students are guilty of transgressing two important safety and security policies.   2. The transgression posed a 
serious health risk to other students and members of staff.   3. The students were in a leadership position and ought to 
have acted in accordance.   4. Stellenbosch University prides itself in discipline, thus the sanction ought to be a 
deterrent to other students.   5. The sanction ought to warn other students that transgressions posing serious health 
implications will not be tolerated at Stellenbosch University.   6. The conduct is distinguishable from similar matters 
involving a violation of COVID-19 protocols in that this incident did not occur in a confined space and did not involve 
disruptive behaviour.

May Case 19052021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Contravention of Welcoming rules and covid-19 protocol - during the evening of 13 March 
2021 and early hours of 14 March 2021 at Huis Marais Residence. A group of approximately 
ten (10) students:   1. Part-took in the pulling of a rock outside Huis Marias despite: (a) being 
aware that a request to the Prim  to pull over the rock was not approved.   2. Damaged to 
the locking mechanism of a front door of the residence.   3. In the third floor corridor of Huis 
Marias  failed to adhere to the prescribed quiet times applicable to Residences despite being 
aware that such conduct was not permitted.   4. Sung/chanted the words “Djarre moet 
worry” “Djarre se p**s”.   5. Failed to wear masks and did not practice social distancing.

Guilty - allegation 1 and allegation 5. - Rule 9.8 and paras (L & I) of 
the Huis Mrais Return of Students 2021 policy regarding Covid-19 
protocols) Not guilty on allegations 2, 3 and 4.

1. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the residence.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the residences with the 
students' names redacted.   4. Prohibited from standing for any leadership position at the 
University in 2021 for 2022 academic year.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interest and integrity of the e University.   3. The 
evidence obtained during initial investigation.   4. The interest and integrity of the residence community at the 
University.   5. The representations received from the residence and the students.

May Case 19052021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Welcoming infringement and covid-19 protocol contravention- during the evening of 13 March 
2021 and early hours of 14 March 2021 at Huis Marais Residence , the student involving  a 
group of approximately ten (10) students:   1. Part-took in the pulling of a rock outside Huis 
Marias despite: (a) being aware that a request to the Prim  to pull over the rock was not 
approved.   2. A group was responsible for the damage to the locking mechanism of a front 
door of the residence.   3. Proceeded to the third floor corridor of Huis Marias and failed to 
adhere to the prescribed quiet times applicable to Residences despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted.   4. Sung/chanted the words “Djarre moet worry” “Djarre se 
p**s”.   5. Failed to wear a mask and did not practice social distancing.

Guilty - allegation 3 and allegation 5. - Rule 9.8 and parsa (L & I) of 
the Huis Mrais Return of Students 2021 policy regarding Covid-19 
protocols Not guilty on allegations 1, 2, 3 and 4. 

1. The student is relieved from the duties as a mentor in the Huis Marais with immediate 
effect.   2. Prohibited from standing for any leadership position in the University for the 
second semester of 2021 and the first semester of 2022.   3. Suspended from the residence 
for the second semester of the 2021 and first semester of the 2022 academic year.   4. Not 
allowed to take up any other residence space at the University for the second semester of 
2021, and the first semester of 2022.   5. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
residences with the students' names redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interest and integrity of the e University.   3. The 
evidence obtained during initial investigation.   4. The interest and integrity of the residence community at the 
University.   5. The representations received from the residence and the students.

May Case 21052021 Residence 
Misconduct

Consumption of alcohol in residence - During the evening of 26 March 2021 and the early 
hours of 27 March 2021, in the Village Residence, the student failed to adhere to the No 
Alcohol Policy in Residences.

Guilty of consumption alcohol in residence - Rule 6.1.1 1. Written apology to the Residence Head.  2. Restorative exercise  3. Twelve (12 )months  
suspended suspension from the residence.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on all 
residences with the students.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interest and integrity of the University.   3. The evidence 
obtained during initial investigation.4. The interest and integrity of the residence community at the University.

May Case 24052021 DAC 
re 15042021

Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

Collusion /cheating  - On 26 November 2020, two students worked together during the  A3S2 
assessment Taxation 388 module despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

The DAC unanimously finds that there are grounds for upholding the 
appeal. Accordingly, the appeal succeeded and the sanction was 
adjusted.

1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Publication of 
proceedings on the faculty noticeboards with the student name redacted.   4. Effective 
suspension from the SU with immediate effect.   5. Suspended expulsion from the SU. 

The student provided sufficient reasons for the DAC to alter the CDC sanction as follows:   1. Forfeiture of the module.   
2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Publication of proceedings on the faculty noticeboards with the student's name 
redacted.   4. Twelve (12 ) months  suspended suspension from the SU.

May Case 24052021 DAC 
re 15042021

Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

Collusion /cheating  - On  27 November 2020, two students submitted A2 assessment  for the 
Financial Risk Management 252 module which had similar answers. .On  25 November 2020, 
the same two students submitted A2 examination for the Financial Risk Management 242 
module which had similar answers. The students worked together during the assessment, 
despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

The DAC unanimously finds that there are no grounds for upholding 
the appeal. Accordingly, the appeal as to the sanction imposed fails, 
and was dismissed.

1. Forfeiture of the two modules.   2. 12 months suspended suspension.   3. Written apology 
to the lecturer.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty digital notice 
board with the student's name redacted.

The student did not provide sufficient reasons for the DAC to overturn the sanction imposed by the CDC. The DAC 
believes that the seriousness of the misconduct means that the CDC was justified in imposing the  sanction. The DAC 
upheld the sanction of the CDC.

Jun 

Case 01062021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/ cheating - During May, June and August 2020, two students  wrote take home tests 
for the Auditing Honours module. Parts of their answers were identical. In the June and 
August 2020 tests, the students also made several similar mistakes. It is alleged that they 
worked together during these tests despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted 
in during tests.

Guilty of collusion and cheating - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Effective suspension for 12 months.   2. Forfeiture of the module.   3. Upon return to the 
SU, suspended expulsion.   4. Written apology to the lecturer.   5. Publication of misconduct 
and sanction with the students' name redacted.

1. Senior students.   2. Sanction ought to uphold the academic integrity of SU.   3. Transgressions occurred on three 
different occasions.   4. Students are within the auditing profession which requires a high degree of ethical integrity 
and honesty.

Jun 

Case 04062021 DAC 
re 13052021

Residence 
Misconduct-
Appeal

CDC found the students guilty  of attending an unauthorised social gathering - During the 
evening of 12 March 2021 and the early hours of 13 March 2021, eight (8) students (6 mentors 
and 2 non-mentors) had a social gathering in Metanoia Residence in a single room:   1. Failed 
to adhere to the No Alcohol Policy In Residences.   2. Failed to adhere to the SU Covid 19 
Code of Conduct for Students and the Level 1 Metanoia Covid-19 Policy safety protocol in 
that they did not wear a mask, prohibition on social gatherings and did not practice social 
distancing.   3. failed to adhere to the prescribed quiet times applicable to Residences;  
despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

The appeal dismissed and the CDC sanction stands. 1. Written apology to the Residence Head.   2. Restorative exercise.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the residence.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
residences notice boards with the students' names redacted.   5. Mentors  are relieved from 
their duties in the Metanoia Residence and are prohibited from standing for a mentor 
position in the Residence in the University for the remainder of 2021 and the 2022 academic 
year. 

1. The sanctions are consistent with the sanctions imposed in similar cases.   2. The sanctions are not disproportionate 
in terms of the context in which it was committed, namely that of the international Covid-19 pandemic and notably, 
the misconduct carried the possibility of grave consequences.   3. The sanctions further enforce the standard of 
conduct, which is expected of all persons, but especially from student leaders during the pandemic.   4. The sanctions 
are proportional given the misconduct committed and the disregard of clear policies regarding alcohol and Covid-19 
regulations within Stellenbosch University residences, the misconduct entailed.   5. The sanctions do not prevent 
students from taking up leadership positions in 2023.

Jun 

Case 15062021 re 
02032021

Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

Cheating  - On 3 November 2020, during the Private Law 272 module exam, the student 
copied the answers from  slides available on SUNLearn despite being aware that such conduct 
was not permitted in the exam.

The appeal dismissed and the CDC sanction stands. 1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards.   3. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.

The student did not appear to be remorseful of the conduct complained of and there were no other considerations 
which mitigated against the imposition of the sanction imposed by the CDC.



Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision

Jul

Case 19072021 Disciplinary 
Misconduct 

Insulting and abusive emails - On  7 February 2021 and 23 February 2021, the student 
addressed insulting and abusive emails to two employees of the university despite being 
aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of insulting and abusive email - Rule 9.1 and 9.3 1. Effective suspension for 18 months.   2. Written apology to the two employees.   3. 
Suspended expulsion if the apology is not submitted within 7 days.   4. Written warning.

1. The emails were of a derogatory nature. The conduct was also persistent and repeated in nature, as highlighted by 
the oral evidence of the two employees.  Lack of cooperation by the student during the investigation and the 
disciplinary hearing. The student did not appear at the disciplinary hearing despite being aware of the hearing and calls 
to the student prior to the hearing which were not answered.   2. To offer an opportunity for restorative justice by 
allowing the student to apologise and to in the future potentially return to the university as the student..   3.  If the 
student does not accept the offer for restorative justice in terms of apology to the two employees, the expulsion will 
take effect.

Jul

Case 30072021 DAC 
re 19052021

Residence 
Misconduct-
Appeal

The CDC found the student guilty of - Welcoming infringement and covid-19 protocol 
contravention  - During the evening of 13 March 2021 and early hours of 14 March 2021 at 
Huis Marais Residence a group of approximately ten 10 students:   1. Pulled a rock outside 
Huis Marais Residence despite being aware that a request to the Prim to pull over the rock  
was not approved.   Damaged a door on the third floor of the residence.   2. Failed to wear a 
mask and did not practice social distancing.   3. Failed to wear a mask and did not practice 
social distancing.

The appeal dismissed and the CDC sanction stands. 1. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the residence.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the residences with the 
students' names redacted.   4. Prohibited from standing for any leadership position at the 
University in 2021 for 2022 academic year.

1. The procedure followed by the CDC was in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Disciplinary Code and 
therefore there was no reason to uphold the grounds for review.   2. The DAC found that the allegations put to the 
students contained sufficient detail with regard to their alleged conduct and with reference to the relevant provisions 
of the Disciplinary Code they were alleged to have contravened.   3. The DAC found that the sanctions imposed were 
fair as the students did not act in a manner that is expected of senior students within Huis Marais.

Jul

Case 30072021 DAC 
re 19052021

Residence 
Misconduct -
Appeal

The CDC found the students guilty of - Welcoming infringement and covid-19 protocol 
contravention  - During the evening of 13 March 2021 and early hours of 14 March 2021 at 
Huis Marais Residence a group of approximately ten 10 students:   1. Pulled a rock outside 
Huis Marais Residence despite being aware that a request to the Prim to pull over the rock  
was not approved.   2. Failed to wear a mask and did not practice social distancing. 

The appeal dismissed and the CDC sanction stands. 1. The student is relieved from the duties as a mentor in the Huis Marais with immediate 
effect.   2. Prohibited from standing for any leadership position in the University for the 
second semester of 2021 and the first semester of 2022.   3. Suspended from the residence 
for the second semester of the 2021 academic year  and  the first semester of the 2022 
academic year.   4. Not allowed to take up any other residence space at the University for 
the second semester of 2021, and the first semester of 2022.   5. Publication of misconduct 
and sanction on the residences with the student's names redacted.

1. The procedure followed by the CDC was in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Disciplinary Code and 
therefore there was no reason to uphold the grounds for review.   2. The DAC found that the allegations put to the 
students contained sufficient detail with regard to their alleged conduct and with reference to the relevant provisions 
of the Disciplinary Code they were alleged to have contravened.   3. The DAC found that the sanctions imposed were 
fair as the students did not act in a manner that is expected of senior students within Huis Marais. Furthermore the 
context of Huis Marias since 2019 could not be ignored and all the students were aware of what was expected of them 
in this particular context.

Aug

Case 03082021 Disciplinary 
Misconduct 

Threatening behaviour and assault - On 9 April 2021 near Irene Residence the student  
displayed:   1. Threatening behaviour towards a female student  including shoving her.   2. 
Threatening behaviour towards a male student including hitting him with a longboard and 
uttering the words “ jy kan bly wees ek het nie ŉ mes op my nie”

Not guilty on allegation 1 - Rule 9.1, 9.3 and 9. 5   Guilty allegation 
2 - Rules 9.1, 9.3, 9.5 and 12.

1. Six (6) months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Written warning.3.Student to make 
an appointment to Equality Unit/ Centre for Student Counselling for anger management.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated,   4. Evidence presented.   5. 
Representations received from student and complainant.

Aug

Case 04082021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism - On 13 June 2021, the student submitted a symmetrical practical report for 
Physical Chemistry 713 Honours module in which large parts were similar to that of a fellow 
student. Turnitin detected a 70% similarity index. A subsequent manual evaluation of the 
scripts indicated a high similarity between the reports.

Guilty on plagiarism - Rule 10.1  and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the student's name redacted.   3. Twelve (12) months suspended 
suspension from the SU.   4. Written apology to the lecturer.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interest and integrity of the e University.

Aug

Case 05082021 DAC 
re 01062021

Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

CDC found the students guilty of Collusion/ cheating- During May, June and August 2020,  two 
students  wrote take home tests for Auditing Honours module.  Parts of their answers were 
identical. In the June and August 2020 tests, the students also made several similar mistakes 
in the Auditing Honours. They worked together despite being aware that such conduct was 
not permitted .

The DAC found the students not guilty of the academic misconduct 
with which they have been charged in terms of 10.1 and 9.8

The CDC's findings of guilt and the sanctions consequently imposed on the students were 
overturned and set aside.

1. The University did not discharge its onus to prove the guilt of the students on a balance of probabilities.   2. The 
students  did not contravene paragraph 10.1 of the Code. 

Aug

Case 11082021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism/Cheating - On  8 June 2021, the student submitted a semester essay for the 
Political Science 222 module. Turnitin detected a 78% similarity with an essay which was 
previously submitted by another student.

Guilty of plagiarism and Cheating - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the student's name redacted.  3. Twelve (12) months suspended 
suspension from the SU.   4. Written apology to the lecturer

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2. The panel deemed the sanction appropriate given the 
effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity of Stellenbosch University.   3. The panel wishes to send a message 
to the university community that dishonesty will not be tolerated.

Aug

Case 12082021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social  gathering - During  the evening of 21 May 2021 , the student attended a 
social gathering  Helshoogte Residence:   1. Failed to adhere to the No Alcohol Policy in 
Residences.   2. Failed to adhere to the Stellenbosch University Covid 19 Code of Conduct for 
Students in that the student did not wear a mask, prohibition on social gatherings and did 
not practice social distancing.   3. Failed to adhere to the prescribed quiet times applicable 
to Residences; despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty on contravening rule 1(b), (c), 59b), (c), (d) and rule 9 of the
Covid-19 policy. Rules 6.1.1, 7.2.3, 7.2.4, and 7.2.5 of the
Residence Rules and rules 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.8 of the
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the
Code”).

1. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the residence.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the digital noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the students' names redacted.   4. Prohibited from standing 
for any leadership position at the University in 2021 for 2022 academic year.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from student and residence.

Aug

Case 12082021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - During  the evening of 21 May 2021 , the student had a social 
gathering in  Helshoogte Residence:   1. Allowed two non-students visitors in residence  
room;   2. failed to adhere to the Stellenbosch University Covid 19 Code of Conduct for 
Students in that they  did not wear  masks, the prohibition on social gatherings and did not 
practice social distancing,   3. failed to adhere to the prescribed quiet times applicable to 
Residences;   4. failed to adhere to the prescribed quiet times applicable to Residences; 
despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty on contravening rule 1(b), (c), 59b), (c), (d) and rule 9 of the
Covid-19 policy. Rules 6.1.1, 7.2.3, 7.2.4, and 7.2.5 of the
Residence Rules and rules 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.8 of the
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the
Code”).

1. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the residence.  2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the digital noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the students' names redacted.   4. Prohibited from standing 
for any leadership position at the University in 2021 for 2022 academic year.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from student and residence.

Aug

Case 17082021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Cheating in exam - On 14 July 2021, during the A2S1 assessment Economics 281 module, the 
student copied answers directly from the text book and or notes despite being aware that 
such conduct was not permitted .

Guilty of cheating in exam - Rule 10.1. and 9,8 1. Forfeiture of the assessment marks.   2. Compulsory attendance of a plagiarism course 
offered by the Language Centre.   3. Twelve (12 )months suspended suspension from the 
SU.4. Written apology to the lecturer.

1. A weigh up of the seriousness of misconduct while understanding that the student is usually an honest learner and to 
some extend understood the seriousness of his actions.   2. Fairness determined by what is appropriate to protect the 
institution and the integrity of assessments while not unduly harming the student.

Aug

Case 18082021 Disciplinary 
Misconduct 

Possession of exam paper - On  18 June 2021, the student  illegally became in possession of 
the Mercantile Law 471 test paper 2 and illegally shared the test paper with a fellow 
student/s despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of Possession of exam paper - Rule 9.1, 13.2 and 9.8 1. Effective suspension from the SU for 18 months.   2. Upon return, suspended expulsion.   
3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty's noticeboards with the student's 
name redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community. 

Aug

Case 18082021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Sexual harassment - On 31 May 2021 at Goldfields residence, the student sexually harassed a 
female cleaning staff member.

Guilty of sexual harassment - 9.1, 9.3 and 12.2 1. Effective suspension from the residence for the remainder of the academic year 2021.   2. 
Compulsory counselling session at Campus Health.   3. Suspended expulsion from the SU.   4. 
Publication of misconduct and sanction on the residence noticeboard with the student's 
name redacted.

1. The student shown an unwillingness to engage with the psychological services offered to him, despite indicating that 
he suffers from mental health issues and possible substance abuse issues.   2.  The student shown no real cognition or 
remorse for his actions and has not engaged with the panel meaningfully.   3. The importance of protecting the 
institution, its staff members and the broader community from all forms of sexual harassment.

Aug

Case 26082021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating  - On  21 April 2021, two groups involving 4 students worked together 
during the  A1 assessment quiz on Sunlearn for  Chemistry 111  despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted. 

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture  of the  assessment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twenty-four (24) 
months  suspendeded suspension from the SU.

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2. The effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity 
of Stellenbosch University.   3.  The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will 
not be tolerated.

Aug

Case 31 082021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating - On 14 July 2021, four (4) groups involving eight (8) students worked 
together during the  A1 assessment quiz on Sunlearn for Chemistry 111  despite being aware 
that such conduct was not permitted.

All the students were found Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test 
- Rule 10.1 and 9.8 

1. Forfeiture of the module.   2. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted. 3. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension 
from the SU.   4. Written apology to the lecturer.

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2. The effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity 
of Stellenbosch University.   3.  The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will 
not be tolerated.

Sept

Case 02092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Cheating - On 16 July 2021, two students shared questions and answers via WhatsApp during 
the Mercantile Law 285 assessment despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted.

Guilty of cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the module,   2. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted.   3. Twelve (12) months suspended 
suspension from the SU.   4. Written apology to the lecturer.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and department.

Sept

Case 02092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Cheating  - On 17 July 2021, the student copied and pasted  from a slide during the A2 
assessment for the Supply Chain Management 324 

Guilty of cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the A2 assessment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Six (6) months  
suspendeded suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty noticeboards with the students' name redacted. 

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and department.   6. The degree of copying and pasting 
compared to other, similar cases (which involved larger scale copying and pasting).

Sept

Case 08092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating - On 17 July 2021, two (2) students worked together during the Take-
Home assessment for the Management Accounting 378  despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of collusion and cheating - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture  of the assessment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted. 

1. The seriousness of the allegation against the students, and the degree of collusion that is present throughout the 
comparison of the students’ scripts.   2. The interests of the University and the relevant Faculty in upholding the 
academic integrity of the assessment.   3. The evidence obtained during the initial investigation, the written and oral 
evidence presented to the CDC.   4. Consistency as similar cases have appeared before the CDC and the same sanction 
was imposed on the students concerned.



Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision

Sept

Case 08092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating - On 20 July 2021, two (2) students worked together during the A2 
assessment  for the Engineering Drawing 123   despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted.

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture  of the assessment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the allegation against the students, and the degree of collusion that is present throughout the 
comparison of the students’ scripts.   2. The interests of the University and the relevant Faculty in upholding the 
academic integrity of the assessment.   3. The evidence obtained during the initial investigation, the written and oral 
evidence presented to the CDC.   4. Consistency as similar cases have appeared before the CDC and the same sanction 
was imposed on the students concerned.

Sept

Case 15092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism, dishonesty and misrepresentation - On 7 May 2021, the student submitted an 
assignment for sustainable Development 771 module.  Turnitin which detected a 13% 
similarity index. A manual evaluation by the marker revealed that  hidden texts and replaced 
characters were inserted so that Turnitin would not detect plagiarism.

Guilty of Plagiarism, dishonesty and misrepresentation - Rule 10.1, 
9.8, 11.2 and 11.2.3

1. Expulsion from the University.   2. Forfeiture of the module. 1. Behaviour of the student as she ignored the student discipline process.   2. Student not present at the hearing which 
was a rescheduled hearing because she was not present at the previous hearing.   3. Seriousness of the allegations 
against the student.   4. The interests of the University community.   5. The interests of the person / persons against 
whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   6. The evidence that was obtained during the initial investigation7. 
The representations received from the department, the student and complainant.

Sept

Case 16092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating - On 01 July 2021, four  students worked together during the  A1 
assessment quiz on Sunlearn for  Chemistry 111  despite being aware that such conduct was 
not permitted. 

Guilty of collusion and cheating  - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the A1 assessment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twenty-four (24) 
months  suspendeded suspension from the SU.

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2. The effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity 
of Stellenbosch University.   3. The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will not 
be tolerated.

Sept

Case 27092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating - On 06 August  2021,  two groups involving four students worked together 
during the  A3 open book assessment   for  Chemical Engineering 224 despite being aware 
that such conduct was not permitted.

All students were found Guilty of collusion and cheating  - Rule 10.1 
and 9.8 

1. Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted. 

1. The seriousness of the allegation against the students, and the degree of collusion that is present throughout the 
comparison of the students’ scripts.   2. The interests of the University and the relevant Faculty in upholding the 
academic integrity of the assessment.   3. The evidence obtained during the initial investigation, the written and oral 
evidence presented to the CDC.   4. Consistency as similar cases have appeared before the CDC and the same sanction 
was imposed on the students concerned.

Sept

Case 27092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating- On 15 July  2021, five (5) groups involving ten (10)  students worked 
together during the  A2 assessment  for the Optimisation 774 despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted.

All students were found Guilty of collusion and cheating  - Rule 10.1 
and 9.8 

1. Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted. 

1. The seriousness of the allegation against the students, and the degree of collusion that is present throughout the 
comparison of the students’ scripts.   2. The interests of the University and the relevant Faculty in upholding the 
academic integrity of the assessment.   3. The evidence obtained during the initial investigation, the written and oral 
evidence presented to the CDC.   4. Consistency as similar cases have appeared before the CDC and the same sanction 
was imposed on the students concerned.

Sept

Case 27092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating - On 31 July 2021, two (2) students worked together during the A3 
assessment  for  Chemistry 224 despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 12 months  
suspendeded suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty noticeboards with the students' name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the allegation against the students, and the degree of collusion that is present throughout the 
comparison of the students’ scripts.   2. The interests of the University and the relevant Faculty in upholding the 
academic integrity of the assessment.   3. The evidence obtained during the initial investigation, the written and oral 
evidence presented to the CDC.   4. Consistency as similar cases have appeared before the CDC and the same sanction 
was imposed on the students concerned.

Sept

Case 27092021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating  - On 01 July 2021, four (4) students worked together during the  A1 
assessment quiz on Sunlearn for the Chemistry 111  despite being aware that such conduct 
was not permitted. 

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture of the A1 assessment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 24 months 
suspendeded suspension from the SU.

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed.   2. The effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity 
of Stellenbosch University.   3.  The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will 
not be tolerated.

Sept

Case 29092021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised Social gathering - During  the early hours of 28 June 2021 in Huis Marais 
Residence four (4) students:   1. Were part of a social gathering  in residence room,   2. 
Failed to adhere to the Stellenbosch University Covid 19 Code of Conduct for Students and 
the Huis Marais Return of Students 2021 Policy safety protocol in that the students did not 
wear a masks, failed to adhere to the prohibition on social gatherings and did not practice 
social distancing;   3. failed to adhere to the quiet times applicable to Residences despite 
being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty -  paras (L & I) of the Huis Mrais Return of Students 2021 
policy regarding Covid-19 protocols,  rule 1(b), (c), 59b), (c), (d) 
and rule 9 of the Covid-19 policy. Rule7.3.2 of the Residence Rules 
and rules 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.8 of the Disciplinary Code for 
Students of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”).                     

1. Six (6) months suspended suspension from the residence.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the digital noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the students' names redacted.   4. Prohibited from occupying 
or applying for any residence leadership or cluster leadership roles in 2022 academic year 5. 
Restorative exercise.  

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The evidence 
obtained during the initial investigation. 

Sept

Case 29092021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - During  the early hours of 28 June 2021 at about 02h00 am  in 
Huis Marais Residence the student:   1. Were part of a social gathering  in a residence room;   
2. Failed to adhere to SU Covid 19  protocol and the Huis Marais Return of Students 2021 
safety protocol in that they  did not wear  masks, failed to adhere to the prohibition on 
social gatherings and did not practice social distancing;   3. Failed to adhere to the quiet 
times applicable to Residences despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty -  paras (L & I) of the Huis Mrais Return of Students 2021 
policy regarding Covid-19 protocols,  rule 1(b), (c), 59b), (c), (d) 
and rule 9 of the Covid-19 policy. Rule7.3.2 of the Residence Rules 
and rules 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.8 of the Disciplinary Code for 
Students of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”).                     

1. Prohibited from occupying or applying for any Stellenbosch University leadership roles or 
related cluster leadership roles for the remainder of his studies.   2. Expulsion from 
residence for the remainder of academic studies and expelled to any postgraduate 
residences.   3. Written apology.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction the residence 
noticeboards. 

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The evidence 
obtained during the initial investigation.                                                                                          

Sept

Case 30092021 DAC 
re 08092021

Academic 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

The CDC found the students guilty of Collusion/cheating  - On 20 July 2021, two (2) students 
worked together during the A2 assessment  for  Engineering Drawing 123   despite being 
aware that such conduct was not permitted. The students appealed the sanction

The DAC dismissed the appeal and the CDC sanction was upheld. 1. Forfeiture  of the assessment.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 12 months  
suspendeded suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty noticeboards with the students' name redacted.

1. The sanctions are consistent with the sanctions imposed in similar cases.   2. The degree to which the students were 
warned of the consequences of academic misconduct by a notice sent out by Prof Stan Du Plessis on 2 July 2021.   3. 
The degree of collusion that is present as it represents 59 marks out of a 100-mark exam.   4. The seriousness of the 
offence as the collusion took place in terms of an exam.   5. The seniority of the students as they should have known of 
the serious nature of their misconduct.

Oct

Case 07102021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating  - On 17 July 2021, two students worked together  during the A2 
assessment for the Logistics & Supply Chain Management 324 despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted during an examination.

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 12 months  
suspendeded suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty noticeboards with the students' name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed. 2. The effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity 
of Stellenbosch University. 3.  The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will not 
be tolerated.

Oct

Case 07102021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Copying, collusion/cheating  - On 17 July 2021, two students worked together the during the 
A2 assessment for the Supply Chain Management 324 despite being aware that such conduct 
was not permitted during an examination. 

Guilty of collusion  - Rule 10.1 and 9.8  .  Not guilty of copying. 1. Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 12 months  
suspendeded suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty noticeboards with the students' name redacted.   5. Written apology to a fellow 
student.

1. The seriousness of the academic misconduct committed. 2. The effect of the misconduct on the academic integrity 
of Stellenbosch University. 3.  The panel wishes to send a message to the university community that dishonesty will not 
be tolerated.

Oct
Case 14102021 Disciplinary 

Misconduct 
Sexual assault - On  28 May 2021 at  Concordia Residence, a male student  allegedly sexually 
assaulted a female student.

Absolution from the instance. Sanction no application. The panel could not reach a finding based on the written and oral evidence presented by the parties.

Oct

Case 18102021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion/cheating - On 28 July 2021,three students worked together  during the A3 
assessment for the Energy Systems 414 despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted during an examination.

Guilty of collusion  - Rule 10.1 and 9.8   Not guilty of copying. 1. Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted. 

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and department.

Oct

Case 18102021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Collusion - On 28 July 2021, two students worked together during a post-block assignment for 
the Optimisation 774 despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of Collusion   Rules 10.1 and 9.8                                   1. Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. Twelve (12) months 
suspended suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty 
noticeboards with the students' name redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated  4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and department.

Oct

Case 20102021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - 1. On  19 August 2021  at  Enkanyini Residence the student:   
1.1 Was part of a social gathering of about six (6) people residence room;   1.2 Did not wear 
a mask and did not practice social distancing;   Allegation 2.: On  21 August 2021 
approximately 02:13am, at Enkanyini Residence, the student:   2.1 Was part of a social 
gathering of about nine (9) people in residence  room;   2.2 Did not wear masks and did not 
practice social distancing despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of contravening the relevant provisions of the Covid-19 
policy, the Residence Rules, and the Disciplinary Code for Students 
of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”).

1. Effective suspension from residence for six months from the beginning of second semester 
of the 2021 academic year, 2. Six (6 ) months suspended suspension from the residence.   3. 
Written apology to the Residence Head and to the security personnel.   4. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the residence noticeboard with the student name redacted.   5. 
Prohibited from standing for any leadership position in the Residence or any leadership 
position in the University for the 2022 academic year.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and   6. Seniority of the students.   7. The transgressions took 
place on two occasions in total disregard for the Covid 19.

Oct

Case 20102021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - 1. On 19 August 2021 at  Enkanyini Residence the student:   
1.1 Allowed a social gathering of about six (6) people in his residence room.   1.2 Played loud 
music;   1.3 Allowed six people to gather in the room with no masks and social distancing;   
1.4 Allowed alcohol to be consumed in the room   1.5 consumed alcohol and/or displayed 
alcohol bottles in the room. Allegation 2:   On  21 August 2021 approximately 02:13am, at 
Enkanyini Residence, the student: 2.1 allowed a social gathering of about nine (9) people in 
the room 2.2 Played loud music in the room;   2.3 Allowed nine people to gather in his room 
with no masks and social distancing.   2.4 Allowed alcohol to be consumed in the room.   2.5 
consumed alcohol and/or displayed alcohol bottles in his room.   2.6 Allowed hubbly to be 
smoked in the room

Guilty of contravening the relevant provisions of the Covid-19 
policy, the Residence Rules, and the Disciplinary Code for Students 
of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”).

1. Effective suspension from residence for six months from the beginning of second semester 
of the 2021 academic year,   2. 6 months suspended suspension from the residence.   3. 
Written apology to the Residence Head and to the security personnel.   4. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the residence noticeboard with the student name redacted,   5. 
Prohibited from standing for any leadership position in the Residence or any leadership 
position in the University for the 2022 academic year.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and   6. Seniority of the students.   7. The transgressions took 
place on two occasions in total disregard for the Covid 19.



Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision

Oct

Case 20102021 Residence 
Misconduct 

On  21 August 2021 approximately at Enkanyini Residence the student:   1.1 Was part of a 
social gathering of about nine (9) people in residence room;   1.2 Did not wear masks and did 
not practice social distancing.   Allegation 2:   On 21 August 2021 the student  used abusive 
language towards the SU staff member.

Guilty of contravening rules regarding social gatherings ,  Rule 5(b) 
& 9 of the Covid-19 Policy.   • Rules 7.2 & 7.3.2 of the Residence 
Rules.   • Paras 9.1, 9.5, 9.6 and 9.8 of the Disciplinary Code for 
Students of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”).   Allegation 2: not 
guilty

1. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the residences with the 
students' names redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.

Oct

Case 20102021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - 1. On  19 August 2021  at  Enkanyini Residence the student:   
1.1 Was part of a social gathering of about six (6) people residence room;   1.2 did not wear 
a mask and did not practice social distancing;   Allegation 2:   On  21 August 2021 
approximately 02:13am, at Enkanyini Residence, the student:   2.1 Was part of a social 
gathering of about nine (9) people in residence room;   2.2 Did not wear masks and did not 
practice social distancing despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.   3. On  
21 August 2021 the student used foul language towards the SU staff member.  

Guilty of contravening rules regarding social gathering attendance 
Rule 5(b) & 9 of the Covid-19 Policy.   • Rules 7.2 & 7.3.2 of the 
Residence Rules.   • Paras 9.1, 9.5, 9.6 and 9.8 of the Disciplinary 
Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”).   
Allegation 3:  not guilty

1. Effective suspension from residence for six months from the beginning of second semester 
of the 2021 academic year.   2. Six (6) months suspended suspension from the residence.   3. 
Written apology to the Residence Head and to the security personnel.   4. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the residence noticeboard with the student name redacted.   5. 
Prohibited from standing for any leadership position in the Residence or any leadership 
position in the University for the 2022 academic year.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and   6. Seniority of the students.   7. The transgressions took 
place on two occasions in total disregard for the Covid 19.   8. Previous similar misconduct committed by the student 
and issued a final warning for this conduct by the residence.   9. The fact that the student is a medical student and 
who, on a daily basis work with patients.

Nov

Case 04112021 Academic 
Misconduct

Plagiarism - On 20 August 2021,  two  groups involving four students:(1) worked together 
during a post-block assignment for the   Optimisation 774 despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted and /or (2) used the ideas or material of others without 
acknowledgement.

Guilty of plagiarism - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1.   Forfeiture  of post-block assignment marks.   2.   Six (6) months  suspendeded suspension 
from the SU.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty noticeboards with the 
students' name redacted. 

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.

Nov

Case 04112021 Academic 
Misconduct

Collusion/cheating  - On 27 July 2021  four  students  worked together during an online 
examination  for  Chemistry 214 despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted. 
The students were also assisted by a tutor.

Guilty of collusion and cheating in a test - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1.   Forfeiture  of the module.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3.   
Suspendededexpulsion from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty noticeboards with the students' name redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The 
premeditated nature of the misconduct.   4. The involvement of a University authority figure (their tutor)

Nov

Case 11112021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism - On 20 August 2021,  two (2) students: (1) worked together during a post-block 
assignment  for  Optimisation 774  and /or (2) used the ideas or material of others without 
acknowledgement amounting to plagiarism

Guilty of plagiarism - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 Not guilty of collusion 1. Forfeiture  of post-block assignment marks.   2. Six (6) months  suspendeded suspension 
from the SU.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty noticeboards with the 
students' name redacted.   4. Written apology

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.

Nov

Case 15112021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism - On 20 August 2021,  two (2) students: (1) worked together during a post-block 
assignment  for the Optimisation 774 despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted and /or (2) used the ideas or material of others without acknowledgement.

Guilty of plagiarism - Rule 10.1 and 9.8  Not guilty of collusion 1. Forfeiture  of post-block assignment marks.   2. Six (6) months  suspendeded suspension 
from the SU.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the faculty noticeboards with the 
students' name redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.

Nov

Case 23112021 Residence 
Misconduct

Unauthorised social gathering - On  22 August 2021 at  10 Murray Street, the student allowed 
a social gathering in his room:   1. Allowed a social gathering of about twelve (12) people in 
the room/residence who did not wear masks and did not practice social distancing;   2. 
Allowed alcohol to be consumed and/or the display of alcohol bottles in his room;   3. 
Allowed the  SU smoking rules to be contravened by the visitors in his room;   4. Allowed non 
residents into his residence in contravention with the SU Covid 19 visitors rules applicable to 
residences; and   5. Contravened the rules applicable to quiet times in Residences in that 
loud music was played and the noise caused by his visitors despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b) of the SU Covid-19 Code of Conduct 
for students returning to campus, Rule 6.1.1 of the SU Alcohol 
Policy, rule 7.2 of the Smoking Policy and the rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 
7.3.2 of the Residence Rules on Quiet Times.

1. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the digital noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the students' names redacted.   4. Restorative exercise.   5. 
prohibited from applying for/maintaining any official SU leadership positions for the 
academic year 2022.

1. The seniority of the student and the seriousness of the misconduct committed.   2. The student has previously been 
warned about similar misconduct, most notably during the June 2021 Examination Period.   3. The sanction is on par 
with those imposed on other students found guilty of similar misconduct. The panel wishes to be consistent.

Nov

Case 26112021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - During the evening of 4 September and early hours of 5 
September 2021 at Huis Russel Botman,  the student:   1. Was part of a social gathering of 
about four people in residence room.   2. Did not wear mask and did not practice social 
distancing despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b) of the SU Covid-19 Code of Conduct 
for students returning to campus, Rule 6.1.1 of the SU Alcohol 
Policy, rule 7.2 of the Smoking Policy and the rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 
7.3.2 of the Residence Rules on Quiet Times.

1. 12 months suspended suspension from the residence.   2. Written apology to the Residence 
Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the digital noticeboards of the 
residences and cluster with the students' names redacted.   4. prohibited from assuming any 
Stellenbosch University student-leadership positions in 2022, and must be removed from any 
Stellenbosch University student-leadership positions they occupy in 2021.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. As this was the 
student’s first offence, the CDC agreed that she should not be entirely curtailed
with regards to Student Leadership.

Nov

Case 26112021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - During the evening of 4 September and early hours of 5 
September 2021 at Huis Russel Botman, the student:   1. allowed a social gathering of about 
four (4) people in his room   2. Allowed unknown non residents into the residence;   3. Played 
loud music in his room and made loud noise;   4. Allowed four people to gather in his room 
with no masks and social distancing;   5. Allowed alcohol to be consumed in his room;   6. 
consumed alcohol and/or displayed alcohol bottles in his room.   7. Allowed smoking in his 
room despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b) of the SU Covid-19 Code of Conduct 
for students returning to campus, Rule 6.1.1 of the SU Alcohol 
Policy, rule 7.2 of the Smoking Policy and the rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 
7.3.2 of the Residence Rules on Quiet Times.

1. 12 months suspended suspension from the residence.   2. Written apology to the Residence 
Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the digital noticeboards of the 
residences and cluster with the students' names redacted.   4. Prohibited from assuming any 
Stellenbosch University student-leadership positions in 2022, and must be removed from any 
Stellenbosch University student-leadership positions they occupy in 2021.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.

Nov

Case 29112021 Residence 
Misconduct

Unauthorised social gathering - On  13 October 2021 at  Helshoogte Residence two (2) 
students:   1. Played loud music and made noise which caused disturbance to fellow 
residents;   2. Consumed alcohol in Helshoogte Residence   3. Did not wear masks and did not 
practice social distancing.

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b) of the SU Covid-19 Code of Conduct 
for students returning to campus, Rule 6.1.1 of the SU Alcohol 
Policy,  rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 7.3.2 of the Residence Rules on Quiet 
Times.

1.  Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the digital noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the students' names redacted.   4. Stripped of any official SU 
Leadership positions the students  they may hold, if any, and are prohibited from holding any 
official SU Leadership position during the academic year 2022.   5. Restorative exercise

1. The seriousness of the misconduct committed.   2. The sanction is on par with those imposed on other students found 
guilty of similar misconduct. The panel wishes to be consistent.   3. The need for the university to send a clear message 
that failure to comply with covid-19 protocols will not be condoned.

Nov

Case 29112021 Residence 
Misconduct

Unauthorised social gathering - On  13 October 2021  at Helshoogte Residence, the  student:   
1. Allowed a visitor into residence.   2. Played loud music and made noise which caused 
disturbance to fellow residents;   3. Consumed alcohol in Helshoogte Residence   4. Did not 
wear masks and did not practice social distancing.

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b) of the SU Covid-19 Code of Conduct 
for students returning to campus, Rule 6.1.1 of the SU Alcohol 
Policy,  Rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 7.3.2 of the Residence Rules on Quiet 
Times.

1. Stripped of any official SU Leadership position which the student may hold, if any, and is 
prohibited from holding any official SU Leadership position during the academic year 2022.   
2. Restorative exercise.   3. Written apology to the Residence Head.   4. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the cluster noticeboards with the student's name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the misconduct committed.   2. The sanction is on par with those imposed on other students found 
guilty of similar misconduct. The panel wishes to be consistent.   3. The need for the university to send a clear message 
that failure to comply with covid-19 protocols will not be condoned.

Nov

Case 29112021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Contravention of SU Covid-19 Protocol and Residence Rules- On 23 October 2021 during the 
early hours at Lydia Residence, the student:   1. Left the back door open, placed a brick to 
keep the gate open at the residence putting other fellow residents at risk   2.Ffailed to 
adhere to covid-19 protocol and restrictions with regards to the curfew times,   3. Allowed 
alcohol in Lydia Residence   4. Did not wear masks and did not practice social distancing 
despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted. 

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b) (c) , 3(b), 5 (a) (d) and 9 of the SU 
Covid-19 Code of Conduct for students returning to campus, Rule 
6.1.1 of the SU Alcohol Policy,  Rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 7.3.2 of the 
Residence Rules on Quiet Times and Rule 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 
9.8 of the Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University..

1.  Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the cluster noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the student's names redacted.   4. Prohibited from serving in 
any official SU leadership position for the academic year 2022.

1. The seniority of the student and the seriousness of the misconduct committed.   2. The student has previously been 
warned about similar misconduct, most notably during the June 2021 Examination Period.   3.The sanction is on par 
with those imposed on other students found guilty of similar misconduct. The panel wishes to be consistent.   4. The 
security threat posed to other residents through these actions.

Nov

Case 29112021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Contravention of Covid-19 Protocol - On 23 October 2021 at around 01h30 at Lydia 
Residence, two students:   1. Failed to adhere to covid-19 protocol and restrictions with 
regards to the curfew times;   2. 3. Allowed alcohol in Lydia Residence   3. Did not wear 
masks and did not practice social distancing despite being aware that such conduct was not 
permitted.

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b) (c) , 3(b), 5 (a) (d) and 9 of the SU 
Covid-19 Code of Conduct for students returning to campus, Rule 
6.1.1 of the SU Alcohol Policy,  Rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 7.3.2 of the 
Residence Rules on Quiet Times and Rule 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 
9.8 of the Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University..

1. Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the cluster noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the student's names redacted.   4. Prohibited from serving in 
any official SU leadership position for the academic year 2022.

1. The seniority of the student and the seriousness of the misconduct committed.   2. The student has previously been 
warned about similar misconduct, most notably during the June 2021 Examination Period.   3. The sanction is on par 
with those imposed on other students found guilty of similar misconduct. The panel wishes to be consistent.   4. The 
security threat posed to other residents through these actions.

Nov

Case 29112021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Contravention of Covid-19 Protocol - On 23 October 2021 at around 01h30 at Lydia 
Residence,  a  student:   1. Failed to adhere to covid-19 protocol and restrictions with 
regards to the curfew times   2. Allowed alcohol in Lydia Residence

Guilty of contravening rule 1(b)3(b), 5 (a) (d) and 9 of the SU Covid-
19 Code of Conduct for students returning to campus, Rule 6.1.1 of 
the SU Alcohol Policy,  Rule 7.2.3, 7.2.5 and 7.3.2 of the Residence 
Rules on Quiet Times and Rule 9.1, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7 and 9.8 of the 
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University..

1.  Twelve (12) months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the cluster noticeboards of 
the residences and cluster with the student's names redacted.   4. Prohibited from serving in 
any official SU leadership position for the academic year 2022.

1. The seniority of the student and the seriousness of the misconduct committed.   2. The student has previously been 
warned about similar misconduct, most notably during the June 2021 Examination Period.   3. The sanction is on par 
with those imposed on other students found guilty of similar misconduct. The panel wishes to be consistent.   4. The 
security threat posed to other residents through these actions.

Nov

Case 29112021 Disciplinary 
Misconduct 

Cheating  - On  27 July 2021,a  student  assisted fellow students during the examination for  
Chemistry 214 module despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Guilty of cheating in an exam - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. 12 months suspended suspension from the SU.   2. May not serve as a tutor for any subject 
for the remainder of undergraduate studies.   3. Written letter to lecturer.   4. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction on the faculty noticeboards with the student's name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the misconduct committed.   2. The panel deemed the sanction appropriate given the effect of 
the misconduct on the academic integrity of Stellenbosch University.   3. The panel wishes to send a message to the 
university community that dishonesty will not be tolerated.



Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision

Dec

Case 01122021 Disciplinary 
Misconduct 

Insulting staff members on social media - During the period May to August 2021 the student 
tweeted several harmful, derogatory, insulting and/or abusive posts on Twitter  which were 
directed towards the  staff members and institutions of Stellenbosch University.

 Guilty of insulting staff members on social media Rule 9.1 and 9.3 1. Personal apology to the lecturers affected by the misconduct.   2. Following the personal 
apology to the affected lecturers, the student must submit a written apology to the Faculty 
as a whole which will be published on the faculty's SUNLearn platform with the student's 
name redacted.   3. Suspended expulsion.4. Restorative justice exercise is to educate 
newcomer first years on the responsible use of social media.

1. The Central Disciplinary Committee makes findings on a balance of probabilities. The sanctions that have been 
imposed are a reflection of the seriousness with which Stellenbosch University views this misconduct which has 
impugned the institution and the university community.   2. Stellenbosch University aspires to produce graduates that 
have an enquiring mind, are engaged citizens, dynamical professionals and well-rounded individuals. Integrity, respect 
and honesty are hallmark attributes of “fit and proper” individuals. It is the duty of the Central Disciplinary Committee 
to ensure that a genuine effort is made by law students to align to this standard.

Dec

Case 01122021 Disciplinary 
Misconduct 

Theft - On  28 October 2021 the student:   1. Illegally obtained a Hub staff member’s key to  
the Hub   2. Obtained unauthorised access to the Hub; and   3. took sweets, cool drinks and 
chocolates from the Hub without permission.

Guilty of theft - Rule 13.2 and 9.8 1. 12 months suspended suspension from the SU.  1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. The evidence obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. The CDC took into account the student's  personal circumstances                     

Dec

Case 07122021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - During the early hours of 18 September 2021  at Ubuntu 
Residence, three (3) students,   1. Were  part of social gathering of about six (6) people in a 
POD   2. Did not wear masks and did not practice social distancing   3. Consumed alcohol 
and/or displayed alcohol bottles in the POD   4. Contravened the SU smoking rules in the POD   
5. Allowed non Ubuntu residents  in the POD outside visiting hours   6. Was  part of a verbal 
and/physical altercation

In terms of allegations 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6, the students entered a 
guilty plea. The CDC confirmed the pleas of guilty as the students 
contravened the relevant provisions of the Covid-19 policy, the 
Residence Rules, the Protocol for Tygerberg Residences during the 
adjusted lockdown level 2 as revised and the Disciplinary Code for 
Students of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”). In terms of 
allegation 5, the students entered a plea of guilty, however the CDC 
found the students not guilty. 

1. Effective suspension from the residence for the 2022 academic year.   2. The students 
must be stripped of any current  leadership position.   3. Cannot apply for any leadership 
position for the 2022/2023 term.   4. Written apology to the Residence Head.   5. The 
misconduct and the sanction must be published on the appropriate noticeboards of all the 
residences on Tygerberg Campus with the students’ name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The 
interests of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated i.e., the Residence and the 
broader Residence community of the University.   4. The evidence that was obtained during the initial investigation.   5. 
The representations received from the residence, and the students.   6. Seniority of the students (final year medical 
students).   7. The effect that this conduct had on the rest of the residents of the residences where these incidents 
took place.

Dec

Case 07122021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - During the early hours of 19 September 2021  at Ubuntu 
Residence, the student:   1. Was  part of social gathering of about four (4)  in the residence 
room.   2. consumed alcohol in the room;   3. Did not wear mask and did not practice social 
distancing;   4. Did not adhere to the Covid 19 curfew rules applicable at the time;   5. Did 
not adhere to the No visitors rules applicable to residences;   6. failed to adhere to the quiet 
times rules applicable to Residences

Guilty as the student contravened the relevant provisions of the 
Covid-19 policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol for Tygerberg 
Residences during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as revised and the 
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the 
Code”). 

1. Written apology to the Residence Head.   2.  Twelve (12) months suspended suspension 
from the SU.   3. The student must be stripped of any current  leadership position.   4. 
Cannot apply for any leadership position for the 2022/2023 term.   5.The misconduct and the 
sanction must be published on the appropriate noticeboards of all the residences on 
Tygerberg Campus with the students’ name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The 
interests of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated i.e., the Residence and the 
broader Residence community of the University.   4. The evidence that was obtained during the initial investigation.   5. 
The representations received from the residence, and the students.6. Seniority of the students (final year medical 
students).

Dec

Case 07122021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Damage to property and contravening Covid-19 protocol - During the early hours of 19 
September 2021  at Ubuntu Residence, the student:   1. Damaged the window and/or 
structure of fellow student's residence room   2. Failed to adhere to the quiet times rules 
applicable to Residences   3. Did not wear a mask and did not practice social distancing.

Guilty as the student contravened the relevant provisions of the 
Covid-19 policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol for Tygerberg 
Residences during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as revised and the 
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the 
Code”). In terms of allegation 3, the student entered a not guilty 
plea and the CDC found the student not guilty.

1. Student is liable to pay for the damage to the window.   2. Written apology to the 
Residence Head.   3. 12 months suspended suspension from the residence.   4. Publication of 
misconduct and sanction must be published to the entire student body via the offices of 
Student Affairs with the student’s name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The 
interests of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated i.e., the Residence and the 
broader Residence community of the University.   4. The evidence that was obtained during the initial investigation.   5. 
The CDC took into account the mitigating circumstances raised by the student.

Dec

Case 07122021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Social gathering - During the early hours of 19 September 2021  at Ubuntu Residence, the 
student:   Allegation 1:   1.  Was part of a verbal and/physical altercation which involved   2. 
Alcohol and/empty bottles of were displayed in the POD   3. allowed non Ubuntu residents in 
POD 3200 outside visiting hours;   4. Did not wear masks and did not practice social 
distancing.   Allegation 2: during the evening of 18 September and/ the early hours of 19 
September 2021 the student:   1.  Allowed non Ubuntu residents in POD 3200 outside visiting 
hours   2. involved in an argument with the student who broke the window of the residence 
room.   3. Was  part of a gathering of four people in the residence room.   4. Consumed 
alcohol in the room. 

Allegation 1: - In terms of Allegations 1:  .1, 1.3 and 1.4, the 
student entered a guilty plea. The CDC confirmed the plea of guilty 
as the student contravened the relevant provisions of the Covid-19 
policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol for Tygerberg Residences 
during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as revised and the Disciplinary 
Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the Code”). In terms 
of allegation 1.2, the student entered a guilty plea and the CDC 
found the student not guilty.   Allegation 2: - In terms of allegations 
2.1, the student entered a guilty plea and the CDC found the 
student not guilty. In terms of allegations   2.2, the student pleaded 
not guilty and eventually pleaded guilty. In terms of allegation   2.3 
the student entered a guilty plea and the CDC found the student 
guilty on all the allegations as the student contravened the relevant 
provisions of the Covid-19 policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol 
for Tygerberg Residences during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as 
revised and the Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch 
University (“the Code”).

1. Six (6) months - the student is effectively suspended from the SU for 6 months (17 
September – 17 March 2021).  •Six (6) months of the sanction is suspended on condition that 
the student is not found guilty of academic studies at SU.   2. Effective suspension from the 
residence for 12 for the 2022 academic year.   3. Written apology to the Dean , the 
Residence Head, and the affect students on the relevant floor,   4.  Publication of 
misconduct and sanction must be published to the entire student body via the offices of 
Student Affairs with the student’s name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interests of the University community amidst a Covid 
19 pandemic and in view of numerous communications via the office of Professor Stan du Plessis highlighting the 
importance of complying with the Covid Protocol and the importance of responsible behaviour.   3. The interests of the 
person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated i.e., the Residence and the broader Residence 
community of the University.   4. The evidence that was obtained during the initial investigation.   5. The 
representations received from the residence, and the students.   6. Seniority of the student (final year medical student) 
and the fact that he showed little appreciation for the risks involved in social behaviour that does not comply with the 
relevant US policies.   7. The transgressions took place on two occasions in total disregard for the Covid 19 Protocol, 
and the fact that the student was a medical student who on a daily basis work with patients. 

Dec

Case 07122021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - During the early hours of 18 September 2021  at Ubuntu 
Residence, the student:   Allegation 1:   1.  Was part of a verbal and/physical altercation 
which involved   2. Alcohol and/empty bottles of were displayed in the POD   3. allowed non 
Ubuntu residents in POD 3200 outside visiting hours;   4. Did not wear masks and did not 
practice social distancing.   Allegation 2: during the evening of 18 September and/ the early 
hours of 19 September 2021 the student:   2.1  Was part of a gathering of four (4) people in 
the residence room.   2.2 Consumed alcohol in the room did not wear mask and practice 
social distancing  despite being aware that such conduct was not permitted.

Allegation 1: - In terms of allegations  1.2 and 1.3, the student 
entered a plea of not guilty and the CDC found the student not 
guilty. In terms of allegation 1.1, the student entered a guilty plea. 
The CDC confirmed the plea of guilty. In terms   1.4, the student 
entered a plea of not guilty. However, the CDC found the student 
guilty as the student contravened the relevant provisions of the 
Covid-19 policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol for Tygerberg 
Residences during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as revised and the 
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the 
Code”).   Allegation 2: - In terms of allegations 2.1, the student 
pleaded not guilty and eventually pleaded guilty. In terms of 
allegation 2.2.1 and 2.2.2, the student entered a guilty plea. In 
terms of 2.2.3, the student entered pleaded not guilty to 
contravening the relevant provisions for social distancing, 
eventually the student pleaded guilty. The CDC found the student 
guilty on all the allegations as the student contravened the relevant 
provisions of the Covid-19 policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol 
for Tygerberg Residences during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as 
revised and the Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch 
University (“the Code”).

1.  Six (6) months - the student is effectively suspended from the SU for 6 months (17 
September – 17 March 2021).  • Six (6) months of the sanction is suspended on condition that 
the student is not found guilty of academic studies at SU.   2. Effective suspension from the 
residence for 12 for the 2022 academic year.   3. Written apology to the Dean , the 
Residence Head, and the affect students on the relevant floor.   4.  Publication of 
misconduct and sanction must be published to the entire student body via the offices of 
Student Affairs with the student’s name redacted.

1. The seriousness of the allegations against the students.   2. The interests of the University community amidst a Covid 
19 pandemic and in view of numerous communications via the office of Professor Stan du Plessis highlighting the 
importance of complying with the Covid Protocol and the importance of responsible behaviour.   3. The interests of the 
person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated i.e., the Residence and the broader Residence 
community of the University.   4. The evidence that was obtained during the initial investigation.   5. The 
representations received from the residence, and the students.   6. Seniority of the student (final year medical student) 
and the fact that he showed little appreciation for the risks involved in social behaviour that does not comply with the 
relevant US policies.   7. The transgressions took place on two occasions in total disregard for the Covid 19 Protocol, 
and the fact that the student was a medical student who on a daily basis work with patients.

Dec

Case 10122021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - On 09 July 2021  at The Village residence, the student:   1. 
Allowed and/or were part of a social gathering of between (10) to fifteen (15) people in the 
kitchen area   2. Did not wear a mask and did not practice social distancing   3. Allowed 
about fifteen people to gather in the kitchen area, with no mask and social distancing   4. 
Refused to give cooperation to identify the people who were in attendance who could not be 
identified by the Residence Head   5. Allowed non LLL Village students into the residence in 
contravention with the policy regarding visitors.

Guilty as the student contravened the relevant provisions of the 
Covid-19 policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol for Tygerberg 
Residences during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as revised and the 
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the 
Code”). 

1. The student must be stripped of  current leadership position.   2. Cannot apply for any 
leadership position for the 2022/2023 term. This means that the student can only take up 
leadership positions in the 2024 academic year.   3. Written apology to the Residence Head.   
4. Suspended expulsion from the residence.   5. Publication of the offence and the sanction 
must be published on the notice board of LLL Village. The name of the student must be 
redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.  5. Representations received from students and residence.

Dec

Case 10122021 Residence 
Misconduct 

Unauthorised social gathering - On 09 July 2021 in the kitchen, House 4 at The Village 
residence, that five (5 ) students:   1. Were part of a social gathering of about fifteen (15) 
people in the kitchen    2. Did not wear a mask and did not practice social distancing;   3. Did 
not adhere to the visitors rules applicable to residences.  

Guilty as the student contravened the relevant provisions of the 
Covid-19 policy, the Residence Rules, the Protocol for Tygerberg 
Residences during the adjusted lockdown level 2 as revised and the 
Disciplinary Code for Students of Stellenbosch University (“the 
Code”). 

1. The student must be stripped of  current leadership position with immediate effect. 2. 
Cannot apply for any leadership position for the 2022/2023 term. This means that the 
student can only take up leadership positions in the 2024 academic year.   3. Written apology 
to the Residence Head.   4. Suspended expulsion from the residence.   5. Publication of the 
offence and the sanction must be published on the notice board of LLL Village. The name of 
the student must be redacted.

1. Seriousness of the allegations against the student.   2. The interests of the University community.   3. The interests 
of the person / persons against whom the alleged misconduct was perpetrated.   4. Evidence  obtained during initial 
investigation.   5. Representations received from students and residence.   6. Seniority of the students.

Dec

Case 13122021 Academic 
Misconduct 

Plagiarism - On 17 September 2021, the student submitted a take-home examination 
assignment for the International Law 341 module. Turnitin detected a 63% similarity index 
indicating the use of the ideas or material of others without acknowledgement. 

Guilty of plagiarism - Rule 10.1 and 9.8 1. Forfeiture  of the assessment mark.   2. Written apology to the lecturer.   3. 12 months  
suspendeded suspension from the SU.   4. Publication of misconduct and sanction on the 
faculty noticeboards with the student's name redacted. 

1. The importance of upholding academic integrity and that no student should benefit from their own academic 
misconduct.   2. Cognisance of the fact that the student has shown remorse and has taken accountability for their 
misconduct, and the mitigating circumstances under which the misconduct was committed.



Month Case Number Misconduct Facts of Case Finding Sanctions Reason for Sanction / Decision

Dec

Case 15122021 DAC 
re 07122021

Residence 
Misconduct - 
Appeal

CDC found the students guilty of unauthorised social gathering - During the early hours of 19 
September 2021  at Ubuntu Residence, the student::   Allegation 1:   1.  Was part of a verbal 
and/physical altercation which involved,   2. Alcohol and/empty bottles of were displayed in 
the POD   3. allowed non Ubuntu residents in POD 3200 outside visiting hours;   4. Did not 
wear masks and did not practice social distancing.   Allegation 2: during the evening of 18 
September and/ the early hours of 19 September 2021 the student:   Allegation 2:   1.  
Allowed non Ubuntu residents in POD 3200 outside visiting hours   2. Was involved in an 
argument with the student who broke the window of the residence room,   3. Was  part of a 
gathering of four people in the residence room.   4. Consumed alcohol in the room

The DAC upholds the appeal to a limited extent and altered the 
sanctions imposed by the CDC on 8 December 2021.

The effective suspension was shortened. Where it previously ended on 17 March 2022, it will 
now terminate on 31 December 2021. The suspension itself will now be suspended from the 
earlier date of 1 January 2022 until 17 September 2022.

1. Sufficient grounds to uphold the appeal to a limited extent.   2. The undue hardship of the original sanction.   3. The 
CDC sanction was too harsh.

Dec

Case 15122021 DAC 
re 07122021

Residence 
Misconduct -
Appeal

CDC found the students guilty of unauthorised social gathering - During the early hours of 18 
September 2021  at Ubuntu Residence, the student:   Allegation 1:   1.1.  Was part of a 
verbal and/physical altercation which involved   1.2. Alcohol and/empty bottles of were 
displayed in the POD   1.3. allowed non Ubuntu residents in POD 3200 outside visiting hours;   
1.4. Did not wear masks and did not practice social distancing.   Allegation 2: during the 
evening of 18 September and/ the early hours of 19 September 2021 the student;   2.1  Was 
part of a gathering of four (4) people in the residence room.   2.2 Consumed alcohol in the 
room did not wear mask and practice social distancing  despite being aware that such 
conduct was not permitted.

The DAC upholds the appeal to a limited extend and altered the 
sanctions imposed by the CDC on 8 December 2021.

The effective suspension was shortened. Where it previously ended on 17 March 2022, it will 
now terminate on 31 December 2021. The suspension itself will now be suspended from the 
earlier date of 1 January 2022 until 17 September 2022.

1. Sufficient grounds to uphold the appeal to a limited extent.   2. The undue hardship of the original sanction.   3. The 
CDC sanction was too harsh.
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