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Policy on cheating and collusion
[bookmark: _Hlk160112695]
[bookmark: _Hlk160113554]Candidates are required to sign a disclaimer prior to sitting any of the Law Society’s exams, stating that their work will be their own and that they will not
· plagiarise; 
· copy;
· collude with another candidate;
· use AI-generated content, even if appropriately flagged;
· cheat in any other way (including ghostwriting); or
· enable another candidate to cheat in any of the above ways.

Where a candidate is suspected by the examiner of a subject of having cheated in any of the ways identified in paragraph 1 above, the relevant examiner will flag that matter to the Convener of the Board of Examiners, whom failing, the Vice-Convener.

Where a matter of suspected cheating has been flagged to the Convener of the Board of Examiners, they will consider that matter (at their discretion, together with the Vice-Convener) and propose an outcome to the Society’s Admissions Sub-Committee.
 
Prior to making their proposal, the Convener (and/or Vice-Convener) of the Board of Examiners shall be entitled to:
· consider the original exam script;
· request a response on the matter from the candidate and/or the examiner;
· conduct an interview with the candidate;
· conduct any further investigation that they deem appropriate, in order to understand the full facts and circumstances of the matter.

In all circumstances where a matter of suspected cheating has been flagged to the Convener (and/or Vice-Convener) of the Board of Examiners, the examiners of all other subjects for which the candidate sat an exam at the same diet will be asked to recheck their scripts to determine whether they likewise suspect any cheating to have taken place.  These views will be included in the assessment, noted at 4 above.

Where, following investigation, the Convener (and/or Vice-Convener) of the Board of Examiners is satisfied that the available evidence suggests that a candidate has cheated they will make a proposal to the Admissions Sub-Committee with respect to the appropriate outcome for the behaviour identified. 

The Convener (and/or Vice-Convener) will be entitled to make such proposal as they see fit, considering the specific circumstances of the matter but common proposals will include:
a) That the candidate fails the exam and is required to resit it in full.
b) Where an exam is in multiple parts/sections or includes multiple forms of assessment, that the candidate:
i) fails the specific part/section/assessment and is required to resit only that part/section/assessment; or
ii) fails the entire exam and is required to resit it in full; or
iii) fails the entire subject and is required to resit it in full.
c) That the candidate passes the exam but that their grade is restricted.
d) In addition to one of the above outcomes, that the candidate is required to complete an oral examination.

The Admissions Sub-Committee will be guided but not bound by the proposal of the Convener (and/or Vice-Convener) and will be entitled to come to its own view and decision.  The Admissions Sub-Committee may similarly make its own investigation into the matter.

Candidates are also reminded that the Society’s Fitness & Properness Guidance outlines dishonesty and deception (including plagiarism, collusion, ghostwriting or other forms of cheating) as matters of “serious concern”. For candidates who are found to be guilty of any of these behaviours, this may later be grounds for determining that they are not a fit and proper person to be admitted as a Scottish solicitor, irrespective of any individual or collective exam results.  Such matters will be determined by the Admissions Sub-Committee when a candidate comes forward for admission as a solicitor.
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