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Examiner, Assessor or other marker suspects plagiarism or collusion 

Marks work appropriately 

Sends evidence to the Chair of Examiners 

Chair of Examiners decides whether the case is: 

Relatively minor More serious/unfair means suspected Cannot decide 

Case reported to the Secretary of the 
Board of Examinations/Graduate Studies 

and to the Proctors  

Marks adjusted to reflect 
extent of poor scholarship 

Non-disciplinary interview with 
student within Faculty 

Poor scholarship, not 
unfair means 

Refer to Advocate 

Advocate interviews candidate 
before deciding whether to prosecute 

Advocate decides 
not to prosecute 

Student has option of appealing 

Award changed or withheld Award confirmed 

Notice in Reporter 

Judgement including imposition of any penalty 

Court of Discipline/University 
Tribunal convenes 

Advocate invokes 
prosecution proceedings 

 

Investigative meeting 

Unfair means 
suspected/major or 

second offence/cannot 
decide 

Marks adjusted to reflect 
extent of poor scholarship 

Marks adjusted to reflect 
extent of poor scholarship 

Unfair means admitted but offence 
is minor and is a first offence 

Relatively 
minor or 

inadvertent 

More 
serious/unfair 

means suspected Se
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