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*English below: In case of inconsistency or discrepancy the Faroese text take precedence.   

Reglugerð um próvtøkusvik á Fróðskaparsetri Føroya 

Ásett við heimild í § 8 í kunngerð nr. 99 frá 17. juni 2021 um próvtøkur á Fróðskaparsetri Føroya við 

seinni broytingum. 

1. Vísindaligt rættlæti 

Vísindaligt rættlæti1  er ein týðandi partur av tí at vera lesandi á hægri lærustovni og snýr seg m.a. um 

at virða og halda galdandi reglur, mannagongdir og arbeiðshættir í sambandi við próvtøkur. 

Vísindaligt rættlæti hevur m.a. til endamáls at tryggja, at eitt próvtøkuavrik kann eftirkannast fyri at 

fáa staðfest, um talan veruliga er um egið avrik. Grundarlagið undir avrikinum má tí vera gjøgnumskygt 

fyri øðrum á ein slíkan hátt, at tað hvørki er dult, burturtagt, villleitt ella falsað um egið avrik og úrslit.      

 

2. Próvtøkusvik 

  
2.1 Hugtøk, allýsingar og gildisøki 
Hugtakið “próvtøkusvik” fevnir í hesi reglugerð um øll tey føri, har ein lesandi – tilvitað ella ótilvitað – 

villleiðir ella roynir at villeiða um egið avrik ella úrslit í sambandi við próvtøkur.  

“Lesandi” skal skiljast sum øll lesandi á Setrinum, herundir vanliga innskrivað lesandi, merit- og 

gestalesandi, skiftislesandi, stakgreinalesandi, ph.d.-lesandi o.o.       

“Próvtøka” skal í hesum sambandi skiljast sum ein og hvør roynd, innlating, uppgáva, verkætlan ella 

ritgerð o.a., sum tann lesandi skal avrika í lestrartíðini.  

Próvtøkusvik er, tá ein lesandi m.a.: 

• útvegar sær sjálvum ella øðrum ikki loyvda hjálp undir eini próvtøku 

• brúkar ikki loyvd hjálparamboð til eina próvtøku 

• á ikki loyvdan hátt brúkar avrikið hjá øðrum sum sítt egna (ritstuldur/plagiat)  

• samstarvar á ikki loyvdan hátt við onnur lesandi í sambandi við próvtøku 

• falsar úrslit 

• frammanundan hevur fingið kunnleika til eina komandi próvtøkuuppgávu 

• roynir at sleppa undan ella forðar fyri próvtøkueftirliti 

 
1 Hugtakið “vísindaligt rættlæti” (god videnskabelig/akademisk praksis) skal skiljast samsvarandi teimum til eina 

og hvørja tíð galdandi granskingaretisku leiðreglunum hjá Fróðskaparsetri Føroya, stuðlað av m.ø. “Kodeks for 

god videnskabelig praksis” hjá Københavns Universitet og vegleiðingini “God akademisk praksis” frá Syddansk 

Universitet. Hetta tilfar liggur eisini sum kunning og vegleiðing á heimasíðu Setursins www.setur.fo, har tað skal 

lesast og skiljast við neyðugum tillagingum til føroysk viðurskifti. 

http://www.setur.fo/
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Fróðskaparsetur Føroya (Setrið) kann brúka talgild amboð sum lið í at avdúka próvtøkusvik. 

Umframt ásetingarnar í hesi reglugerð um próvtøkusvik, skulu lesandi eisini virða møguligar aðrar 

ásetingar um próvtøkusvik í t.d. námsskipanum og skeiðslýsingum. Somuleiðis skulu lesandi virða 

aðrar reglur, ásetingar og mannagongdir galdandi fyri próvtøkur á Setrinum, sum snúgva seg um annað 

enn próvtøkusvik.     

 

2.2 Serligt um ritstuldur/plagiat 
Tað er óreiðiligt at lata vera við at upplýsa, ella at dylja soleiðis, at villleiðing stendst um egið avrik. 

Ritstuldurin fevnir bæði um skrivlig avrik, munnlig avrik, myndir og onnur talgild avrik.  

Ritstuldur/plagiat er ein tann mest vanligi formurin fyri próvtøkusvik og fevnir m.a. um: 

• Ikki at upplýsa allar heimildir í skrivligum avrikum 

• Avrit og eftirgerð av tekstum hjá øðrum, uttan at greitt verður tilskilað, hvat er sitat, hvat er 

endursøgn av teksti hjá øðrum, og hvaðani hugmyndir, sum ikki eru almennar og ikki eru tínar, 

eru fingnar 

• At lata uppgávu inn sum ein sjálvur ikki hevur skrivað 

• Lata somu uppgávu - ella partar av somu uppgávu - inn til fleiri próvtøkur (sjálvplagiat)    

• Tá ein tekstur verður endurgivin (kopieraður) ella týddur, uttan at tað við taluteknum 

(gásareygum) og keldutilvísing sæst, at talan er um endurgivnan tekst, sum ikki er eins egni, 

ella týddan tekst 

• Tá orð í einum teksti verða umskrivað, ella tá orð úr fleiri tekstum verða sett saman til ein - at 

síggja til - egnan og sjálvstøðugan tekst 

 

Setrið fremur ritstuldurseftirlit. Hetta merkir í verki, at uppgáva, ið verður latin inn, verður sammett 

við aðrar uppgávur í skipanum og á netinum sum heild. Eftirlitið er fyrst og fremst sett í verk fyri at 

styrkja um góðskuna á handfaringini av uppgávum, og ikki, tí at Setrið illtonkir lesandi fyri at fremja 

próvtøkusvik.  

 

2.3 Tilætlað og ótilætlað próvtøkusvik 
Talan er um próvtøkusvik, bæði tá tað verður framt tilætlað ella ótilætlað t.v.s. sama, um svikað verður 

við vilja, av grovum ósketni ella lítlum ósketni.  

Tann lesandi hevur skyldu til at kenna tær undir pkt. 1 omanfyri nevndu leiðreglur og kodeks um 

vísindaligt rættlæti. Talan er tí um grovt ósketni, um tann lesandi ikki kennir hesar reglur og ótilætlað 

fremur próvtøkusvik.  

Um próvtøkusvik er tilætlað ella ótilætlað hevur sostatt onga ávirkan á skuldarspurningin, men kann 

tó  fáa ávirkan á, hvørja avleiðing próvtøkusvik skal hava fyri tann lesandi í ítøkiliga førinum.   

 

2.4 Roynd og medvirkan til próvtøkusvik 
Roynd at fremja próvtøkusvik verður viðgjørd á sama hátt sum fullført próvtøkusvik. 

Medvirkan til próvtøkusvik hjá øðrum lesandi verður viðgjørd sum egið próvtøkusvik. Sama er galdandi 

fyri roynd at medvirka til próvtøkusvik hjá øðrum. 
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Fær ein lesandi hjálp frá øðrum lesandi til próvtøkusvik, fær tað eisini avleiðingar fyri tann medvirkandi 

lesandi.    

2.5 Avleiðingarnar av próvtøkusviki 
Próvtøkusvik er álvarsamt brot, sum - umframt miss av próvtøkuhøvi - eisini kann hava við sær ávaring, 

og í ringasta føri varandi burturvísing frá Setrinum, alt eftir ítøkiligu umstøðunum. Harumframt kann 

revsirættarlig ábyrgd eisini koma upp á tal, sí nærri undir pkt. 5 niðanfyri.  

2.6 Endurpróvtøka, aðrar próvtøkur og framhald av lestrinum 
So leingi avgerð ikki er tikin í einum ítøkiligum máli um próvtøkusvik, kann tann lesandi ikki fara til 

endurpróvtøku í tí fakinum, og ein møgulig seinni endurpróvtøka skal takast heilt av nýggjum. 

Avvarðandi útbúgvingarleiðari ger av, um og í hvønn mun endurpróvtøkan skal fevna um sama evni 

sum upprunaliga próvtøkan.    

Tann lesandi kann tó halda fram við lestrinum, meðan eitt mál um próvtøkusvik verður kannað, eins 

og tann lesandi kann fara til aðrar próvtøkur í hesum tíðarskeiðnum.  

  

3. Fráboðan um illgruna um próvtøkusvik 

  

3.1 Illgruni er um próvtøkusvik í sambandi við próvdøming av skrivligum avriki 
Fær undirvísari/vegleiðari ella próvdómari illgruna um próvtøkusvik, skal undirvísari/vegleiðari boða 

Lestrarskrivstovuni frá hesum saman við skjalprógvi um illgrunan. Snýr illgrunin seg t.d. um ritstuldur 

(plagiat), skal avrit av skrivliga avrikinum hjá tí lesandi leggjast við, har illgrunin um ritstuldur er 

frámerktur, umframt avrit av kelduni, sum ritstuldurin verður hildin at stava frá.  

Er talan um illgruna um ritstuldur í størri skrivligum avrikum, t.d. masterritgerð, er ikki neyðugt hjá 

próvdómaranum at gjøgnumganga alla ritgerðina fyri at frámerkja og skjalprógva allan ritstuldurin, 

men bara so mikið, at illgrunin um próvtøkusvik/ritstuldur verður nøktandi skjalprógvaður. Um so er, 

skal próvdómarin týðiliga gera vart við, at hann ikki hevur gjøgnumgingið alla ritgerðina.  

3.2 Málsligu fortreytirnar hjá tí lesandi 
Skilir tann lesandi ikki føroyskt, skal illgruni um próvtøkusvik fráboðast á donskum ella enskum, eins 

og restin av málsviðgerðini eisini skal vera á donskum ella enskum.  

 

4. Málsgongdin í sambandi við illgruna um próvtøkusvik 

Niðanfyri nevnda mannagongd skal tryggja Setrinum greiðar reglur fyri, nær og hvussu illgruni um 

próvtøkusvik skal handfarast, samstundis sum atlit verður tikið at rættartrygdini hjá tí lesandi. 

 

4.1 Journalisering 
Øll mál viðv. illgruna um próvtøkusvik skulu stovnast í journalini, og alt viðkomandi tilfar skal  

journaliserast samsvarandi galdandi journalmannagongdum. 

 

4.2 Leikluturin hjá Lestrarskrivstovuni 
Eftir fráboðan um møguligt próvtøkusvik skal Lestrarskrivstovan skjótast gjørligt, og í samráð við 

avvarðandi útbúgvingarleiðara og onnur, sum kunnu lýsa málið, kanna málið nærri.   
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Framhaldandi málsviðgerðin valdast, um Lestrarskrivstovan metir haldgott prógv vera fyri illgrunanum 

um próvtøkusvik. 

4.2.1 Haldgott prógv er ikki um próvtøkusvik 

Metir Lestrarskrivstovan, eftir at hava kannað málið, at tað ikki eru nøkur prógv - ella ikki nóg haldgóð 

prógv - fyri illgrunanum um próvtøkusvik, verður ikki gjørt meira við málið. Niðurstøðan verður send 

avvarðandi próvdómara og útbúgvingarleiðara og møguliga øðrum, sum hava tørv á at vita 

niðurstøðuna í málinum. Síðani verður málið lokað.  

 

4.2.2 Haldgott prógv er um próvtøkusvik 

Metir Lestrarskrivstovan, eftir at hava kannað málið, at haldgott prógv er um próvtøkusvik, kunnar 

undirvísarin/vegleiðarin tann lesandi um, at próvdømingin av ítøkiliga skrivliga avrikinum er steðgað 

til málið er liðugt viðgjørt. Lestrarskrivstovan partshoyrir sum skjótast tann lesandi.  

Í partshoyringini skal tann lesandi: 

• Kunnast um illgrunan um próvtøkusvik og grundarlagið undir hesum illgruna  

• Fáa sendandi avrit av øllum tilfarinum í málinum. Snýr málið seg um ritstuldur, skal eisini 

viðleggjast avrit av skrivliga avrikinum hjá tí lesandi við frámerkjum, har próvdómarin 

metir ritstuldur vera framdan, avrit av kelduni sum ritstuldurin er tikin frá og møguliga 

øðrum tilfari, um hetta ikki longu framgongur í frágreiðing frá ritstuldurforritinum   

• Kunnast um reglurnar um próvtøkusvik 

Eftir framda partshoyring, sendir Lestrarskrivstovan samlaða málið við tilmæli til støðutakan hjá 

rektaranum, sum skal taka støðu til, um próvtøkusvikið - umframt miss av próvtøkuhøvi - eisini skal 

hava aðrar avleiðingar fyri tann lesandi. Saman við tilmælinum skulu viðleggjast upplýsingar um 

møgulig onnur aktuell ella avgreidd mál hjá tí lesandi um próvtøkusvik ella onnur brot á 

skilhaldsreglurnar hjá Setrinum. 

Sum áður nevnt, frítekur tað ikki tann lesandi fyri ábyrgd, at próvtøkusvik verður framt ótilætlað. 

Lestrarskrivstovan kann tí ikki sleppa einum máli um próvtøkusvik, bara við teirri grundgeving, at tann 

lesandi ikki kendi reglurnar um vísindaligt rættlæti ella akademiska skriving. Málið kann heldur ikki 

sleppast bara við teirri grundgeving, at tann lesandi var undir stórum persónligum trýsti. Nevndu dømi 

frítaka sostatt ikki tann lesandi viðv. skuldarspurninginum fyri próvtøkusvik, men kunnu tó fáa ávirkan 

á, hvør avleiðingin verður fyri at hava framt próvtøkusvik. 

 

5. Avgerðin viðv. próvtøkusviki 
 

5.1  Rektarin tekur avgerð 
Við støði í tilmælinum  frá Lestrarskrivstovuni - men tó ikki bundið av hesum - tekur rektarin avgerð 

um avleiðingarnar fyri tann lesandi av staðfestum próvtøkusviki. Rektarin  kann áleggja tí lesandi eina 

ella fleiri av fylgjandi agarevsingum: 

• Munnliga ella skrivliga ávaring 

• Burturvísing av tí lesandi frá Setrinum antin tíðaravmarkað ella varandi. Í báðum førum 

verður tann lesandi útskrivaður frá Setrinum. Lestrarkort, lyklar o.a. verður ógildað og skal 

latast inn aftur, og viðkomandi verður útihýstur frá allari undirvísing og øllum øðrum tiltøkum 
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á Setrinum. Tann lesandi fær ikki avriksflutt skeið, sum hann møguliga tekur á øðrum hægri 

lærustovnum í burturvísingartíðarskeiðinum, og møgulig útskrivað prógv, sum fevna um 

próvtøkuna, har próvtøkusvik var framt, kunnu eftir umstøðunum verða ógildað. Tann 

tíðaravmarkað burturvísti lesandi kann søkja um endurinnskriving á Setrinum, tá 

burturvísingartíðarskeiðið er runnið.  

Agarevsing gevur ikki avvarðandi lesandi rætt til at fáa endurgoldið ella góðskrivað møgulig 

luttøkugjøld o.a. í sambandi við lesturin. 

5.2 Skerpandi og linnandi umstøður 
Val av agarevsing er altíð ein ítøkilig avgerð, tikin við støði í ítøkiligu umstøðunum í tí einstaka málinum, 

herundir møguligar skerpandi ella linnandi umstøður og við neyðugum atliti at fyrisitingarligu 

markregluni (proportionalprinsippinum). 

Skerpandi umstøður kunnu t.d. vera endurtøka, har sami lesandi áður hevur framt – ella hevur roynt 

at framt – próvtøkusvik. 

Linnandi umstøður kunnu t.d. vera, at próvtøkusvik er framt ótilætlað við lítlum ósketni.  

5.3 Fráboðan til løgregluna 
Er í einum máli um próvtøkusvik talan um  møguliga skjalafalsan, ella onnur brot á revsilógina, boðar  

rektarin eisini løgregluni frá málinum. 

5.4 Grundgeving og kæruvegleiðing 
Avgerð um agarevsing skal grundgevast og hava nøktandi kæruvegleiðing samsvarandi 

fyrisitingarlógini.   

6. Kæra 

 
Avgerð um próvtøkusvik og agarevsing fyri próvtøkusvik kann kærast til avvarðandi landsstýrisfólk.  

 

Kærufreistin er 4 vikur eftir, at avgerðin er fráboðað tí lesandi.  

 

Kæra skal skrivliga sendast Lestrarskrivstovuni, ið sendir kæruna víðari til avvarðandi landsstýrisfólk 

saman við sínum ummæli av málinum. Áðrenn málið verður sent landsstýrisfólkinum, skal 

Lestrarskrivstovan geva kæraranum høvi til, innan 7 dagar, at gera viðmerkingar til ummælið, og  

møguligar viðmerkingar kærarans skulu eisini sendast landsstýrisfólkinum.    

 

7. Gildiskoma og skiftisreglur 

 
Henda reglugerð er góðkend av Setursleiðsluni tann 25.08.2025 og kemur í gildi 1.10.2025. Samstundis 

fara úr gildi møguligar aðrar reglur um próvtøkusvik, sum ikki eru í samsvari við hesa reglugerð.    

Ásetingarnar í hesi reglugerð verða eisini brúktar í málum um møguligt próvtøkusvik, sum eru undir 

viðgerð, tá henda reglugerð kemur í gildi. 

Reglugerðin verður útgivin bæði á føroyskum og enskum máli. Er ósamsvar millum tekstin í føroysku 

og ensku útgávuni, er føroyski teksturin galdandi.  
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Regulations on examination misconduct at the University of 

the Faroe Islands 

 

Issued pursuant to section 8 of Executive Order no. 99 of 17 June 2021 on examinations at the 

University of the Faroe Islands, as amended. 

1. Academic integrity 

Academic integrity2 is an important part of being a student at a higher education institution and 

concerns, inter alia, respecting and complying with applicable rules, procedures, and working 

methods in connection with examinations. 

 

Academic integrity aims, among other things, to ensure that an examination performance can be 

reviewed in order to determine whether it is genuinely the student’s own work. The basis for the 

performance must therefore be transparent to others in such a way that nothing is concealed, 

omitted, misleading, or falsified regarding the student’s own work and results. 

 

2. Examination misconduct  
2.1 Concepts, definitions, and scope 
The concept of “examination cheating” in this regulation covers all cases where a student – 

intentionally or unintentionally – misleads or attempts to mislead about their own performance or 

results in connection with examinations. 

“Student” shall be understood as all students at the University, including regularly enrolled students, 

credit and guest students, exchange students, single-subject students, PhD students, etc. 

“Examination” shall in this context be understood as any test, submission, assignment, project, or 

thesis, etc., which the student is required to complete during the course of study. 

Examination cheating occurs, inter alia, when a student: 

• obtains unauthorized assistance for themselves or others during an examination 

• uses unauthorized aids for an examination 

• uses the work of others as their own in an unauthorized manner (plagiarism) 

• collaborates in an unauthorized manner with other students in connection with an 

examination 

• falsifies results 

• has obtained prior knowledge of an upcoming examination assignment 

• attempts to evade or obstruct examination supervision 

The University of the Faroe Islands (Setrið) may use digital tools as part of detecting examination 

misconduct. 

In addition to the provisions in this regulation on examination misconduct, students must also 

 
2 The concept of “scientific integrity” (good scientific/academic practice) shall be understood in accordance with the 
research ethics guidelines in force at any given time at the University of the Faroe Islands, supported, inter alia, by the 
“Code of Conduct for Good Scientific Practice” of the University of Copenhagen and the guidance “Good Academic 
Practice” from the University of Southern Denmark. This material is also available as information and guidance on the 
University’s website, www.setur.fo, where it is to be read and understood with the necessary adaptations to Faroese 
circumstances. 

http://www.setur.fo/
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comply with any other provisions on examination misconduct in, for example, curricula and course 

descriptions. Likewise, students must comply with other rules, provisions, and procedures applicable 

to examinations at the University that concern matters other than examination misconduct. 

2.2 Special provisions on plagiarism 
It is dishonest to fail to disclose, or to conceal in such a way that misleading occurs, one’s own 

performance. Plagiarism covers both written work, oral work, images, and other digital work. 

Plagiarism is one of the most common forms of examination misconduct and includes, inter alia: 

• failing to disclose all sources in written work 

• copying and imitation of texts by others without clearly indicating what is a quotation, what 

is a paraphrase of another’s text, and where ideas that are not general knowledge and not 

one’s own originate 

• submitting an assignment that one has not written oneself 

• submitting the same assignment – or parts of the same assignment – for multiple 

examinations (self-plagiarism) 

• reproducing (copying) or translating a text without clearly indicating, by quotation marks and 

source references, that the text is reproduced and not one’s own, or is translated 

• rewriting words in a text, or combining words from several texts into what appears to be an 

original and independent text 

The University conducts plagiarism checks. In practice, this means that submitted assignments are 

compared with other assignments in systems and on the internet as a whole. The checks are primarily 

implemented to strengthen quality in the handling of assignments and not because the University 

assumes that students intend to commit examination misconduct. 

2.3 Intentional and unintentional examination misconduct 
Examination misconduct occurs whether it is committed intentionally or unintentionally, i.e. 

regardless of whether the misconduct is deliberate, due to gross negligence, or minor negligence. 

The student has a duty to be familiar with the guidelines and codes on academic integrity mentioned 

under section 1 above. It therefore constitutes gross negligence if the student is unaware of these 

rules and unintentionally commits examination misconduct. 

Whether examination misconduct is intentional or unintentional thus has no effect on the question of 

guilt, but may affect what consequences the examination misconduct will have for the student in the 

specific case. 

2.4 Attempt and complicity in examination misconduct 
An attempt to commit examination misconduct is treated in the same manner as committed 

examination misconduct. 

Complicity in examination misconduct by other students is treated as one’s own examination 

misconduct. The same applies to attempts to participate in examination misconduct by others. 

If a student receives assistance from other students in committing examination misconduct, this will 

also have consequences for the assisting student. 

2.5 Consequences of examination misconduct 
Examination misconduct is a serious violation which, in addition to loss of the examination attempt, 

may also result in a warning and, in the most serious cases, permanent expulsion from the University, 

depending on the specific circumstances. Furthermore, criminal liability may also arise; see section 5 

below. 
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2.6 Re-examinations, other examinations, and continuation of studies 
Until a decision has been made in a specific case of examination misconduct, the student may not take 

a re-examination in the subject concerned, and any later re-examination must be taken entirely anew. 

The relevant programme leader decides whether and to what extent the re-examination shall cover 

the same material as the original examination. 

The student may, however, continue their studies while a case of examination misconduct is being 

investigated, and may also take other examinations during this period. 

3. Reporting suspicion of examination misconduct  

3.1 Suspicion of examination misconduct in connection with the assessment of written work 
If a lecturer/supervisor or examiner suspects examination misconduct, the lecturer/supervisor must 

notify the Student Affairs together with documentation of the suspicion. If the suspicion concerns, 

for example, plagiarism, a copy of the student’s written work must be enclosed, with the suspected 

plagiarism marked, as well as a copy of the source from which the plagiarism is believed to originate. 

In cases of suspected plagiarism in larger written works, e.g. a master’s thesis, the examiner is not 

required to review the entire thesis to identify and document all plagiarism, but only to the extent 

necessary to sufficiently document the suspicion of examination misconduct/plagiarism. In such 

cases, the examiner must clearly state that the entire thesis has not been reviewed. 

3.2 The language ability of the student 
If the student does not understand Faroese, the suspicion of examination misconduct must be 

reported in Danish or English, and the remainder of the case processing must also be conducted in 

Danish or English.  

 

4. Case procedure in connection with suspicion of examination misconduct 

The procedure described below is intended to ensure clear rules for the University regarding when 

and how suspicion of examination misconduct is to be handled, while at the same time safeguarding 

the legal rights of the student. 

 

4.1 Archiving 
All cases concerning suspicion of examination misconduct must be archived, and all relevant material 

must be registered in accordance with applicable archiving procedures. 

 

4.2 The role of the Student Affairs  
Following a report of possible examination misconduct, the Student Affairs office must, as soon as 

possible and in consultation with the relevant programme leader and others who may explain the 

case, investigate the matter further. 

The continued processing of the case depends on whether the Student Affairs office assesses that 

there is substantiated evidence for the suspicion of examination misconduct. 

4.2.1 No substantiated evidence of examination misconduct 

If, after investigating the case, the Student Affairs office assesses that there is no evidence – or not 

sufficient substantiated evidence – for the suspicion of examination misconduct, no further action is 

taken. The conclusion is sent to the relevant examiner and programme leader and possibly others who 

need to be informed of the outcome of the case. The case is then closed. 
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4.2.2 Substantiated evidence of examination misconduct 

If, after investigating the case, the Student Affairs office assesses that there is substantiated 

evidence of examination misconduct, the lecturer/supervisor informs the student that the 

assessment of the specific written work has been suspended until the case has been fully processed. 

The Student Affairs office hears the student as soon as possible. 

During the hearing, the student must: 

• be informed of the suspicion of examination misconduct and the basis for this suspicion 

• receive copies of all material in the case. If the case concerns plagiarism, this must also 

include a copy of the student’s written work with markings where the examiner considers 

plagiarism to have occurred, a copy of the source from which the plagiarism has been taken, 

and possibly other material, if this does not already appear in the report from the plagiarism 

detection software 

• be informed of the rules on examination misconduct 

After the hearing has been completed, the Student Affairs office forwards the complete case with a 

recommendation to the Rector for a decision on whether the examination misconduct – in addition 

to loss of the examination attempt – should also entail other consequences for the student. 

Together with the recommendation, information must be enclosed regarding any other current or 

concluded cases involving the student concerning examination misconduct or other violations of the 

University’s code of conduct. 

As previously mentioned, the fact that examination misconduct is committed unintentionally does 

not exempt the student from responsibility. The Student Affairs office therefore cannot dismiss a 

case of examination misconduct solely on the grounds that the student was unaware of the rules on 

academic integrity or academic writing. Nor can the case be dismissed solely on the grounds that the 

student was under significant personal pressure. The examples mentioned therefore do not exempt 

the student with regard to the question of guilt for examination misconduct, but may affect the 

consequence of having committed examination misconduct. 

5. Decision concerning examination misconduct 
5.1 The Rector makes the decision 
Based on the recommendation from the Student Affairs – but not bound by it – the Rector decides 

on the consequences for the student of established examination misconduct. The Rector may 

impose one or more of the following disciplinary sanctions: 

• oral or written warning 

• expulsion of the student from the University, either for a limited period or permanently. In 

both cases, the student is unenrolled from the University. Student cards, keys, etc. are 

invalidated and must be returned, and the student is excluded from all teaching and all 

other activities at the University. The student will not receive credit transfer for courses 

taken at other higher education institutions during the expulsion period, and any issued 

certificates covering the examination in which examination misconduct occurred may, 

depending on the circumstances, be invalidated. A student expelled for a limited period may 

apply for re-enrolment at the University once the expulsion period has expired. 

A disciplinary sanction does not entitle the student concerned to a refund or credit of any participation 

fees, etc. in connection with the studies. 
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5.2 Aggravating and mitigating circumstances 
The choice of disciplinary sanction is always a specific decision based on the concrete circumstances 

of the individual case, including any aggravating or mitigating circumstances, and with due regard to 

the administrative principle of proportionality. 

Aggravating circumstances may include, for example, repetition, where the same student has 

previously committed – or attempted to commit – examination cheating. 

Mitigating circumstances may include, for example, that the examination misconduct was 

committed unintentionally with minor negligence. 

5.3 Reporting to the police 
If a case of examination misconduct involves possible document forgery or other violations of criminal 

law, the Rector also notifies the police of the case. 

5.4 Reasoning and guidance on appeal 

 
A decision on disciplinary sanctions must be reasoned and include adequate guidance on appeal in 

accordance with the Public Administration Act. 

6. Appeal 
A decision on examination misconduct and disciplinary sanctions for the misconduct may be 

appealed to the relevant minister. 

The deadline for appeal is 4 weeks after the decision has been notified to the student. 

The appeal must be submitted in writing to the Student Affairs office which forwards the appeal to 

the relevant minister together with its review on the case. Before the case is forwarded to the 

minister, the Student Affairs office must give the appellant the opportunity, within 7 days, to submit 

comments on the review, and any such comments by the appellant must also be forwarded to the 

minister. 

 

7. Entry into effect and transitional provisions 

 
This regulation was approved by the University Leadership team on 25th August 2025 and enters into 

force on 1st October 2025. At the same time, any other rules on examination cheating that are not in 

accordance with this regulation are repealed. 

The provisions of this regulation shall also be applied to cases of possible examination cheating that 

are under consideration when this regulation enters into force. 

The regulation is published in both Faroese and English. In the event of any discrepancy between the 

Faroese and English versions, the Faroese text shall prevail. 

 

 


