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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya
September 20, 2016

Disciplinary File No 30/2016
In the Matter of Student A: (hereinafter: The Student)

Decision

. This file concerns a Student from the Interdisciplinary Center against whom a disciplinary

complaint was filed accusing him of committing disciplinary offenses and infracting clauses
2(d) and/or 2(f) of the Disciplinary Regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya
(hereinafter: "the Disciplinary Regulations"). Upon checking the Student's assignment in an
academic course (hereinafter: "the work") suspicion arose that copying was done from another
student's assignment who is a peer (hereinafter: Student B) in the Student's study track.

A hearing with regards to this file was held on September 18, 2016 with the participation of
the Honorable Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the accused student, Student Union
Representative Yarden Sasi, who argued on behalf of the Student, Committee Coordinator
Shir Peer and the undersigned. In addition the Lecturer of the course appeared before the
Committee and gave his testimony.

. As stated there is suspicion that part of the Student's work in an academic course which

constitutes about 1.5% of the final grade was copied word for word from Student B's work. In
the Student's response dated August 10, 2016 he noted that he indeed received assistance from
Student B because he was flying abroad the day after submitting the assignment, thus he was
under pressure and found it difficult to do the assignment on his own.

It should be noted that as part of the Lecturer's instructions in the course the students are asked
to note on the first page of the assignment with whom they prepared the work and/or if they
received help from someone in preparing it. It is worth mentioning that the Student stated on
his work that "I wrote the homework assignment by myself and I did not receive any assistance
whatsoever for any of the answers."

During the hearing itself the Lecturer presented the copied sections to the Committee as
sections copied word for word from Student B's work. In response the Student claimed that
Student B who prepared and already submitted her assignment agreed to help him prepare his
academic work. He argued that the Student explained the material studied to him while her
final work with all the answers was in front of him. When he was asked if used the answers of
Student B's work which was in front of him in order to prepare his work he answered yes.
Nonetheless, to his understanding he did not copy word for word but instead was helped by his
peer and the work she had prepared beforehand and he did not copy.

. During the hearing the Student was asked to provide an explanation for the fact that complete

sections were copied word for word from Student B's work into his work. He claimed that "the
similarity was due to the questions that I asked her and she explained as always when we sit
together and prepare.... we sat almost an entire day, I also did some alone (pages 1-2 of the
hearing protocol)
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7.

10.

11.

The Student also mentioned that he made a mistake by not writing on the front page of his
work that he received help from Student B in accordance with the Lecturer's instructions.
According to the Student it was his mistake and he is sorry for that.

Decision: There is no dispute that parts of the Student's work were copied word for word from
Student B's work. The accused student admitted that Student B's final work with the answers
were in front of him when he prepared his work and he used it. To his understanding as
expressed during the hearing this is not a case of copying because he did the work himself after
his peer helped him understand the material studied. Unfortunately, I cannot accept this
explanation

Indeed, studying in groups is welcome and appropriate in academic frameworks. Students are
permitted to assist one another in brainstorming processes, exchanges of ideas and mutual
productivity. The Lecturer of the course mentioned that he even encourages the students to act
in this manner. Nonetheless, the Student crosses the thin line from assistance to copying when
he reviews an answer on an assignment that has been prepared and takes the entire answer
which is not the result of his own work.

I have the impression beyond reasonable doubt that this is the situation in the case before us.
The Student copied complete sections from Student B's work while concealing from the
teaching staff the fact that he received Student B's assistance, as he was required to do as part
of the Lecturer's instructions. It is now clear why the Student chose to conceal the fact that he
received help from Student B and ensured that he wrote that he did the work himself,
something that was completely untrue.

In light of the above, and after reviewing the evidence, the testimony of the Lecturer and the
Student's version of events, I have come to the conclusion that the Student knowingly copied
complete sections from Student B's work while misrepresenting the work as the fruit of his
own labor.

Therefore I am convicting the Student of infracting clause 2(d) of the Disciplinary
Regulations which concerns cheating on a homework assignment.

Arguments for Punishment:

12.

13.

The accused student detailed his social involvement and the community services in which he
takes part on campus. He also noted that in essence he recently completed all of his academic
requirements and he is currently promoting a significant business project. The Student Union
Representative added and argued that when deciding the punishment we should take into
consideration the Student's activities and contribution on campus as well as the fact that the
course, which is the subject of this case was his last academic course in his track of studies
towards his degree. She also noted the very low weight of the assignment under discussion in
this case, namely 1.5% of the final grade. Hence it is appropriate to refrain from disqualifying
the course and/or suspending the student which would lead to a delay in the Student's study
and life track.

There is an important issue which needs to be addressed when deciding the Student's
punishment; this is not the first case in which the Student was brought before disciplinary
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14.

15.

16.

proceedings. In June 2015 a plea bargain was signed between the Student and the Complainant
after a complaint was filed against him for forging a signature on the attendance sheet during
an academic course. Ex gratia it was decided that a disciplinary hearing would not be held and
thus a plea bargain was signed in which the Student was reprimanded and minimum
punishment of 15 hours of community service was imposed.

As stated the Student admitted that he used the Student's work but to his understanding he did
not copy and rather legitimately used the work since there is nothing wrong with joint studies
when writing an academic assignment. It is clear that the Student is trying to avoid taking
responsibility while ignoring the severity of his actions and refuses to internalize the
wrongness of it. Moreover, the Student knowingly chose to conceal from the teaching staff the
fact that he received assistance from a peer in his study track. The Student did not provide a
reasonable explanation why he provided a false declaration to the teaching staff. It is quite
possible that the Student understood that such reporting could be used against him in light of
the fact that he copied complete sections from her work.

As stated above, the Student committed a disciplinary offense in the past. Nonetheless, the
Complainant was considerate towards him and did not bring him before a hearing. At the time
he was given the opportunity, ex gratia, to change his ways while receiving very lenient
punishment in comparison to the severity of the offense. And yet, seemingly the Student did
not learn his lesson and did not internalize anything from the earlier incident in which he
ignored the ethical code and chose again to infract the disciplinary regulations while
attempting to mislead the teaching staff.

It is noteworthy that there are no personal circumstances as detailed during the hearing that
justify any deviation from the punishment threshold that has been determined, whereby
punishment of suspension shall be imposed for committing offenses of cheating on academic
homework assignments. From the points raised seemingly the severity of the offense, avoiding
taking responsibility while trying to mislead the teaching staff, combined with the Student's
previous offense, has brought me to the conclusion that the appropriate punishment under the
circumstances is:

a. Suspension from studies for one semester. The suspension shall take effect the first
semester of the 2016-17 academic year.

b. Disqualification of the course.

c. Conditional expulsion for eternity if the Student is convicted of committing an
offense concerning academic dishonesty and/or an act of deception and/or fraud. The
conditional punishment of expulsion shall remain in effect until the completion of the
2017-18 academic year.

This decision will be publicized without naming the Student.

Shelly Malka, Adv.
Disciplinary Officer
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