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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

November 20, 2019

Disciplinary File 16/2019
In the matter of Student A — (hereinafter: the Student)

Decision

1. This case concerns a Student at the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya who was accused
of infracting clauses 2(d) and/or 2(f) of the disciplinary regulations of the
Interdisciplinary Center (hereinafter: The Disciplinary Regulations) for submitting an
academic paper that was almost completely copied, as shall be detailed.

2. On November 14, 2019 a hearing was held in the presence of the Complainant Orly
Shaked, the Committee Coordinator, Ms. Shir Peer, Student Union Representatives
Yair Ben Shlomo, Emma Lasseri and Almog Lavi, the accused student and the
undersigned.

3. In the framework of the academic course the Student was required to submit a paper
that constituted 30% of the final grade (hereinafter: the paper). After an initial review of
the paper (which will be expanded upon below) and after being checked, it became
apparent to the Lecturer that the paper was copied. In the Complaint Letter dated June
19, 2019 the Lecturer noted that the paper was exactly like a paper submitted in the
same course two years beforehand (hereinafter: the original paper). The Lecturer
attached the Student's paper and the original paper to the Complaint Letter and noted
that the Student's paper was copied almost word for word excluding slight adaptations.

4. On November 11, 2019 the accused student's response in writing (hereinafter: the
response letter) was received in which he described, inter alia, the course of his life,
his activities off campus, personal circumstances and so forth. As for the accusations
against him he noted in his words: "the pressure, the desire to succeed and personal
circumstances led me to the unpleasant situation which | am currently in". Things in this
same spirit were also heard at the hearing itself when the Student admitted to copying,
took responsibility for his actions and expressed his regret for the event.

5.  From reviewing the original paper and the Student's paper the scope of copying is
evident, as the Lecturer described in the Complaint Letter. The Student submitted a
paper which was for the most part copied from the original work to the point of word for
word excluding changes which were minor and negligible in terms of substance and
content.

6. In light of the Student's admission to copying the paper, | hereby convict him of
infracting clause 2(d) of the Disciplinary Regulations which concerns cheating on a
homework assignment.
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Arguments for punishment: During the stage of arguments for punishment the Student
related to several personal circumstances which he believed had an effect on his
situation at the time, several days before submitting the paper and caused him to
deviate from his honest path. | will not detail them as they are personal and medical
issues. Nonetheless it is appropriate to relate to the connection between the personal
circumstances that the Student described and the cheating that was committed on the
academic paper. Consequently the Student was asked to explain, inter alia, how in his
opinion certain events in his personal life influenced his pondered decision to find an
academic paper from the exact same course, copy it while making certain adaptations
and submit it to the lecturer of the course while knowing that the paper was copied from
beginning to end. In response to this question the Student noted that though there is no
justification for cheating like he did "the circumstances contributed to his erroneous
judgement under pressure to submit the paper on time" (page 4 of the hearing
protocol).

The Student Union Representative, Mr. Ben Shlomo, mentioned several arguments as
follows: this case concerns a positive student who admitted to the accusations against
him and took responsibility for his actions (additional arguments regarding the
importance of the Student's admission were provided in writing several days following
the hearing); there are special personal circumstances that caused him to act with
misjudgment. Moreover, the Student intends to continue studying towards his master's
degree. Together with all of the circumstances mentioned above, the Student Union
Representative argued that it is appropriate to avoid imposing punishment of
suspension from studies, which under the circumstances of this case is not
proportionate. Thus only punishment of conditional suspension should suffice.

The Complainant noted that this is a severe offense of cheating on an academic paper
that was submitted. Furthermore, the personal circumstances described, in her opinion,
do not justify taking into consideration the punishment in order to avoid imposing
suspension from studies. In any case she is leaving it up to the discretion of the
undersigned to determine the punishment.

As stated, the Student submitted an academic paper constituting 30% of the final
grade. Naturally submitting an academic paper that was copied while making
adaptations and changes as needed in order to try to hide the act, requires thought and
planning in advance. That is to say — this is not a mistaken moment or a last minute
decision taken under pressure of some type as claimed by the Student. The opposite.
The Student made the contemplated decision to hand in the copied paper and for that
purpose did several acts, over several days which were intended to help him conceal
his actions and deceive the Lecturer.

Another issue that needs to be addressed: several days following the hearing an
additional response was received from the Student Union Representative Mr. Ben
Shlomo concerning taking into consideration the admission of the Student and giving
substantial weight to taking responsibility on his part. If so it should be noted that
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several hours before submitting the paper the Student met with the Lecturer in the
framework of his hours of reception designated, inter alia, to assist students in
submitting papers. In the Letter of Complaint the Lecturer described what transpired in
the meeting. According to the Lecturer, during the meeting he reviewed the paper and
its different paragraphs and in his preliminary review of the paper he identified the
paper from two years beforehand and even remembered the Student who submitted it.
In light of the suspicion that arose he began to ask the Student several questions about
the subject of the work and the process of writing it with the clear intention: "to give the
Student several opportunities to get out of this" in his words. That is, the Lecturer gave
the Student the opportunity to take responsibility, to retrieve his work and avoid
handing in a copied paper. However, the Student chose, for his own reasons no to do
SO.

It is noteworthy that during the hearing the Student claimed that he was under pressure
during the meeting and did not necessarily understand the hints made by the Lecturer
that were intended to allow the Student the opportunity to admit that it was a copied
paper. Furthermore, the Student Union Representative argued that the Lecturer's
statements in the Letter of Complaint were not accurate (pages 3-4 of the protocol). In
any case, there is no dispute that the Student presented the copied paper already
during the meeting and thereby deceived the Lecturer. Perhaps the student believed
that the Lecturer would not know that this was a case of a copied paper. With his bad
luck, the Lecturer immediately recognized the paper.

The impression is that the Student had several opportunities to admit and take
responsibility for his actions and avoid handing in a copied paper. Only after a
complaint was filed against him and a copy of the original paper was provided, the
Student quickly admitted and took responsibility for his actions. Admission and taking
responsibility are desired actions and should be given weight when determining the
punishment. Nonetheless, the timing and the circumstances of taking responsibility
should also be taken into account. In the case under discussion it does not justify
special consideration when determining the punishment.

The IDC cannot allow its academic integrity to be harmed and in particular cannot
accept offenses of copying. Consequently a clear threshold of punishment was set
whereby deceiving when submitting an academic paper, regretfully, results in
suspension from studies for one semester except in extraordinary cases. After carefully
listening to the arguments of the Student and the Student Union Representative, | am
under the impression that the case under discussion does not fall under extraordinary
cases that justify deviating from the punishment norm. The personal circumstances of
the Student that were presented are not exceptional, especially in light of the fact that a
direct connection between the personal circumstances and the offense committed was
not proven.

In conclusion of this matter, taking into account the severity of the offense without
special personal circumstances that should be taken into account to mediate the
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punishment, | decided that the appropriate and proper punishment under the
circumstances of this case is:

a. Disqualification of the paper.

b. Suspension from studies for one semester. The suspension will take effect
the second semester of this academic year, 2019-2020.

This decision shall be publicized to the students without naming the Student.
The decision might affect payment of tuition.

Pl

Shelly Malka, Adv.
Disciplinary Officer
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