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Disciplinary Case No. 4/2026
In the case of the student A (hereinafter: "the Student").

March 15, 2026
Decision

1. The Student is in his second year of studies towards his bachelor's degree at the Raphael
Recanati International School at Reichman University. His permanent residence is in one of
the Western European countries and currently he is in Israel thanks to a student visa that is
extended every year.

2. Asafirst-year student, at the end of the second semester of the 2025-2025 academic year, he
was suspected in a disciplinary complaint (dated December 14, 2025), based on a detailed
letter of complaint on behalf of the learned lecturer, Dr. Yossi Shamai, in course "A"
(hereinafter: " the Course"). The letter of complaint was sent to the Student by email on
August 25, 2025, and it raises suspicion of disciplinary violations during the final exam in
the course (Moed Alef), which the student took on Zoom from his place of residence in
Europe during the month of July 2025. In the same letter, the learned lecturer specifies,
among other things, five factual claims that support his conclusion that the Student
knowingly violated a categorical provision prohibiting the use of material that was not
studied and, even more seriously, committed an act of fraud, a conclusion that is the result
of an in-depth examination of the exam and a thorough conversation for clarification that
was conducted with the Student after completing the assessment of the exam. In light of all
this, the Student was accused of violating Sections 2(c) and/or 2(f) of the Reichman
University Disciplinary Regulations (hereinafter: the "Disciplinary Regulations").

3. The esteemed university complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the coordinator of the disciplinary
committee and the registrar of the minutes in Hebrew, Ms. Orit Leiser; the registrar of the
minutes in English, Ms. Francis Laro; the lecturer — the complainant, Dr. Yossi Shamai;
the student's learned representative on behalf of the Student Union, Mr. Amiel Sonnenblik;
and the Student — the accused himself — were present during the lengthy hearing that was
held before me entirely in English in the matter of the Student on Tuesday, February 24,
2026 (at 11:00).

Reichman University (IDC Herzliya)
Public Benefit Company P.O.Box 167 Herzliya 4610101, Israel | www.runi.ac.il | Tel: +972 9 9527272 | info@runi.ac.il
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4. In response to the learned lecturer's detailed letter of complaint, the Student wrote to Ms.
Shaked on September 7, 2025 and laid out his detailed response to the complaint, which was,
and is, a complete denial of the allegation of fraud during the exam; Directly following
this, prior to the hearing and in response to the disciplinary complaint filed against him, the
Student's representative provided a detailed written reference as to what was claimed
(hereinafter: the "Response Letter").! Even in this response, the representative vehemently
denied on behalf of the Student that the Student had committed an act of fraud while taking
the exam via Zoom.

5. At the opening of the hearing, after the introducing those present and an exchange of words,
the learned lecturer — the complainant — was first heard, who testified clearly and
convincingly about the facts underlying his complaint and the basis of the complaint, with
detailed reference to the same long conversation held for clarification which he had with the
Student via Zoom, on August 12, 2025, with the participation of the teaching assistant, and
while repeating the same five factual claims that support his conclusion that the Student made
prohibited use of a generative artificial intelligence tool during the exam.? It should be
emphasized that the lecturer was asked a number of questions by the parties, most of which
were by the representative on behalf of the Student, and at the end of his testimony I also
asked two clarification questions; afterwards, the representative on behalf of the Student was
heard, after which the Student himself testified at his own request regarding his studying for
the exam, the exam itself and the developments that followed, with emphasis on the
conversation regarding clarifications that was held on Zoom. It should be immediately stated

that already at the beginning of the remarks of the representative on behalf of the

! The learned representative should be commended for preparing a substantive, comprehensive and scholarly response,
by topics and sub-topics, which includes 31 arguments.

2 It should be emphasized, as the lecturer testified, that the same call for clarifications was done so under complete surprise
(intentionally) about a month following the exam and continued for more than 20 minutes, in light of the fact that the
lecturer was aware of the difficulty of proving fraud using generative artificial intelligence during Zoom exams. It should
also be emphasized that the exam was presented to the Student at the time of the call, and therefore his claim that he did
not remember due to the time that had passed was weakened and that the possibility of holding a call for clarification
purposes was known to all the students. It should be noted that according to the lecturer in his testimony, it was clear to
him that the Student had made improper use of the generative artificial intelligence tool even before the conversation with
him for clarifications on Zoom, but the conversation strengthened his conclusion, especially in light of the fact that the
Student did not know how to explain things that he had written on the exam.

31t should be noted that the lecturer emphasized to us, at least twice, that he was sure that the Student had committed an
act of fraud by using generative artificial intelligence and that indeed all of the evidence that he presented supports this.

Reichman University (IDC Herzliya)
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Student, he noted that his client admitted to violating the directives during the exam
and denies any act of fraud, and the Student confirmed this.

6. After hearing the parties, a careful review of the evidence and everything that was claimed
in writing and orally, I found that the Student shall be convicted of serious infraction of
the directives in accordance with Section 2(f) of the Disciplinary Regulations on the basis
of his confession, which is supported by all the evidence. In this context, it should be clarified
that the exam guidelines explicitly prohibit any use of material that was not studied during
the course and the Student grossly violated this prohibition;* However, with regard to the
suspicion based on the act of fraud due to the use of one tool or another of generative
artificial intelligence, the Student will be acquitted for reason of doubt for the reasons
detailed below.

7. Indeed, the circumstantial evidence in the present case against the Student is convincing,
beginning with the detailed complaint through the unequivocal, clear and professional
testimony of the learned lecturer’ to the latter's convincing answers to the learned
representative's questions. However, in order to be convicted of a fraudulent offense under
section 2(c) of the Disciplinary Regulations, the elements of the offense must be proven
beyond a reasonable doubt. I have no doubt that the allegations made in the letter of
complaint and the complaint that followed it were proven in the balance of probabilities, and
even much more than that, but in my opinion, all the circumstantial evidence vis-a-vis the
defense's arguments is not sufficient for the purpose of proving beyond a reasonable doubt.®
I would not be exaggerating if I say that the letter of complaint, together with the lecturer's
unequivocal testimony about the exam and the long Zoom conversation, convinced me
during the hearing regarding the Student's guilt, but the statements of the representative on

behalf of the Student and the testimony of the Student himself in my opinion created a slight

4 The lecturer explained that the purpose of the prohibition of the use of material that was not studied during the year is to
prevent any use of generative Al tools, and that the use of a concept that was not studied, as in our case, constitutes the
presumption that there was prohibited use of generative artificial intelligence, which becomes a conclusive presumption
and categorical evidence when the Student does not know how explain what he wrote, as in the case before us.

> Which mainly relies on the basis of the exhaustive and professional investigation he conducted in regards to this matter.

6 1t should be noted that the entire performance of the exam was filmed as required with remote exams. The lecturer
examined what was filmed, but under the circumstances of the case, it is obviously very difficult to identify the use of a
creative Al tool, and therefore no direct evidence of this kind was found.

Reichman University (IDC Herzliya)
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evidentiary crack, which when writing the decision made it very difficult for me to
determine with the necessary level of certainty that an act of fraud was indeed committed
here.” I do not believe that the lecturer is wrong in his written and oral statements about what
happened during the exam on Zoom; the opposite, I believe that the "factual truth" is with
him, and of course I have no doubt that the lecturer himself is indeed 100% convinced in his
position that we are dealing with an act of fraud. However, we must understand, that when
judges examine the arguments, the various evidence and the testimonies heard before them,
the matter is not necessarily black or white. This is because between the two aforementioned
colors, there is another possibility which is the color gray, and its meaning is that the "legal
truth", not the factual one, requires an acquittal due to doubt.® In other words, it is reasonable
to assume that on the factual level (roughly quantified, i.e., at a level of more than 92%) that
the lecturer was right, but on the legal level a slight crack was discovered that requires
acquittal due to doubt. This is especially true where the entire case is built on circumstantial
evidence,’ as the learned representative correctly claims, and given that the main rule in all
matters relating to such cases is the rule of the only logical conclusion that arises from
the evidence. In other words, it could have been determined that the student had indeed made
improper use of a generative artificial intelligence tool based on all the circumstantial
evidence provided by the lecturer, but only if it was proven that this was the only logical
conclusion warranted under the circumstances.'® As a result, insofar as the facts that have

been proven leave even the slightest doubt as to the possibility of a certain explanation, as

" In this regard, see paragraphs 20-25; 29-31 in the response letter and the lecturer’s response to my clarification question
that about 60% of the exam questions had previously appeared in the framework of homework, including the question in
which the answer is the source of suspicion. Nonetheless, the lecturer further clarified that the Student’s answer did not
appear in the homework and that in his opinion it is very difficult to remember the questions from the homework, and
therefore he does not accept this explanation of the Student. However, the Student in his testimony before me claimed
that he memorized questions 3-4 of the homework without fully understanding them, and that he was assisted by his
father’s friend when he was studying.

8 For the distinction between »factual truth” and »legal truth,” see Omri Essenheim and Assaf Porat, "Legal Truth’ and
'Factual Truth’ — On Law, Media, and the Role of Investigative Journalism», 425. In S. Afek, O. Grosskopf, S. Lifshitz,
E. Spiegelman & M. Finkelstein (eds.) Law, defense and literature: Essays in honor of Menachem Finkelstein, 2020.
% In paragraphs 29-31 of the response letter on his behalf.

10 See my decision in Disciplinary Case 12/2022 in the matter of Student A and Student B, dated September 9, 2022 (para.
10); and compare Neil Hendel and Michael Cohen, "Circumstantial Evidence Regarding the Status of Circumstantial
Evidence in Criminal Cases — An Empirical View of Erroneous Convictions,"361. In Dr. L. Zer-Gutman, Dr. [. Baum
(eds.) Yoram Danziger book, 2019.
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indeed happened in the case before me, it is not possible to deduce from all the circumstantial
evidence the fact of fraud at the level of certainty that is required for a conviction.!!

8. In light of the conviction of infracting the directives; the weight of the circumstances from
the exam to date; I hereby impose the following penalties on the student:

(1) Disqualification of the course.

(2) Conditional punishment of permanent expulsion from school for any disciplinary

offense that is based on an element of fraud. The condition will remain in effect until

the Student completes his studies at Reichman University.

As a sidenote in this decision, we should commend the learned lecturer's vigilance and his
exhaustive handling of the investigation concerning the suspicion, which led to filing a justified
complaint, all for the sake of the important goal of maintaining the integrity of the exams among the

students at the university.

This decision shall be published without mentioning the Student's name or any other identifying

details.

/\ \\O _,‘

Dr. Assaf Porat
The Disciplinary Officer

11t should be noted that the lecturer, in fairness, during his testimony, acknowledged a little chance (zero chance”) that
the truth was with the Student. It should be clarified that if I were to agree with the lecturer in this conclusion, the student
would have been convicted, but in my humble opinion, even the circumstantial evidence creates a very slim possibility,
which is not at all a little chance.
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