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The English version of this Decision immediately follows.
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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

February 19, 2018

Disciplinary File 5/2018
In the matter of the Student — (hereinafter: the Student)

Decision

1. This case concerns a Student from the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya (hereinafter: The
Student and/or the accused student) who is accused of infracting clauses 2(d) and/or 2(f) of the
disciplinary regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center (hereinafter: The Disciplinary
Regulations) in reference to two different instances. In one case the Student is accused of handing
in an academic paper in which parts were copied from another source (hereinafter: The first
incident). In another incident suspicion arose that she handed in an assignment that was not her
own assignment to the teaching staff (hereinafter: The second incident), as detailed below.

2. On Thursday the 18th of January 2018 a hearing was held in reference to the two incidents, in the
presence of the Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the Committee Coordinator, Ms. Shir Peer,
Student Union Representative, Ofir Gerber, the accused Student and the undersigned. In addition,
during the hearing in regards to this case, (in which additional students were involved), the
testimony of the lecturer of the course which is the subject of the first incident (hereinafter: The
Lecturer) and the testimony of the teaching assistant of the course which is the subject of the
second incident (hereinafter: The Teaching Assistant) were heard.

The First Incident
The main vital facts and the summary of the parties' arguments:

3. In the framework of an academic course the Student submitted a paper that constituted 7.5% of
the final grade in the course (hereinafter: the paper). When checking the paper it became apparent
that parts of it were copied from the paper of another student in the course (hereinafter: Student
A). It is also noted that not only was there suspicion that the text was copied but the structure of
the paper and the order of presentation of the topics were very similar to the paper of Student A as
detailed in the complaint letter of the Lecturer of the course.

4. Inresponse to the suspicions against her, the Student sent a response letter (dated November 9,
2017) and provided an explanation, in her wording:

The paper was based on an article written in English which my friend, Student A, translated
and I wrote the paper based on the article and that is the basis of the similarity between the
papers.

5. During the hearing the accused student claimed that the article in English served as the principle
and only foundation for the answer in the paper for all the students in the course. She also noted
that her friend, Student A, translated the article into Hebrew and gave her the translation. When
writing the paper she used the Hebrew translation of the article. According to the accused
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Student, she did not use the paper of Student A but only used the Hebrew translation of the
article.

It should be noted that after reviewing and comparing Student A's paper, which was handed in, to
the translation of the article into Hebrew, it is apparent that it is almost the same document as the
translation. Most of the paper of Student A is taken word for word from her translation of the
article. It is clear that Student A based her entire paper on the translation of the article, to the
point of word for word.

Decision: There is no dispute that many parts of the accused Student's paper were copied word
for word from the material that was given to her. The Student copied word for word from another
source — whether it was Student A's paper or the translation of the article of Student A that was
given to her — without at all citing the source from which she copied. It should be noted as stated
that the paper and the translation of Student A are one in the same. As aforesaid the translation of
the article by Student A is actually the paper that she submitted.

In any case, based on any possible alternative, a clear conclusion is reached, beyond reasonable
doubt the accused student submitted an academic paper which included parts copied from another
source that was not her own, without citing it as required. The Student created a misrepresentation
whereby the contents of her paper including the wording, the order and the form in which the
claims were presented were the work and effort of her own; however, under the circumstances,
this is not the case.

In light of the aforesaid, I am convicting the accused Student of infracting clause 2(d) which
concerns cheating on a homework assignment.

The Second Incident

The main vital facts and the summary of the parties' arguments:

10.

11.

12.

In the framework of an academic course, the students were required to submit several exercises (6
of 8 exercises). The exercises were checked by the teaching assistant but they were not given a
grade and instead she wrote either "pass" or "fail". It should be noted that submitting 80% of the
exercises during the course is a stipulation for entitlement to take the exam.

When checking the exercise which is the subject of this case, i.e., exercise no. 2 (hereinafter: the
exercise), it became clear to the teaching assistant that the solution to the exercise which the
accused student submitted was completely identical to the solution to the exercise that another
student in the course submitted (hereinafter: Student B). Moreover, the accused student did not
even change the name or the ID number of Student B, but instead submitted the answer to the
exercise to the teaching assistant as is, as detailed in the letter of complaint filed by the teaching
assistant.

Immediately after suspicion arose regarding copying, the teaching assistant contacted the student
to check into this matter. In the exchange of words between them, which was presented to the
tribunal, the Student admitted to the accusations against her and expressed regret for her actions.
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Furthermore on November 9, 2017 the accused student submitted a letter with her response to the
accusations against her and inter alia noted the following in her wording:

The goal of the assignments is to allow us to practice and from her perspective (i.c., — the
Lecturer. S.M.) there is no significance to the short exercises — the exercises have never been
returned with remarks or extensively checked. This is the general understanding of all of the
students regarding the importance of the assignments and the manner in which they are
handed in.... and I did not place importance on handing in the short exercise of another
student since in any case from the perspective of the Lecturer there is no significance in
handing in the exercises... if I had thought that the assignments would be checked, I would not
have submitted her assignment (of Student B, S.M.), with her name and in her writing.

It should be noted that during the hearing the teaching assistant refuted the student's claim that the
Lecturer of the course did not see importance in handing in the exercises. In addition, she utterly
rejected the claim that the exercises were not carefully checked. According to the teaching
assistant, the fact that the exercise was not given a grade does not at all affect the importance of
the exercise. She added that the fact that handing in 80% of the exercises constitutes entitlement
to take the exam obviously demonstrates that the teaching staff sees great importance in handing
in the assignments in contrast to the Student's argument.

It was clarified to the student, that the claims and arguments concerning the importance of the
short exercises in the course and/or the lack of actual percentage in the final grade in the course
are not accepted as a reasonable explanation for her conduct and do not justify her actions.

In conclusion, in light of the student's admission that she handed in an exercise that was not her
own | am convicting her of infraction of the same clause 4(2) of the Disciplinary Regulations
which concerns cheating or misrepresentation on a homework assignment.

Arguments for Punishment

16.

17.

During the arguments for punishment the student referred to her family background and other
personal and medical issues for which this is not the place or time to detail them. In addition, the
Student Union Representative asked to take into consideration the low weight of the assignments
which are the subject of this case (an assignment that constitutes 7% of the final grade and an
assignment with no grade that is not included in the final grade of the course). The Student Union
Representative added that the Student already completed her studies after three years and the only
requirements she had to complete were the two courses which are the subject of this case during
the 2" semester of the 2017/2018 academic year. These courses are only offered in the second
semester each year. Thus even now before the punishment is determined for this case she will be
completing her degree after 4 years instead of 3 years.

In contrast, the Complainant noted that this is the second time the Student is appearing before the
Disciplinary Committee during her studies and this time she is appearing for two different
accusations of cheating on a homework assignment. The Complainant also noted that the last time
she appeared before the tribunal she was convicted of disturbing the orderly process of teaching
and behaving contrary to the instructions of the proctor during an exam. For that offense she
received punishment inter alia of disqualification of the course and postponement of entitlement
to her degree for a period of 3 months. The Complainant stated that it is clear from the Student's
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18.

19.

20.

.-

behavior that she did not internalize the lesson learned from the earlier incident and as evidence
of such she once again has been brought before the Disciplinary Committee.

As stated, we are dealing with two different incidents of cheating on a homework assignment in
which the Student chose not to make efforts herself when submitting the assignment but rather
inappropriately used her peer's assignment. In reference to the exercise in the second incident, it is
obvious that the Student utterly disregarded the submission of the academic assignment to the
point of not even hiding the act of cheating and did not even take the effort to erase Student B's
name but rather submitted Student B's answer to the assignment.

During the hearing, the impression received was that the Student did not necessarily understand
and internalize her actions and the wrongness in them as well as the anguish she caused both
Student A and Student B. Unfortunately the Student did not learn her lesson after she already
underwent a disciplinary hearing, was convicted and punished. In her explanations it is clear that
she tried to avoid taking responsibility for her actions. This can serve as evidence of her lack of
internalization and her general disregard of the academic ethics required and expected of students
at the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya.

In light of the aforesaid, I have come to the conclusion that the appropriate punishment under the
circumstances of this case is:

a. Suspension for half a year (6 months). The suspension will take effect beginning the
second semester of the 2017-2018 academic year.

The suspension will be added to the postponement of entitlement to her degree for a
period of 3 months which is still pending for her earlier conviction.

b. Disqualification of the 2 courses which are the subject of this case.

This decision shall be publicized to the students without naming the Student.

ol

Shelly Malka, Adv.
Disciplinary Officer
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