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

February 25, 2018

Disciplinary File 6/2018
In the matter of Student A — (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 three different instances of infracting clauses 2(d)
and/or 2(f) of the disciplinary regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center (hereinafter: The
Disciplinary Regulations). In one case the Student is suspected of handing in an academic paper
in which parts were copied from another source (hereinafter: The first incident). In another
incident there is suspicion that the Student submitted an answer to an exercise that was not his
(hereinafter: The second incident). In another incident the student is accused of disobeying the
instructions during an exam (hereinafter: the third incident), as shall be detailed below.

2. On Thursday the 18th of January 2018 a hearing was held in reference to the three incidents, in the
presence of the Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the Committee Coordinator, Ms. Shir Peer, the
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 accused 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 many parts of the paper were copied word for word and/or were rewritten from the
paper of another student in the course (hereinafter: Student B). 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. In response to the suspicions against him, the Student sent a response letter and noted in his
words:

...I prepared the paper based on a translation of an article sent to me by Student B. Based on
the article I prepared the homework assignment and thus the similarity between the papers ... 1
did not translate the article myself and I based mine on Student B's article.

5. During the hearing the Student denied that he copied from Student B'a paper and claimed that he

did not receive Student B's paper at any stage. The Student repeated his claims that he received
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the translation of the article of Student B and used it to write his paper (page 8 of the protocol of
the hearing held on January 18, 2018).

It should be noted that after reviewing and comparing Student B'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 B is taken word for word from her translation of the
article. It is clear that Student B based her entire paper on the translation of the article, to the point
of word for word.

Decision: A review of the accused student's paper and the paper of Student B reveals that
extensive parts were copied word for word from the paper of Student B and/or from the translated
file sent to him from Student B. There is no citation or reference to the fact that most of his paper
was copied from a different source than his own. It is noted that the paper of Student B and the
translation of the article are one and the same.

In any case, based on any possible alternative, a clear conclusion is reached, whereby beyond
reasonable doubt the accused student submitted an academic paper which included parts copied
from another source that was not his own, without citing it as required. The Student did not make
any effort when writing his paper and wanted to receive a grade on a paper which was not his
own and not based on his skills.

9. 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 was 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 C). Moreover, the accused student did not
even change the name or the identification number of Student C but instead submitted the answer
to the exercise to the teaching assistant as is, as detailed in the complaint letter filed by the
teaching assistant. It should be noted that other students were suspected of committing the same
offense.

Immediately after suspicion arose regarding copying, the teaching assistant contacted the student
to check how could it be that he submitted the answer to the exercise of another student, Student
C. In the dispute between them, which was presented to the tribunal, the Student admitted to the

accusations against him. In the Student's response letter he once again admitted to submitting the
answer to the assignment of Student C without changing a word. He also noted in his response
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that it was his understanding that there really was no significance to the brief exercises since they

were checked but were not given a grade (except "pass/fail") and thus he acted in the manner he
did.

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 shows that the teaching staff sees great importance in handing them
in.

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 his conduct and do not justify his actions.

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

The Third Incident

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

16.

17.

18.

During a closed book exam the Student was caught with a cellular phone in his possession. The
cellular phone was off. In response to the accusations against him the Student noted in his letter of
response that he indeed forgot his cellular phone in his pocket and because he had prepared
himself properly for the exam, knew the material well (he received a grade of 79) he had no
reason or need to wrongly use his cellular phone which was off when he was caught.

Due to the circumstances of this incident and beyond the letter of the law, it was decided to
accuse the student of violating the instructions concerning an exam and not cheating on an exam.

In light of his admission of having a cellular phone in his possession during an exam I am
convicting the Student of infracting clause 2(f) of the Disciplinary Regulations which concerns
breaching instructions during an exam.

Arguments for Punishment

19.

20.

During the arguments for punishment the student noted that during his studies at the
Interdisciplinary Center he established his own business, which has taken much of his time and
resources and has affected his academic achievements. He believes that the load and pressure
accompanying the establishment of the business and managing a private business had a
significant contribution to his conduct as reflected in the three incidents which are the subject of
this case.

Furthermore, the Student Union Representative asked to take into consideration the low weight of
the assignments which are the subject of this case, where one assignment constituted 7% of the
final grade, and another assignment received no grade and does not constitute any percentage of
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22.

23.

24.
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the final grade of the course. The Student Union Representative added that the Student already
completed his studies after three years and the only requirements he 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 two courses are only offered in the second semester each year. Thus even now before the
punishment is determined for this case he will be completing his degree after 4 years instead of 3
years. Thus he asked to refrain from punishment of suspension, which will extend the completion
of his studies significantly and will cause him a delay of two years in receiving his degree.

. The Complainant on her part referred to the number of offenses and their severity. In her opinion

the two courses in which he was convicted of cheating should be disqualified and punishment of
suspension should be imposed on the Student.

As stated, the case before us concerns three different incidents. Two of them relate to cheating on
a homework assignment where the Student chose the easy way of submitting an academic paper
without making any effort to write it himself with the hope of receiving a grade which is not
based on his own skills. With this the Student dragged Student B and Student C in his study track
into this mess where in the beginning they were suspected of cheating on a homework
assignment. Only after they explained that they had no part in it, the suspicions were dropped.
This caused them unnecessary anguish and embarrassment.

It is our responsibility to eradicate this type of phenomena which harms the good name of the
Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya, inter alia by means of deterrent punishment. A student who
chooses to cheat on an academic paper and/or exam, must take into account that he is taking a risk
of being suspended from studies and he himself is harming and sabotaging his academic and
economic future. Unfortunately, despite the significant implications of the punishment that will be
imposed on the Student as a result of his convictions and despite the long delay that will be
caused in completing his studies towards his academic degree, the Student has no one to blame
but himself once he chose to blatantly disregard the rules of ethics 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.

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

c. Disqualification of the exam which is the subject of the third incident.

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

Shelly Malka, Adv.
Disciplinary Officer
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