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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

Disciplinary File: 41/2006
In the Matter of Student A — The Respondent
October 31, 2006

Decision

The Respondent is a student at the School of Law. A disciplinary complaint has been
filed against the Respondent in which he has been accused of forging the grades on
his Matriculation Certificate in order to deceivingly be accepted to the School of Law.

As emerging from the complaint, the documents attached thereto, and in particular a
letter from the Examination Department of the Ministry of Education dated June 8§,
2006 in response to a letter form the Interdisciplinary Center, the forging was done in
such a manner that some of the grades were changed to higher grades and others were
added to the Matriculation Certificate for courses in which the Respondent was never
tested. This was done in order for the weighted grade of the forged Matriculation
Certificated to be higher than 100, which in turn enabled the Respondent to be
automatically accepted to the School of Law without any need to take a psychometric
exam, in accordance with the admission criteria applied at the School of Law for the
2005-2006 school year.

Adv. Assaf Porat and Ms. Orly Shaked appeared on behalf of the Complainant, and
Adv. Joseph A. Shlush and Adv. Tamar Shefer appeared on behalf of the Respondent
at the hearing held before me on October 30, 2006. In addition the Head of Student
Administration of the School of Law, Ms. Iris Deshe testified. At the request of the
Respondent's Attorney, the Respondent was not present at the hearing.

Adyv. Shlush, in the name of his client, admitted by earlier correspondence and during
the hearing of committing the acts of which the Respondent has been accused. He
noted that during earlier meetings and referrals made by the Respondent to the Center,
before Adv. Shlush began to represent him, his client had admitted to committing the
above acts.

Therefore, based on the evidence and the documents in the file including the
Respondent's admission to committing the acts, I convict the Respondent of
committing an offense according to clause 2(b) of the Disciplinary Code which states:

"Knowingly conveying false knowledge to the Interdisciplinary Center, or writing a
false document and/or submitting it to the authorities, to the teachers or to the
employees of the Center, for the purpose of receiving rights at the Center or
concealing knowledge knowingly, or doing any fraudulent act in order to receive
rights at the Interdisciplinary Center or in reference to studies at the Interdisciplinary
Center."

Whereas there is no dispute as to the facts and that the offence was committed, the
hearing mainly dealt with the argumentation about punishment for committing the
offense.

In this regard, both the Complainant and the Respondent's Attorneys referred to the
difficult and extraordinary circumstances of the Respondent throughout his life,



emerging among other things from documents submitted by the Respondent's
attorneys and which the Complainants have not opposed (page 4 of the Hearing
Protocol). For the sake of the right to privacy, I cannot detail these circumstances
herein. In their claims both parties, each according to his own beliefs, emphasized that
along side the very severe act of forging the Matriculation Certificate (which the
Respondent's attorney even defined as "a serious offense of criminal character" in his
letter to me dated September 10, 2006), there is need to consider the difficult and
extraordinary circumstances of the Respondent both in reference to his past and his
future. Therefore, during the hearing, Adv. Porat noted the importance of
rehabilitating the Respondent and emphasized that along side the need to punish the
Respondent for his actions, "we do not want to crucify the Respondent and leave him
with a stigma". And during the hearing he stated for instance the possibility that: "I
believe that in this case we do not want to create an irreversible consequence. We
want to leave this young man the possibility of beginning a new slate, if he improves
his grades and comes back here he should be able to be accepted without his past
being stained" (page 3 of the Hearing Protocol).

The problem is that the parties were in disagreement during the hearing, as well as
during the contact between them in light of the request made by Adv. Shlush to the
Complainant, Dr. Eli Bukspan, to try to plead a deal, as to the appropriate mechanism
that would combine punishment for the serious act on the one hand, and leave an
opening for rehabilitation of the Respondent on the other. This dispute stemmed from
the significant differences between the parties regarding the relative weight of each of
the considerations and the appropriate manner to implement them, and the
Complainant's general principal stand against plea bargaining.

As stated, Adv. Porat raised the possibility during the hearing that if the Respondent
were to improve his grades and was able to be admitted lawfully to studies at the
Center, he would be able to begin his studies, while disqualifying all of the courses
the Respondent completed during his first year of studies at the School of Law since
they are "fruit of that forbidden tree" (page 4 of the Protocol) and this is even though
Adv. Port emphasized that the Complainants have not claimed that the success of the
courses themselves were achieved by deceit on the part of the Respondent.

On the other hand, Adv. Shlush offered several proposals during the hearing, which
apparently he also proposed earlier to Dr. Bukspan, including the possibility of letting
the Respondent start his studies anew at the Center without having to improve his
matriculation grades and fulfill the admissions requirements (pages 8-9 of the
Protocol).

As for this proposal I will note, as I also noted to Adv. Shlush during the hearing
(page 9 of the Protocol), that even if I were to accept his stand for the sake of
argument, in any case this is not under my jurisdiction since my role and authorities
are defined in the Disciplinary Code. Certainly I do not have the authority in the
framework of a disciplinary proceeding to make academic decisions regarding
admission to studies at one school or another. These decisions are in the sole hands of
the academic bodies dealing with these issues.

In light of the disagreement between the parties regarding the appropriate degree and
manner of punishment for the serious act of forgery on the one hand and leaving an
opening for hope of rehabilitation and a clean slate in the future for the Respondent,
on the other and after taking into account all of the considerations involved I have
come to the following conclusion regarding sentencing the Respondent.



First, it is my belief that the act of forgery of the Matriculation Certificate is one of
the most serious acts, undermining the basic foundations and the values upon which
the Interdisciplinary Center as an academic institute is founded, which cannot be
tolerated. Beyond the damage to the institute and its fundamental principals, this act
actually harms other students studying at the Interdisciplinary Center who have been
rightfully accepted as a result of their efforts and diligence and the hundreds of
students knocking on the Center's doors who are refused entrance because their grades
do not meet the requirements for studying at the Center in general and at the School of
Law in particular. In my opinion, this act does not allow the Respondent to be counted
among the Center's students at the present nor in the future.

In light of this, I impose on the Respondent the punishment of expulsion for eternity
from studies at the Interdisciplinary Center.

Secondly, and after long deliberations, I have come to the conclusion that under the
special and extraordinary circumstances in this case, the courses the Respondent
completed successfully during his first year of studies at the Center and for which
there is no dispute that they were achieved through the work and diligence of the
Respondent should not be disqualified post factum. I believe that separating the
punishment of the Respondent for the deceitful act he committed and leaving his
grades as is, will send a message of hope and rehabilitation to the Respondent which
both parties spoke of, each according to his own perspective, should provide the
appropriate balance which takes into consideration the difficult and extraordinary
circumstances of the Respondent. This message stating that acts of deceit and
dishonesty will incur severe punishment, while hard work and diligence hold in store
the possibility of success and future prosperity, is not only addressed to the
Respondent and the special circumstances justifying this specific balance, but also to
the entire student body at the Center. Nonetheless, and in order to prevent the
apprehension of misleading third parties regarding admitting students to studies at the
Center, I instruct that a regular grade sheet shall not be presented to the Respondent
but rather a special certificate will be issued by the Student Secretary which will state
that the Respondent participated in the courses during the 2005-6 school year and
achieved the grades as they appear in the Center's database of grades.

I am certain that as a result of the severe punishment the Respondent has received for
the deceitful offense he committed, along with the opening left for hope and
rehabilitation in light of the honest deeds he did, the Respondent will learn his lesson.
Hopefully he will decide to take only the road of honesty in the future where he shall
find reward and I wish him success and satisfaction in all his future endeavors.

My decision in the interim order of July 12, 2006 shall remain valid and shall be
given the validity of a decision subject to that stated above regarding the issuance of a
special certificate.

The Respondent is entitled to appeal this decision no later than thirty days from the
day he has received it. The Secretariat shall publicize this decision without naming the

Respondent and the details of his personal circumstances.

Dr. Amnon Lehavi, In Charge of Discipline



