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

May 13, 2013

Disciplinary File 12/2013
In the Matter of Student A (Hereinafter: the Student)

1.

Decision

The case under discussion concerns a student in at the Interdisciplinary Center who has
been accused of submitting an assignment, the second of five assignments in an academic
course, which was exceptionally similar to an assignment of another student in the course.
Therefore the Student has been accused of committing disciplinary offenses and
breaching sections 2(a), 2(b), 2(d), 2(e), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(r) of the Disciplinary
Regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center (hereinafter: **The Disciplinary
Regulations")..

On April 28, 2013 a hearing was held in the presence of the Honorable Complainant

Ms. Orly Shaked, Ms. Ariella Rada, the stand-in Committee Coordinator, the accused
Student, a Representative of the Student Union who argued on behalf of the Student and
the undersigned. In addition the testimonies of the instructor of the course and 2 students

who participated in the course were given as shall be discussed below.

The Facts in this Case

3.

I will briefly describe the course of events. In the framework of the academic course the
Student was required, like all his other peers in the course, to submit 5 assignments. It
should be noted that the weight of each assignment is 10% of the final grade in the course.
Immediately at the beginning of the course during the first lesson, the Student had to go
into military reserves for which he missed several lessons. Upon his return from reserves,
the Student was asked to submit the second assignment (henceforth: "the
assignment”/"the work™). To do the assignment the Student used his peer's study
material and he met with a friend in his studies (henceforth: "Student 1) who helped him

understand the study material in order to submit assignment 2.
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4.

In parallel, several incidents occurred which should be mentioned in order to understand
the facts of this case. The same Student 1, who assisted the accused Student, prepared her
assignment with her friend in the course (henceforth: "Student 2") and another Student
who is not connected to the case under discussion (henceforth: "the study group"). Each
participant in the study group wrote the assignment independently. As part of their joint
work in the study group Student 1 asked to see the work of her friend, Student 2, to
better understand a certain subject which was not well understood during the joint study.
Thus Student 2 sent Student 1 her work by email.

As stated, the accused Student is suspected of copying from Student 2's work, the same
student who sent her work to Student 1. It should be clarified that there was no
connection or interaction between the Student and Student 2 regarding the preparation
and writing of the assignment which is the subject of this case. Consequently we must ask
ourselves how Student 2's work supposedly wound up in the hands of the Student. Under
the circumstances, there was suspicion that Student 1 sent Student 2's work to the
accused Student for him to review. It should also be noted that the work of Student 1 and
the work of Student 2, participants in the same study group, were very similar to one
another as presented to me during the hearing.

The Parties' Versions of Events;

The Versions Concerning the Suspicion that Student 1 sent the Work of Student 2 to the

Student

6.

I will first begin with the version of events according to Student 1, who assisted the
accused Student in making up the material he was missing including preparing assignment
2. Student 1 was suspected of sending the Student the assignment of her peer in the
student group, Student 2, without her consent or knowledge.

During the hearing, Student 1 described the events that occurred concerning the help she
gave the Student in making up the material including the help in preparing the exercise
which is the subject of this case. Student 1 repetitively emphasized that she received
Student 2's assignment by email as part of their joint work in the study group but at no
time did she send the work to the accused Student. The only thing she did was to help the
student who missed a lot of school due to his military reserves. She also clarified that she
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herself prepared the assignment and thus she was able to assist the Student. To support her
version Student 1 provided an affidavit concerning the fact that she did not send Student
2's assignment to the accused Student.

The accused Student also insisted that at no time did he receive Student 2's assignment
from Student 1. The Student also claimed that he was assisted by Student 1 in making up
the study material he missed as a result of his prolonged absence from studies due to
military reserves which were longer than usual and he also got help from her in preparing
assignment 2.

As stated, Student 2 also testified about this matter. She claimed that she prepared the
assignment with Student 1 and with another friend, in the framework of their study
group. However during their joint study there was a subject which they did not completely
understand. After time had passed, near the time the assignment was due she sent her
work to Student 1, upon request so that Student 1 could better understand the subject that

remained without a response at the time they worked on the assignment together.

The Versions Concerning Copying

10.

11.

12.

In regard to the subject of copying in this case, it is emphasized that there are indeed
several parts which are similar between the Student's assignment and Student 2's
assignment. The similarity relates to the written text and numerical tables. Therefore, the
Student Union Representative and the Student were asked to explain the aforesaid
similarity and consequently they spread before me their lengthy version.

Regarding the identical text between the two assignments, they noted that the texts were
not copied from Student 2's assignment but instead were taken from the presentations
uploaded to the course site by the teaching staff. To support their claims they presented
assignments of other students in the course who copied the exact same sections from the
presentations. They claimed that the teaching staff allowed the students to use the
presentations to prepare the assignments including quoting them. Even the instructor of
the course who appeared at the hearing confirmed this point.

Furthermore, additional sections including various titles suspected of being copied which
appeared in the Student's assignment and the Student 2's assignment also appeared, word
for word in other works that were presented during the hearing. According to the Student
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13.

14.

15.

16.

Union Representative, the texts are taken from the wording of the question presented to
the Students by the teaching staff and thus they appear in other works. Consequently there
is similarity in a vast number of works and this is not at all exceptional.

Another thing that appeared identical in both assignments, of the Student and Student 2
are the tables and the different numerical results. In regard to this similarity, the Student
Union Representative and the Student noted that the tables and the numbers, all of them
without any exception are taken from the SPSS software and most probably were found in
the same form in the majority of the assignments of the students in the course. To support
their claim they presented several additional works in which the same tables, formulas and
numerical results appear as in the assignments of Student 2 and the accused Student.

The Honorable Complainant asked the Student's response regarding a certain indication, a
form of notification of an error which appeared in Student 2's assignment and was found
in the identical form in the same table also in the accused Student's assignment. This gave
the impression that the Student copied and pasted the same table from Student 2's
assignment to his own. In response to the Honorable Complainant's questions, the accused
Student presented several other works wherein the same indication of an error in the same
table can be found. In regard to this matter the Instructor of the course explained that she
came across this indication in several additional assignments and it is indeed connected to
the aforementioned software.

Moreover, the Student Union Representative noted that due to the type of the assignment
which is the subject of this case — i.e., the use of the same course presentation and
software wherein the results of the activity are the same for all the students, there were
many more students in the course whose work was suspected of being copied due to the
great similarity between them. As a result the students were summoned for clarification
before the teaching staff. Indeed after the clarification it was understood that the similarity
stemmed from the type of the assignment; the use of software and the other study material
in the course and not necessarily from intentional copying.

Another point discussed and considered to be copied relates to the list of appendices. This
list, comprising formulas and equations, appeared in an identical form in the Student's
assignment and in Student 2's assignment. However, as the accused Student explained to
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me, the exact same list appeared in the same order also in other assignments. Apparently
the similarity between the formulas and the equations are connected to the same computer

program mentioned above.

Decision

17.

18.

19.

20.

Two questions need to be decided:

a. The first, is whether the Student received Student 2's assignment from Student 1?

b. The second, is whether the Student's work was copied?
As for the first question, I believe that Student 1 did not send Student 2's assignment to
the Student. I found her testimony, which was taken by means of an affidavit, to be
credible. 1 am convinced that Student 1 assisted the Student in making up the study
material he was missing and helped him prepare the assignment from her knowledge even
if it was not complete according to her claims. Naturally, as part of the joint study process
in the study group the work of Student 1 and Student 2 are identical just like the other
works presented to me.

Regarding the answer to the second question, where the Student copied parts from
Student 2's assignment as claimed by the Complainant, I will respond negatively. In
addition to the fact that | found the Student's version of events to be credible, the Student
and the Student Union Representative presented a long list of findings which testify to the
fact that the same sections that were supposedly copied from Student 2's assignment,
were taken from course presentations and the computer program and appeared in the same
form and the same manner in other works as well.

Moreover, | believe that the Student indeed invested vast effort to make up the study
material he was lacking in order to complete the assignment which is the subject of the
case under discussion, especially since he returned from prolonged military reserves. He
was helped by Student 1 who was willing to invest her time to help him. There is no flaw
in that. Of course, when the line between legitimately helping with preparing the
assignment and copying and/or preparation of the work by another student has been
crossed, severe measures must be taken. However, | am convinced that this is not the

case.
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21.

22.

23.

24,

Naturally the task of getting to the truth is difficult. The decision has to be wholeheartedly
made only after checking the controversies while getting a direct impression of those
involved including witnesses. Sometimes, when trying to get to the truth we come across
flawed and evasive behavior which falls under: "A haughty bearing, A lying tongue,
Hands that shed innocent blood, A mind that hatches evil plots, Feet quick to run ot evil,
A false witness testifying lies, And one who incites brothers to quarrel” (Proverbs 6:17).
In the case at hand, | am convinced beyond any doubt that the statements of the Student
and Student 1 are the truth and that the two acted properly. My impression is that the two
presented their version in a coherent manner, did not try to evade any questions in the
process of trying to get to the truth, and they had no desire or intent to copy or deceive
any of those involved in this case.

As aforesaid, in light of all of the circumstances and after carefully listening to the
different versions | have come to the conclusion that the assignment of Student 2 was not
sent to the Student by Student 1. Furthermore, | am convinced that the work of the
Student is not copied. | have decided to acquit the Student of the offenses of which he
has been accused as detailed in paragraph 1.

In conclusion, it is noted that the teaching staff did their work devotedly when they
referred the issue to the Honorable Complainant and they should be praised for their
devotional work. There is no doubt that in light of the different circumstances of this
case as detailed above clarification in the framework of the Disciplinary Committee was

warranted.

Adv. Shelly Malka
Disciplinary Officer
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