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Disciplinary Case No. 33/2023
In the matter of the student A - (hereinafter: the Student).
October 29, 2023

Decision

A. Introduction

1. The student is studying towards a master's degree at the Raphael Recanati International
School at Reichman University. The student was accused in a disciplinary complaint
(dated September 29, 2022), based on letters of complaints from three different
lecturers (Prof. A, Dr. A and Mr. A), regarding suspicion of cheating on four
housework assignments in four different courses carried out by the Student (the
complaints were sent to the Student by email on March 10, 2022). ! Alternatively,
according to the honorable complainant, there is suspicion of infracting the directives
concerning those four assignments. Therefore, the student was accused of four serious
violations of sections 2(d) and/or 2(f) of Reichman University's Disciplinary

Regulations (hereinafter: ""the Disciplinary Regulations").

2. The honorable complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, Coordinator of the Disciplinary
Committees and Registrar of the Hebrew Protocol, Ms. Orit Leizer (hereinafter: "Ms.
Leizer"); and the recorder in English, Ms. Francis Laro were present at the hearing
regarding the student which was held before me on Monday, April 24, 2023 (at 11:00
AM). As for the student's presence, Ms. Leizer informed us that after he had been
unable to schedule a hearing for a long time, a hearing was scheduled for him, about
which he was updated as is customary. However, the Student refrained from attending
the hearing of which he was informed of in advance, refrained from requesting to
postpone it, and even refrained from requesting to hold the hearing via Zoom.

Moreover, the honorable complainant informed that the student had even cut off all

! To clarify and explain, Dr. A filed two separate complaints against the student for two different courses he teaches at
the school.
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contact with the person appointed by the Student Union to represent him in the process

for reasons that remain with him. Under these circumstances I decided to hold the

hearing in his absence,” and immediately below I will explain this decision.

3. It should be noted that I waited a long time with this decision in the hope that the Student
would contact the university in order to assess his academic situation and then he could
be updated on the results of the hearing held in his case; to give him the transcripts of the
hearing in English, and perhaps if he would submit a reasoned request to allow him a
late hearing (even in writing), however | was proven wrong. In a recent inquiry that I
conducted with the honorable complainant, Ms. Shir Pe’er of the Dean of Students and
Ms. Leizer, revealed that the Student has continued to refrain from contacting them
at all, and this speaks for itself. Under these circumstances, and in light of the beginning

of the 2023-2024 school year, I undertook to give a written and articulate decision

regarding this extraordinary matter.

B. Hearing in the absence of the accused

4. As stated, a hearing date was set for the student on April 24, 2023 at 11:00 a.m. on the
university campus. The Student refrained from appearing at the hearing and/or
sending a representative on his behalf and/or requesting that it be postponed or held via
Zoom. The student also stopped cooperating in his case with the Student Union,
which seeks to assist those facing disciplinary proceedings, and refrained from
having any contact with the relevant authorities at the university regarding his
disciplinary proceedings in light of the complaint filed against him. The Student
provided only a single general and lacking response which was sent to the
complainant, without any date, in which he claimed his innocence and tried to explain
that what he did in those four works did not constitute improper copying, in his words:

"This is not a case of plagiarism." This, despite the fact that this is a violation of the

2 See my statement on page 2 of the transcript of the hearing: #"The student chose not to appear for the procedure
that was scheduled in advance in his case” (including refusal of the possibility of holding the procedure via Zoom in
light of the fact that the student is staying at his home abroad). “He (the Student) refuses to appear and does not
respond, and after previous attempts to schedule a hearing, it was made clear to him that the hearing in his case
would take place even in his absence. Under the very special circumstances of this case, there is no other choice
than to conduct the hearing in the absence of the Student, because otherwise we would be allowing the Student to
continue to evade the necessary clarification of the serious suspicions against him.”
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rules regarding academic writing in four different works; and although the same
rules regarding academic writing were explained several times to the student by the
faculty of the various courses due to his past failures. However, the Student continued
in his own way. Moreover, opposite the student's general and lacking written
statements, are the firm positions of the three lecturers who submitted their complaints

that this is undoubtedly improper copying in four different cases.

5. As I have already stated in another matter?, under these circumstances where a student
who is aware of four disciplinary complaints filed against him and a disciplinary charge
filed against him as a result, who has provided only a short, incomplete and general
written response that is insufficient and has refrained from cooperating with the
disciplinary proceedings in his case from beginning to end, we must determine, by
virtue of the Disciplinary Regulations®*, that the hearing in the Student's case will take
place in his absence, because the University cannot agree to a situation in which a
Student takes the law into his own hands and refrains from cooperating with the
disciplinary authorities on campus. In this context, two sections of the Disciplinary
Regulations that exist in our case should be emphasized: Section 2(o) of the
Disciplinary Regulations, which states that the mere failure to appear before the
disciplinary authorities constitutes a disciplinary offense; and Section 7 of the
Disciplinary Regulations, which states that the disciplinary officer is authorized to
convene the hearing in the case of a student who was summoned and did not
appear "without reasonable justification."3(It should be noted that under the
circumstances of the case before me I was not asked to make use of section 2(0) of the

Disciplinary Regulations).

* See and compare Disciplinary Case No. 2772023 regarding Student A dated August 13, 2023 (ibid., in para. 3).

4 Section 7a of the Disciplinary Regulations states that "The disciplinary committee or the appeals committee will
not convene without the participation of the student whose case it is considering unless the student waived the
right to participate in advance or was invited to the discussion and did not show up for reasons that are not
justifiable. 7 (my emphases — A.P.).

5 For this matter compare with C.A. 1632/95 Meshulam v. the State of Israel, 534, 548-549 (para. 21 of Justice Dorner’s
decision) (1996); C.A. 10736/04 Cohen v. the State of Israel (para. 25 of Justice Levy’s decision) (published in Nevo,
26.9.2006).
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C. The question of guilt

6. After hearing the complainant who presented her evidence, in the form of many and
unequivocal materials, including® the four works that are the subject of the complaint,
opposite the general and casual written denial on the part of the Student,” who, as
stated, refrained from appearing at the hearing and failed to provide any explanation
whatsoever for his abstention, 1 determined, already during the hearing,® that the
student had indeed committed four acts of cheating on homework assignments and
therefore he should be convicted of four violations of section 2(d) of the

Disciplinary Regulations.

7. As a side note to the conviction, we should commend the vigilance of the three

learned lecturers, who revealed the suspicions that led to the conviction in this case.

D. The question of punishment

8. As in other cases of improper copying, here too there is no need to elaborate on the
severity of the actions of the Student, who copied in no less than four different works
in an attempt to deceive the university. This student's behavior with its inherent
dishonesty calls for complete condemnation. He must now be held accountable for
the four serious offenses he committed, which concern academic dishonesty and
constitute a serious and fundamental breach of the agreement between each and
every student and the university, which speaks, inter alia, of maintaining the
purity of the works alongside the purity of the exams. Moreover, had the Student
succeeded with these four submissions, first and foremost it would have hurt his
peers. In light of all the above and the multiplicity of acts, maximum punishment

is warranted.

¢ See in this context the details in paragraphs 4-5 above.

7 See the same general and missing document that was sent to the complainant, as detailed in para. 4 above; Also see the
complainant’s reference on page 1 of the transcript of the hearing to that document »which lacks reference to the merits
of the matter” and on the other hand includes ~allegations irrelevant to the allegations against him”, in her words.

8 See in this context my statement on page 2 of the transcript of the hearing: »After reading the materials, hearing
Ms. Shaked opposite one response to all the charges, which does not display a defense about what happened, 1
accept the complainant’s position, based on the four complaints, and convict the student in his absence of four
acts of cheating, in accordance with section 2(d) of the regulations.”
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9. In direct continuation, in light of the conviction for no less than four acts of copying,
after hearing the honorable complainant regarding the question of appropriate
punishment and her request under the circumstances of this case to exhaust the severity
of the law with regard to the student, I hereby impose the following punishment on

the student:

(1) Disqualification of the four works and disqualification of the four courses that

are the subject of the complaint.

(2) Penalty of expulsion from studies for eternity.

This decision will be published without mentioning the student's name or any other identifying

detail.

The right to appeal before the Appeals Committee, through Ms. Shir Pe'er, within 30 days, as

stated in section 5 of the Disciplinary Regulations.

s “@ .L

Dr. Assaf Porat
Disciplinary Officer
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