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Decision 

 

The Respondents are students at the school of law.  Respondent A has been accused 

of offenses under clauses 2(a), 2(d), 2(e), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of the Interdisciplinary 

Center's Disciplinary Code for copying Respondent B's work in the course 

"Government of the State of Israel". Respondent B has been accused of offenses 

under clauses 2(a) and 2(f) of the Interdisciplinary Center's Disciplinary Code for  

giving his completed work in the course "Government of the State of Israel" to 

Student A.  

 

The Complainant and the Respondents were heard during the hearing held before me. 

 

Respondent A noted that Respondent B asked him on the day of submission to print 

his paper and submit it for him because he couldn't attend the Center in order to 

submit it himself. Respondent A admitted that because he had not done his own work 

he copied from Respondent B's work. Respondent B noted that he was not aware that 

it was prohibited for one student to submit another student's work. Respondent A 

explained that during the semester he had suffered from personal and family 

problems. 

 

The Complainant noted that she is content with a warning as punishment for 

Respondent B, but for Respondent A she requests a minimum punishment of 

suspension from studies at the Center for a period of at least one semester in addition 

to disqualification of the course. 

 

After consideration of the facts of this case I have decided to convict Respondent A of 

breaching the provisions under 2(a), 2(d), 2(e), 2(f) and 2(k) of the Disciplinary Code 

of the Interdisciplinary Center and to impose the following punishment: 

1. Disqualification of the course. 

2. Suspension from studies at the Interdisciplinary Center for a period of one 

semester, the 1
st
 semester of 2008/9. 

 

As for Respondent B, I have decided to convict him of breach of provisions according 

to clauses 2(a) and 2(f) of the Disciplinary Code of the Interdisciplinary Center and to 

impose the punishment of a warning. 

 

This decision shall be publicized without naming the Respondents. 

 

CPA Shlomi Shuv, In Charge of Discipline 

 


