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The Interdisciplinary Center

Disciplinary File 33/2010
In the Matter of Student A and Student B (hereinafter: The Students)

August 10, 2010

Decision

A. INTRODUCTION

1.

The case below involves students in their second year of studies in government at the
International School of the Interdisciplinary Center. The Students have been accused of cheating
on an exam in the course "Constitutional Law" (hereinafter: "the course") by copying as detailed
in the letter of complaint (hereinafter: "the complaint").

Consequently the Students have been accused of infracting clauses 2(a), 2(c), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q)
of the Disciplinary Regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center (hereinafter: "The Disciplinary
Code").

The honorable Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the witness Mr. Yoav Poisner, and the Students
represented by the Student Union representative Mr. Alon Brif were heard during the hearing
held before me in the presence of Ms. Shir Peer, the coordinator of the Disciplinary Committee
on Tuesday the 22nd of June 2010.

B. Hearing

The Honorable Complainant repeated the accusations against the Student and the suspicion that
the Students cheated on the exam by copying. Mr. Yoav Poisner, who checked the exams,
testified during the hearing that the answer to one of the questions was almost identical, word for
word, on the Students' exams leading to the suspicion of cheating by copying from one another.
Nonetheless, there is no testimony or direct evidence to the fact that copying was done during the
exam.

The Students admitted to copying the answers from an exam notebook and summaries prepared
before the exam. Very emotionally they testified during the hearing that they did not cheat or
copy from one another during the exam. The Student Union representative claimed that copying
material during an open book exam is not prohibited, even if it constitutes a bad or only partial
answer and that the sanction should be the grade on the exam and not disciplinary action. The
person checking the exam noted that now that he understands the character of the act done, which
was actually copying from a summary he cannot give a grade and he recommends that the
Students retake the exam.

Copying word for word from a summary of another person cannot constitute an appropriate
answer to an exam, and it is considered infraction of instructions relating to an exam.
Nevertheless, there was no cheating or deceit in this case. The correct way to handle this incident
is disqualification of the answer and to give a O for the answer to the question.
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6. Consequently the Students are convicted of infracting clauses 2(f) and 2(k) of the Disciplinary

Code.

C. Punishment

7.

10.

The Honorable Complainant noted that this case constitutes a borderline incident. The Student
Union representative asked that only the grade of the exam be affected and that disciplinary
action should not be taken against the students.

The Students expressed their surprise from the incident since they are not close friends.
Furthermore, they did not sit next to one another and did not copy from one another but used the
same tactics of copying text from summaries.

This case involves special circumstances and warrants determining procedures in cases of the
gray area of breaching instructions on exams and the requirement to give original answers and to
do independent and individual work when answering questions on an exam. In this case the
precedent is more important than the punishment.

After weighing all the considerations while balancing between them by giving weight on the one

hand to the character of the act of the Students and to the fact that this is a case of a precedent, I

have decided to impose the following punishment:

1. Disqualification of the exam but not the course.

2. Reprimand

3. Conditional punishment — suspension for one year should they commit any disciplinary
offense during the next two years.

This decision shall be publicized without naming the Students or any other identifying details.

Dr. Yuval Karniel

The Disciplinary Officer
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