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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

October 29, 2020

Disciplinary File 9/2020
In the matter of Student A — (hereinafter: the Student)

Decision

a. Introduction

1.

The accused student is studying towards her bachelor's degree at the
Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya (hereinafter: "the Student"). The Student was
accused in a disciplinary Complaint based on the complaint of Mr. Max Mahlin
(hereinafter: "the Lecturer") of cheating on an exam/disobeying instructions
concerning the same exam, in the course Mathematics I, under the instruction of
the learned Lecturer.

Thus the Student was accused of infracting clauses 2(c) and/or 2(f) of the
disciplinary regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center (hereinafter: "the
Disciplinary Regulations").

The honorable Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the Disciplinary Committee
Coordinator and recorder of the protocol, Ms. Orit Laser, the Lecturer — the filer of
the complaint, Mr. Max Mahlin and the Student, represented by Mr. Shachar
Kedem were present at the hearing held in the matter of the Student on Tuesday,
the 20t of October 2020 (at 14:00) by means of a visual committee due to the
Corona crisis (with the consent of all of the parties).

b. The Question of Guilt

4.

It should be clarified that the accusation concerns one section only of question 2 on
the exam (section b). It is also clarified that only regarding that section suspicion
arose that the Student placed the correct value "minus 2" instead of the wrong
value of "minus 4", which was explicitly stated to be the value required in the
placement. Moreover, the wrong value that the Student placed on her exam (-2),
is exactly the value that needed to be placed in another version of the exam
(the third version of the four versions). That is the reason for the learned Lecturer's
justified suspicion and it should be stated that this is indeed a reasonable
suspicion.

The Complainant and a witness on her behalf, the learned Lecturer, were heard
and they stand by their written opinion that this is a case of cheating, as stated in
the complaint; however, the Student and the representative on her behalf, in writing
and orally, argue that this is an innocent mistake of placing the digit "minus 2"
instead of the digit "minus 4", "confusion between digits", in the words of the
Student as written in her response to the complaint. Moreover, Mr. Kedem, on
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behalf of the Student, emphasized that this concerns only one section of four
sections of the same question 2 and there are no claims concerning the other
sections as well as the other questions the Student answered on the exam.

| carefully listened, read all of the material in the file, before and after the hearing
and | asked the parties for various clarifications. In the end, | came to the
conclusion that the complaint was not proven to the level required in a
disciplinary file that relates to an accusation of cheating on an exam. Due to
this slight doubt nested in me, | have decided to acquit the Student of the
offense of which she was accused in the complaint, for reason of doubt. In
this context | would like to emphasize that there was only one accusation that
focuses completely on one specific section of the entire exam and there is no
suspicion, even the slightest, with respect to all of the sections of the other
questions on the Student's exam. Indeed, the fact that the incorrect placement is
the digit that appeared on the other version requires investigation (in the words of
the sages of blessed memory). However | cannot determine at a level beyond
reasonable doubt that cheating is the only option in this case. Although cheating
is a reasonable option, reasonability is not enough to convict in the case
before us and thus | have wholeheartedly decided to acquit the Student for
reason of doubt. My viewpoint is consistent with the lecturer's own statement
towards the end of the hearing that "there is a chance that such a mistake could
happen but in my opinion it is a small chance" (p. 8 of the protocol). That "small
chance" is the same slight doubt in my heart that is "wrapped" in the fact that this is
the only mistake on the exam and that the very reasonable suspicion of the lecturer
was limited to it.

c. Conclusion

7.

As stated, | decided that the Student should be acquitted of the offenses of
which she has been accused in the complaint for reasons of doubt.

This decision shall be publicized without naming the Student or providing any other
identifying detail.

//\ '\‘n@ .L

Dr Assaf Porat
Disciplinary Officer
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