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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

November 29, 2020

Disciplinary File 11/2020
In the matter of Student A — (hereinafter: the Student)

Decision

a. Introduction

1.

The accused student is studying towards his bachelor's degree in business
administration at the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya (hereinafter: "the Student").
The Student was accused in two separate disciplinary complaints that relate to
two exams in different courses (hereinafter: "the first course" and "the second
course").

The Complaints are based on two complaints of a lecturer at the Interdisciplinary
Center (hereinafter: "the lecturer"), with reference to cheating on an exam and/or
disobeying instructions relating to the exam, in different courses, both taught by the
scholarly lecturer.

Thus the Student was accused twice 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, an observer on behalf of
IDC, Ms. Shir Peer, the Lecturer — the filer of the complaint, Mr. Matan Patman,
an observer on behalf of the Student Union and the Student himself, who was
represented by Ms. Michal Azogi, were present at the hearing held in the matter of
the Student on Wednesday, the 7" of October 2020 (at 10:30) by means of a visual
committee due to the Corona crisis (with the consent of all of the parties).

b. The Question of Guilt

5.

| would like to open the hearing with the complaint that relates to cheating on an
exam in the first course. Already at the beginning of the hearing the honorable Ms.
Azogi, on behalf of the student, asked to admit to the accusations concerning that
exam. Then, the student himself admitted to it, stating "in the first course, | admit
that at the end of the exam | compared answers and when | saw the answers
were different | did not know that the lecturer changed data. | admit that | did
it. | have a fear of exams. | always receive in the range of 70 and | can reach
80" (p. 2 of the protocol).

In light of the Student's admission of cheating on the exam in the first course, |
have decided to convict him of infracting clause 2(c) of the Disciplinary
Regulations in accordance with the Complaint.
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As | explained to the student immediately following his admission, the Student
should be credited with the fact that he took full responsibility for his
illegitimate actions and even sincerely detailed what he did and continued to
explain why he did it.

Regarding the complaint concerning the exam in the second course, first the
scholarly lecturer was heard. He explained that there are two indications,
which, in his opinion, show that there was cheating regarding a question that
is the focus: the first, the fact that the student solved the question with a method
that was not taught in the course and actually obviated the method learned in the
course for about three weeks and did so incorrectly (to clarify, this involves inter
alia a certain formula that was not taught and was not copied correctly) (p. 4 of the
protocol). The lecturer wonders why the Student would do something like that (ibid,
p. 6). The second indication is the fact that the numbers and the steps that the
Student took needed to be others, so that copying from the source from which he
copied the data was incorrect (ibid, p. 4). At this stage the lecturer suggested to
the Student that he explain how he solved the question. The Student agreed
and began by explaining that it was not stated that it is forbidden to solve the
questions in different ways than those taught in the course and he received help
from his brother who taught him a different way which he applied on the exam
itself in which he used a draft notebook that is no longer in his possession,
and his only fault was that he did not correctly copy from the draft notebook,
which according to the Student is common for him. In response to this the
Lecturer asked to emphasize that he is not convinced and he remains with his
belief that this is an illegitimate act on the part of the Student. In the Lecturer's
opinion, this is a case of copying from a different person (ibid, p. 6). The
Lecturer asked to emphasize that it is impossible that the Student incorrectly
copied from the draft notebook with 10 mistakes (ibid, p. 11) and the Student
and his learned representative insist that that this was not an illegitimate act
on the part of the Student. In the words of the learned representative: "actually
the fact that he copied the formula incorrectly testifies to the fact that he did
not copy it (from another — A. P.)" (ibid, p. 7) and in another place: "l believe that
a student who would like to cheat will do so in an organized manner. This is
another thing that is evidence that he copied from a draft notebook" (ibid, p.
12). Towards the end of the hearing Ms. Shaked kindly suggested that the
Student try again to explain the solution and answer several of the Lecturer's
questions regarding this matter only (ibid, p. 12). The student expressed his
reservation because he argued that two months had passed since the exam and
thus he would not remember the material as this is mathematics (ibid, po. 13-14).
Despite his reservations in the beginning, the Student agreed in the end and a
dialog was held between the lecturer and the student, and unfortunately the
student was unable to explain the method of his solution in order to raise
doubt regarding the lecturer's version that this is an illegitimate act of
cheating.

After the hearing | allowed the Student and his learned representative, Ms. Michal
Azogi, to supplement arguments in writing. In this framework the two repeated
their position that the Student "insists on his innocence, believes in his way and
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10.

11.

at no stage during the committee did he waver with reference to his version
(ibid). Later the two presented three reasons in their opinion that there is doubt
regarding the acts of the Student. The first reason is the fact that the Student
suffers from learning disabilities and uses draft pages on a regular basis. According
to the two this was the case this time as well, and thus it is logical that the
incorrect copying was from the draft pages and stemmed from the pressure
he was under during the exam. The second reason is the presumption that a
student who knows that his exam is copied would prepare himself for the
disciplinary hearing and in the case before us the Student did not do so and "the
reason is that he was one hundred percent sure of his innocence and his
truth, that he did not imagine that he would find himself in a scenario like
what had happened" (ibid). The third and last reason is that the Student
understood from the lecturer that he would be able to retake the exam on a
special date on campus with the presence of proctors. According to the
Student and his representative, the mere proposal of the lecturer to retake the
exam on campus testifies to the fact that the lecturer believed that this is a case of
the least severity and that the evidence is not sufficient to convict, according to the
two (ibid). Further in the completion of the arguments there was reference of the
Student himself who asked to clarify that he felt that his refusal to answer the
question posed by the lecturer on the spot was damaging to his case, and he
asked to explain that he has problems concentrating and retrieving as diagnosed in
test results that he has difficulties coping with "trip-ups”, that requires quick thinking
and he usually gives incorrect answers, "especially this time when the part | was
asked about was not presented in full because the lines were not completely
copied from the draft page to the test solution page. As stated, | am not
capable of coping with math questions incidentally, after two months, without
practicing" (ibid). The Student also mentioned that if the Lecturer still wants to test
him about what is written on his exam he agrees to do so because he will prepare
in advance. In conclusion the Student presented complex personal
circumstances, which are known to the parties, which | will not detail here in order
to preserve his privacy and to maintain anonymity in the disciplinary process.

| carefully listened to the statements, read the material in the file, before and after
the hearing (including the response of the Student and the representative on his
behalf after the hearing, in the framework of supplementary arguments in writing,
presented in paragraph 9 above) and | asked the parties different questions for
clarification. In the end | came to the conclusion that the complaint regarding
the exam in the second course was proven with the level of proof necessary
in a disciplinary case, that refers to the severe accusation of cheating on an
exam. That is, this complaint was proven beyond reasonable doubt. Below |
will detail how | came to this conclusion.

There is no doubt, that the exam of the Student in the second course arouses
suspicion that speaks for itself regarding the illegitimate act of the Student.
The suspicion was explained by the scholarly Lecturer, while clarifying that
checking the exam was done anonymously, without the name or face. Directly
following this, the Lecturer detailed the suspicion in the most convincing
manner and gave the student the opportunity to convince him that this is not
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a case of an improper act, which the exam tends to demonstrate. Unfortunately,
the Student did not meet the burden of proving the rightfulness of his way.
The Student did not succeed in explaining how he solved the question under
dispute. Moreover, the Student claimed that the method with which he solved the
question, a method he learned from his brother, is much easier for him and he was
under pressure due to the exam and the draft notebook that he used could have
proved his statements, but, to his regret, he no longer has it in his possession (ibid,
p. 9). Later in the hearing, when the Student was given an additional opportunity,
once again the Student was unable to arouse even the slightest doubt in the
righteousness of his way. Consequently, the picture that is painted before us
shows the strongest circumstantial evidence that leads to the unequivocal
conclusion of the illegitimate act of cheating, and that is without any doubt. It
should be emphasized that it is customary that a Student who is asked for an
explanation of a solution on his exam, on a quantitative exam, should be able
to do so, when the exam is in front of him, even if half a year has passed
since the exam, and especially if only two months have passed. It is also
noteworthy that the fact that the draft notebook is not in the possession of the
Student is a fault of the Student, which does not allow him to provide even initial
proof of his claim. Likewise regarding the Student's claim that he did not prepare
himself for the hearing with reference to what was written on his exam because he
believed in his innocence. As stated, no preparation is needed on the part of the
Student to explain what he wrote on the exam. This is not a case of a "trip-up"
but rather a simple explanation required about what was written on the exam that
was written by the Student. In conclusion | will say that the fact that the Lecturer
offered the Student to retake the exam on campus before it was clear that there
was another complaint against the Student does not indicate a less serious act
and/or complaint but rather shows the possibility of offering a plea bargain
when there is only one complaint. Regretfully, in the case of the student two
disciplinary complaints were filed. In conclusion, as at the beginning, the Student
and the learned representative did not succeed in arousing even reasonable doubt
and | can only say that | am completely certain about my determination, in
paragraph 10 above that the complaint was unequivocally proven and
unfortunately the Student did not succeed in arousing doubt about his quilt.

c. Question of Punishment

12.

13.

As stated | decided that the Student should be convicted of cheating on an exam in
the first course based on his admission and in addition convicted of cheating also
on the exam in the second course after a long evidentiary hearing and receiving a
written response. Now the question of the appropriate punishment should be
discussed.

The honorable complainant on her part emphasized the credit due to the Student
for taking full responsibility regarding the exam in the first course and in contrast
emphasized that this is a case of two complaints that relate to cheating during
a period in which the exams are held by means of the Zoom program, with all
that it entails. Thus, the learned complainant insists on punishment of
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14.

15.

16.

suspension at the discretion of the Disciplinary Officer and disqualification of
the two courses.

Ms. Michal Azogi, the learned representative of the Student, requests that
conditional suspension, disqualification of the two courses and 50 hours of
community service be sufficient. Ms. Azogi asks to emphasize the admission in
the first complaint and her position that the second complaint, concerning the exam
in the second course, is not equivocal and there is doubt in this matter. | was also
asked to consider the appropriate punishment that would suit the complex
circumstances with which the Student has been coping for a long time, as
detailed by the Student in writing, of which there is no dispute.

| took into consideration the admission in the first complaint, the severity of
the acts and the complex personal circumstances of the Student while
recognizing the required punishment under the Disciplinary Regulations and
| decided to refrain from imposing punishment beyond the punishment
required by the Disciplinary Regulations which is significant punishment.

Consequently | am imposing the following punishment on the Student (from the
more severe to the more lenient):

(1) Since the Student is in his final year of studies, punishment of
postponement in the receipt of certification of completion of his academic
requirements in his studies towards his deqree and/or any document
testifying to the completion of his studies, for a period of eight months.
The postponement will take effect on the date upon which the Student
shall complete all of his academic requirements in full.

(2) Conditional suspension from studies for a period of two semesters for any
disciplinary offense which is not technical and concerns deceit. The
conditional suspension shall remain valid until completion of the exams
period of the first semester of 2020-2021 academic year/the conditional
punishment is postponement of two years of receiving the degree for any
disciplinary offense that is not technical and concerns deceit.

(3) Disqualification of the two courses.

d. Conclusion

17.

As stated, | decided to convict the Student with reference to both complaints
and the impose punishment as stated in paragraph 16.

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

Entitlement to appeal as stated in clause 5 of the Disciplinary Regulations.
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Dr Assaf Porat
Disciplinary Officer
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