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The Interdisciplinary Center, Herzliya

Disciplinary File 28/2007
In the Matter of Student A and Student B (Hereinafter "The Respondents")
August 30, 2007

Decision

The Respondents, brother and sister, are freshmen at the International School of
Government. The Respondents have been accused of offenses according to clauses
2(d), 2(e), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of the Disciplinary Code of the Center for copying from
one another on the homework assignment in the course "Introduction to Political
Theory".

The Complainant, the Respondents and the Student Union Representative were heard
at the hearing held before me.

Respondent A admitted that during a family vacation abroad he copied from his
sister's homework assignment in the course. He claims that he did not have the
technical means, such as the Internet, necessary to do the assignment. Respondent B
claims that she did not know that her brother had copied from her assignment and
Respondent A confirmed this claim.

An analysis of the facts and claims presented before me clarifies the factual aspect
that the two works are almost identical. The assignment constitutes 20% of the final
grade. In light of the testimonies I can only conclude that Respondent A committed
the offense of copying from Respondent B and even if Respondent B was not aware
of this, apparently in light of the relationship between them and the fact that they went
on a family trip together, she should have been aware of this possibility.

After examining all the considerations listed above I have decided to convict

Respondent A of deceit in accordance with clauses 2(d), 2(e), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of

the Disciplinary Code and to impose the following punishment:

1. Disqualification of the course.

2. Actual suspension from studies at the Interdisciplinary Center for a period of one
semester (1% Semester of the 2007/8 school year).

Respondent A is entitled to appeal this decision before the Appeal Committee within
30 days from the date he received the decision.

In reference to Respondent B, I have decided to acquit her of offenses according to
clause 2(e), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) and convict her of the offense of clause 2(d) and
instruct that her work be disqualified and she shall be requested by her lecturer to
submit a new paper in its place.

This decision shall be published without naming the Respondents.

CPA Shlomi Shuv, In Charge of Discipline



