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Disciplinary Case No. 5/2025
In the case of Student A — (hereinafter: the Student).
February 9, 2025

Decision

A. Introduction

1. The Student is studying towards his bachelor's degree in economics and business
administration at Reichman University. The Student was accused in a disciplinary
complaint (dated December 4, 2024), based on a complaint by Lecturer A regarding
suspicion of fraud in the form of cheating on a home exam (Moed Bet) and/or infraction
of directives relating to that exam. All as detailed in the letter of complaint and the
appendices attached to it which was sent to the Student by email on August 19, 2024.!
Therefore, the Student was accused of violating Section 2(c) and/or 2(f) of the
Reichman University Disciplinary Regulations (hereinafter: the "Disciplinary

Regulations").

B. Discussion in the absence of the accused student

2. Ms. Orly Shaked, the Coordinator of the Disciplinary Committees and the Registrar of
the Minutes, Ms. Orit Leiser (hereinafter: "Ms. Leiser"); and Mr. Elad Glick, an
observer on behalf of the Student Union were present at the hearing regarding the
student’s case which was held before me on Wednesday, January 22, 2025 (at 10:45). It
should be noted that the Student did not see fit to participate in the hearing — neither
physically nor on Zoom. Moreover, even after the hearing and until the date of writing
this decision, he refrained from inquiring about the hearing and its results.?

Unfortunately, the Student even refrained before the hearing from contacting the Student

! According to the Lecturer’s complaint, the Student submitted a file that was exactly identical to that of another student
in his group. It should be noted that the complaint was also filed against the other student, but following his written
response to the complainant, the latter was of the opinion that there was no reason to conduct proceedings against him
and that his case should be closed on the grounds of lack of guilt.

2 This, according to Ms. Leiser, as of February 6, 2025.

Reichman University (IDC Herzliya)
Public Benefit Company P.O.Box 167 Herzliya 4610101, Israel | www.runi.ac.il | Tel: +972 9 9527272 | info@runi.ac.il
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Union, which provides assistance to those who are summoned to disciplinary
proceedings, for the purpose of representation at the proceedings and the reasons for this
remain with him. Under these circumstances, I acceded to the request of the honorable
complainant as an exception to hold the hearing in the absence of the Student, who
refrained, as stated, from appearing or joining the hearing on Zoom, and below are the

reasons for my decision.

3. The date of the hearing was scheduled in advance for Wednesday January 22, 2025 at
10:40 and the Student was notified in advance. The coordinator of the disciplinary
committee and the coordinator of the hearings, Ms. Leiser, who scheduled the hearing,
permitted the Student, at his request, with the approval of the undersigned, to be present
at the hearing via Zoom and not on the university campus, and therefore a link to enter
the Zoom for the designated day and time was sent to him in advance. On the day of the
hearing, neither from 10:40 a.m. to 11:00 a.m., nor at all, did the Student join Zoom for
the hearing and even refrained from notifying in advance that he would not be
participating. From 10:45 a.m. Ms. Leiser’s attempts to reach him on his cell phone were
not successful and with no response on his part. Under these circumstances whereby the
student refrains from attending the hearing, which is scheduled exclusively on Zoom at
his request, and does not update as expected of any student and does not even answer
telephone calls on our behalf, I determined, in an exceptional manner by virtue of the
authority vested in me under the Disciplinary Regulations,® that the hearing in the
Student's case will take place in his absence, since the University cannot agree to a
situation in which a student takes the law into his own hands and refrains from
cooperating with the disciplinary authorities on campus.* In this context, it should be
emphasized that Section 2(0) of the Disciplinary Regulations states that the mere failure

to appear at a hearing before the disciplinary authorities constitutes a disciplinary offense

3 Section 7a of the Disciplinary Regulations states that 7a disciplinary committee or an appeals committee shall not
convene without the participation of the student whose case it is considering unless the student waived the right to
participate in advance or was summoned to the hearing and did not show up for reasons that are not justifiable. »
(I added the bold print and underlines — A.P.).

4 Unfortunately, this is not the first time that I have had to discuss a student’s case in his absence, see Case 11/22 in the
case of Student A, dated August 29, 2022; Case 33/23 in the case of Student A, dated October 29, 2023, and Case 17/24
in the case of Student A, dated July 25, 2024.
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and that according to Section 7 of the Disciplinary Regulations, the Disciplinary
Officer is authorized to hear the case of a student who was summoned to a hearing in his
case and did not appear "without reasonable justification".’ Both sections apply in our
case, but I refrained from making use of section 2(0) of the Disciplinary Regulations in

the absence of a request in this regard on behalf of the honorable complainant.

C. The Question of Guilt

4. At the beginning of the hearing in the Student's absence, on the one hand, the complaint
against the student, the appendices to the complaint, and letter of the other student to the
complainant, and on the other hand, an eloquent and detailed response letter from the
Student by email addressed to Ms. Leiser, and dated September 3, 2024 were before me.
In this letter, the Student apologized for the delay in responding to the complaint, which
he said was due to personal circumstances that cannot be detailed here for reasons of the
right to privacy. As for the matter of the complaint, the Student emphasized that he did
not intend to copy from his friend, heaven forbid, and that the submission of his friend's
exam stemmed from his own innocent mistake due to a malfunction on his personal
computer, everything as detailed therein.® It should be stated immediately that the
honorable complainant did not accept the explanation of the Student, who in fact admitted
in his letter that he had asked for and received another student's home exam, and that it
was the same exam, which in fact was submitted on his behalf as if it were his own, and

which is now before us. The complainant, on her part, emphasized that she does not

5 Compare in this regard CrimA 1632/95 Meshulam v. the State of Israel, IsrSC 49 (5) 534, 548-549 (para. 21 of the
judgment of Justice Dorner) (1996); CrimA 10736/04 Cohen v. the State of Israel (para. 25 of the judgment of Justice
Levy) (published in Nevo, September 26, 2006).

¢ In short, the Student claims that he wrote the home exam alone on his neighbor’s computer due to technical limitations
on his personal computer. When he finished writing it, he sent his exam file to his computer in order to submit it from his
Moodle. Surprisingly, his file was found to be faulty, so he immediately contacted the only person he knew in that course
— Student X and explained to him that he had finished writing his exam but had a technical malfunction in the file, so he
asked Student X to send him his file in order to see if the file (hereinafter: »File X») had the same malfunction and indeed
after receiving the same file X, the exact same malfunction was discovered in it, and then the Student transferred file X
to the neighbor’s computer and the malfunction disappeared as if it had never existed. At this point, according to the
Student, the fatal mistake occurred, since the Student unwittingly saved file X under the same name as his original file,
and unfortunately, it was the said file that was submitted when the Student mistakenly thought it was his original file.
Namely the exam he wrote, and not, heaven forbid, the exam of Student X.
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accept the Student's version, which sounds unfounded to her, and that it raises many

perplexities and serious questions.

5. After listening to the honorable complainant’s statements, which are completely
acceptable to me, and after reviewing the important letter of the other student (Student
B) as opposed to the student's version presented in his letter, and careful examination of
all the material that was conveyed to me even before the hearing, a logical and obvious
conclusion emerges, beyond a reasonable doubt, that the Student did indeed do what was
attributed to him. It should be emphasized that the Student refrained from joining the
hearing and being asked about the statements in his letter, refrained from providing
evidence in support of the statements he wrote,” and most of all, described a factual story®
that lacks any foundation and simply does not hold water to the point that it is very
difficult to accept, all the more so without the Student allowing himself to be investigated
in reference to this matter, as aforesaid. Therefore, it is necessary to determine that the
Student did indeed commit the act of cheating of which he was accused and therefore

he must be convicted of violating section 2(c) of the Disciplinary Regulations.

6. As a marginal note to this conviction, we regret the Student's refusal to cooperate with
the proceedings in his case, to respond to quite a few perplexities and to several questions
on our behalf, and in light of this the Student refrained from expressing the warranted

remorse for the act of cheating that he committed.

D. The Question of Punishment

7. Integrity is a categorical imperative that underlies ethics in general and ethics in academia

in particular. Academic integrity is a supreme value in the world of academia — in studies,

"Thus, for example, he refrained from presenting his personal computer and refrained from testifying with that neighbor
and the same Student X (who, as noted, independently sent an important letter on his behalf) or at the very least, submit
an affidavit on their behalf. It has already been stated many times in case law and in the legal literature that if a party to
the hearing refrains from providing relevant evidence or testimony, it will lead to the conclusion that had that evidence
been presented, it would have been detrimental to him, and this would strengthen the evidence of the opposing party. In
the words of Justice M. Ben-Porat: 71t is a settled rule that refraining from summoning a defense witness to testify,
who, according to the dictates of common sense, might have contributed to the discovery of the truth, creates the
assumption that his words would have acted to strengthen the incriminating version advocated by the prosecution”
[CrimA 437,82 Salomon Abu v. the State of Israel, IsrSC 37 (2) 85, 97-98 (1983); see also: CrimA 712/94 Jabari v. the
State of Israel, IsrSC 49 (2) 332; 337 (1995)].

8See note 6 above.
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teaching, and research. Academia is based on trust, and any violation of the rules of
academic integrity undermines that very vital foundation of academia and requires an
appropriate disciplinary response. Any cheating on an exam or on a paper, on or off

campus, seriously harms academic integrity and requires appropriate punishment.

8. In light of the conviction of cheating, in accordance with paragraphs 4-5 above, and in
light of the need for appropriate punishment, the position of the honorable complainant

and the circumstances of the case, I hereby impose on the student the following elements

of punishment:

(1) Disqualification of the exam and the course that is the subject of the complaint.

It should be clarified that at the same time, I hereby obligate the Student to repeat

the course that was disqualified as an element of punishment under the

circumstances of the case and in light of the complainant's demand.

(2) Actual delay in obtaining eligibility to his degree for one semester, four (4)

months (120 days). The suspension will take effect from the day the Student

has completed all of his academic requirements in full, and will be eligible to
receive confirmation of his eligibility to his degree.’

(3) Conditional punishment of expulsion for eternity for any disciplinary offense

that is based on an element of fraud. The condition will remain in effect until the

student’s graduation from the university.

This decision will be published without mentioning the Student's name or any other identifying

information.

/\ \\O ,,‘

Dr. Assaf Porat
The Disciplinary Officer

9 The complainant was of the opinion that under the unique circumstances of the Student and of this case, it would be
more appropriate and proportionate to prefer this element to any other element of actual expulsion during studies, and her
position was acceptable to me.
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