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In the Matter of Student A (Hereinafter "The Respondent")
March 30, 2008

Decision

The Respondent is a student at the Radzyner School of Law. The Respondent has
been accused of offenses according to clauses 2(a) and 2(f) of the Disciplinary Code
of the Center for giving another student (hereinafter "the other Student") a paper she
prepared in the course "Legal Systems" from which he copied a sentence with its
footnote.

The hearings in the case of Student A and the other student were separated. The
Complainant, the Respondent, and a Representative of the Student Union were heard
at the hearing held before me.

The Respondent is an honors student. She explained that she moved into a new
apartment close to the time of submitting the paper thus she did not have a printer. In
order to be able to submit the paper she asked the other student to print the paper on
his printer, which he had done for her in the past as well. The work was sent by email
the morning of the day the paper was due. She claims that she did not know and did
not believe that the other student would copy her paper or any part thereof. She
emphasized that to the best of her knowledge the other student's paper was already
prepared when she sent hers to him. In addition she added that she sent the paper in
the morning of the day of submission so that the other student would only have time
to print the paper and submit it and thereby she reduced the risks involved.

After analyzing the facts and my impression of the Respondent during the hearing my
conclusion is that the Respondent did not expect the other student to copy from her
paper and she tried to prevent such from happening, and she sent the paper to him for
technical reasons. Therefore I do not consider the action of the Respondent as
"assisting a student in copying by letting him review the exam or paper", which is an
offense, which according to the Code of Rules, incurs a minimal punishment of
suspension from studies at the Center for one semester. In this case the element of
"assistance" is lacking. I have decided, therefore, to acquit the Respondent of any
offense. I would like to emphasize that this is a case with special circumstances in
which I have been convinced that the Respondent did not expect nor could she have
expected the other student to copy and that the other student blatantly violated the
trust she vested in him and thus he will bear the entire punishment involved in
committing the offense.

This decision shall be publicized without naming the Respondent.

CPA Shlomi Shuv, In Charge of Discipline



