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The English version of this Decision immediately follows.
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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

April 16,2018
Disciplinary File 8/2018
In the matter of Student A — (hereinafter: the Student)

Decision
Introduction:

1. This case concerns a Student from the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya against whom different
complaints were filed which relate to disciplinary offenses and infracting clauses 2(a) and/or 2(c)
and/or 2(d) and/or 2(f) and/or 2(m) of the disciplinary regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center
(hereinafter: The Disciplinary Regulations) as follows: suspicion of cheating on an exam,
suspicion of cheating on a homework assignment, and three different cases of disobeying
instructions concerning an exam as detailed in this decision.

2. On December 28, 2017 and on March 22, 2018, hearings were held in reference to this
disciplinary file with the participation of the Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the accused Student,
the Student Union Representative, Ofir Gerber, who argued on his behalf, the Committee
Coordinator, Ms. Shir Peer and the undersigned. In addition, on April 8, 2018, the Committee
received the professional opinion of Ruth Reisel, the Director of Psychological Services at the
Interdisciplinary Center.

3. At the outset of this decision I believe it is important to note that this is an exceptional case in
which a student is accused of a series of disciplinary offenses which occurred within a relatively
short period from the start of his studies. Due to the very unique and extraordinary circumstances
of the Student the disciplinary proceedings were accompanied by the psychologist Ruth Reisel. It
is noteworthy that sincere attempts were made by numerous factors on campus (the Complainant,
the Psychological Services, the Student Union Representative and the undersigned) to assist the
student in dealing with his personal affairs and return to normal. Moreover, the disciplinary
proceedings were postponed for several months to allow the student to take care of a series of
personal issues. Nonetheless and despite the efforts, they were not successful, inter alia, due to the
conduct of the Student and, left with no other choice, the disciplinary proceedings continued as
usual despite the very unusual personal circumstances.

4. Case 1: Suspicion of cheating on an exam; During a closed book exam the student asked to go
to the restroom. The proctor who accompanied the Student to the restroom suspected that he had
material which was prohibited and that the Student intended to look at it in the restroom. His
suspicions turned out to be correct. The proctor entered the restroom (not into one of the stalls)
and saw the Student holding an exam notebook in his hand and he had intended to enter one of
the private stalls in the bathroom with the material. When the proctor asked the Student about it,
the Student claimed that the material does not belong to him.

5. During the hearings the Student admitted that the material was indeed his own and he had intended
to review it during the exam in one of the bathroom stalls (page 2 of the protocol of the hearing
on December 28, 2017 and page 3 of the protocol of the hearing on March 22, 2018).
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6. In light of the admission of the Student to the accusations against him I am hereby convicting him

of infracting section 2(c) of the Disciplinary Regulations which concerns cheating on an exam.

7. Case 2: Suspicion of Cheating on a Homework Assignment; As part of an academic course, the

Student was required to submit a homework assignment which constituted 15% of the final grade
in the course. When checking the assignment suspicion arose that parts of the assignment were
copied from different sources without any citation.

8. In the letter of complaint (which is not dated) the lecturer of the course noted that as part of the

instructions for writing papers there is explicit reference to the prohibition of copying and that
copying will result, inter alia, in disqualification of the paper. Furthermore, the lecturer noted in
the letter of complaint that a considerable part of the first lesson in the course was dedicated to the
subject of copying and the severity associated with this issue.

9. During the hearing the Student admitted that he used material from several sources which he

10.

11.

12.

found on the Internet. However, the Student noted that though he did not cite the sources in the
paper and/or follow the standard rules of citation as required, as his defense this should not be
considered cheating on a homework assignment. The Student Union Representative argued that
the Student as required did not understand the instructions for writing a paper, inter alia, due to
language difficulties and in light of his lack of academic experience (the assignment was
submitted in his first year of studies). Thus, the Student did not see anything wrong in using
sources from the Internet to help him in writing the paper. In his concluding statements the
Student Union Representative argued that at the least this incident concerns disregarding the
instructions concerning writing a paper and not cheating on a homework assignment.

Decision: From reviewing the Student's paper it is apparent that the work is composed of a
collection of sections copied from different sources on the Internet. The accused student used
several sources and copied them word for word without citing them in any manner whatsoever in
the paper. With this conduct the Student created misrepresentation whereby the contents of the
paper including the wording and in the manner the arguments were presented were the Student's
own work and the result of independent study and thought. The Student's claim that this was the
case of a mistake caused by misunderstanding the instructions for writing a paper and/or lack of
experience in writing an academic paper — is rejected. The instructions for writing a paper were
presented to the students with emphasis on the part of the teaching staff concerning the
prohibition of copying. Furthermore, the lecturer in the course in his lessons referred to the issue
of copying on papers and even uploaded a relevant guidance video clip to the course's webpage.

As stated, the paper was almost completely copied. The Student did not make any effort to write
the assignment himself and instead copied from several sources into one document which he
submitted seemingly as his personal work. The Student's arguments of defense do not hold water
and were intended, as I understand it, to assist the Student in avoiding taking responsibility for his
actions.

In light of the aforesaid, I am convicting the Student of infracting section 2(d) of the Disciplinary
Regulations which concerns cheating on a homework assignment.
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Case 3: Suspicion of Infracting Instructions during an Exam; In this case a complaint dated
March 23, 2017 relates to two different incidents that occurred during exams (cases 3 and 4).
Below are the relevant facts:

The Student was given certification of extra time on exams in the scope of 33%. This certification
applied to all the exams except exams in math and foreign languages. The Student was informed
in writing regarding this eligibility including the different exceptions. The Student went to an
exam in math, in which as stated he was not eligible to the extra time. Several minutes before the
end of the exam the proctor approached him to inform him that the exam was about to end and
that he must finish writing it and submit it. In response to the proctor's request, the Student argued
that he was entitled to extra time. The proctor explained his mistake to him and even presented a
copy of the certification which was sent to him with the eligibility to the accommodations on
exams excluding exams in mathematics.

Due to his insistent refusal to adhere to the request of the proctor to finish his exam and hand it in
immediately, she was forced to involve the head of the examinations department who also tried to
explain to the Student that the certification given to him does not apply to exams in mathematics.
This did not impress the Student who refused to hand in the exam. After an argument that took
place during the exam, the head of the examinations department explained that if he does not
hand in the exam on time as requested the proctor will not collect his exam and it will not be
checked. And indeed that is what happened.

The Student did not adhere to the proctor's request and decided to hand in his exam over 30
minutes past the time that was permitted. When they refused to receive the exam from the
Student, he went to the proctors' room and refused to leave until they agreed to receive his exam.
Once they clarified to the Student that if he did not leave they would call security, he complied
and left the room.

During the hearing the Student Union Representative argued that there is no dispute that the
Student is entitled to extra time on exams. According to him during the exam in mathematics the
Student was convinced that he was entitled to extra time on the exam. According to the
Representative this is a case of misunderstanding on the part of the Student, which caused him to
argue with the staff of proctors during the exam. He also noted that the pressure of the exam and
his innocent belief that he was entitled to extra time caused him not to hand in the exam on time.
According to the Student, he had no intent of disturbing the orderly course of the exam and/or
disrupting the orderly work of the proctor.

Decision: During the hearing it was clarified to the Student that his claim about his innocent
mistake about his entitlement to extra time on the exam which is the subject of case 3, is not
accepted. It is clear that the Student was updated in advance regarding the entitlement to extra
time on exams in mathematics and in foreign languages. Even during the exam itself he was
explicitly told, both by the proctor and the head of the examinations department that he is not
entitled to extra time on exams in mathematics and thus he must hand in the exam like the other
students. Despite all of this, the Student chose to ignore the instructions of the proctor, refused to
hand in the exam according to the time allotted and all this while disturbing the other students

2™7%70 MInn1an ™INn
info@idc.ac.il | 09 9568605 :oj7o | 09 9527272 :7v | www.idc.ac.il | 46150 ,n'72x2n 167 .T.n



¥

¥«

*ITMINNIMAN
HirA'ah)
N

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

.-

taking the exam. We have found that there is no justification for his conduct during the exam and
after the exam when he went to the room of the proctors and refused to leave until they would
receive his exam.

It is noteworthy that the proctors devotionally performed their work when maintaining the
integrity of exams. The proctors insisted that the Student hand in the exam on time, like the other
students and that he not receive any advantage or preference over the other examinees in the form
of extra time for writing the exam.

In light of the aforesaid, I am convicting the Student of infracting clause 2(f) of the
Disciplinary Regulations which concerns disobeying directives during an exam.

Case 4: Suspicion of disobeying instructions concerning an exam; Approximately two weeks
after the exam described in case 3, the Student went to an exam in which he was entitled to 33%
extra time. Several minutes before the end of the exam the proctor approached him and informed
him that the time was up and he must hand in the exam. The Student refused the proctor's request
and claimed that he has 50% extra time. The proctor repeatedly explained to the Student that the
time for taking the exam was up and he must hand in the exam. After the Student ignored her
repeated requests, the proctor called another proctor to help her. After the two failed in their
attempt to explain to the Student that he must hand in the exam, they also called the on-duty
proctor but with little success. The above discussion continued for several minutes and disturbed
the other examinees. Due to the disturbance caused in the classroom as a result of the Student's
conduct the proctor was forced to give the entire class an extra 15 minutes beyond the permitted
time as detailed on the complaint form dated March 23, 2017. In conclusion, the Student did not
obey the directives of the proctor and handed in the exam 40 minutes beyond the permitted time.

The Student did not deny the facts as detailed in the complaint letter. The Student claimed that he
was certain during the exam that he was entitled to 50% more time and that is the reason he
refused to comply with the directives of the proctor.

Decision: Also in this case, the Student's version is rejected. The Student knew, or unfortunately
should have known the accommodations to which he was entitled before taking the exam. Once it
was clarified to him during the exam the amount of time that was left until the end of the exam he
should have immediately complied with the directives of the proctors and avoid the unnecessary
argument which disturbed the other examinees. As stated the disruption created in the classroom
disturbed the examinees and required the proctor to add 15 minutes beyond the original time to
each of the students. It is noteworthy that this incident occurred two weeks after a similar incident
concerning the exact same issue as described in case 3. Also in this case the Student ignored the
requests of the proctors, created a commotion in the classroom, disturbed the other examinees and
handed in the exam a great deal of time after the time permitted according to the directives.

In light of the above I am convicting the Student of infracting clause 2(f) of the Disciplinary
Regulations which concerns infracting instructions relating to an exam.
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Case 5: Suspicion of Infracting Directives During an Exam; This case, is essentially similar to
the two previous cases above (cases 3 and 4) however in this case the Student was also caught
with a cellular phone in the classroom as shall be detailed below.

Reviewing the complaint form dated August 21, 2017, shows that the Student was late to the
exam by about 17 minutes. Upon his entrance, he signed the Disciplinary Regulations Guidelines
form which, inter alia, recalls that phones must be turned off and placed in the satchels at the front
of the room. Before the exam began the Student was told that due to his tardiness he is not
entitled to extra time on his exam.

Close to 11:30 the Student's phone rang. The proctor asked the Student to turn off his phone and
to place it aside. After several minutes the phone rang once again. It should also be noted that
about 10 minutes before the end of the exam the proctor approached the student and informed him
that the exam was over in several minutes and he must finish writing the exam and hand it in. The
Student refused to do so. Again a dispute transpired between the Student and the proctor; a
discussion that disturbed the other students taking the exam at the same time. Again the Student
did not comply with the directives of the proctor and he refused to turn in his exam on time. The
Student acted as he desired and handed in the exam the moment he decided, beyond the permitted
time.

The Student did not deny the facts of case 5. It is noted that the Student Union Representative
asked that we consider the three cases in which he disobeyed the directives of the proctors during
the exams as one case, namely one disciplinary offense and not three different disciplinary
offenses. This argument was rejected. It was clarified to the Student Union Representative that it
1s appropriate to relate to each case separately. The recurrence of the incidents indicates a pattern
of behavior and the inability to internalize the wrongness of the actions. The Student chose, each
time anew, to behave in a manner that disturbed the orderly course of the exam and particularly
the other examinees and all the while completely ignoring the directives of the proctors whose
role is to maintain the integrity of the exams and ensure the proper management of the exams
without unnecessary disturbances.

In light of the above, I hereby convict the Student of infracting clause 2(f) of the Disciplinary
Regulations which concerns infracting directives in an exaqm.

Arguments for Punishment

27.

28.

10

During the arguments for punishment the Student Union referred to the extraordinary personal
circumstances of the Student and to other problems from which he suffers which directly affect
the Student's life and his ability to integrate well into the academic framework. This is not the
time or place to elaborate on these issues. As stated, in light of the personal circumstances this
disciplinary file was accompanied by the psychological services headed by Ruth Reisel from the
first moment and for many long months.

As detailed above sincere attempts were made by the entities involved in this file to aid the
Student in coping with his difficulties while taking responsibility and internalizing the wrongness
of his actions. Although the Student was given the sincere and genuine opportunity to solve the
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disciplinary complications he encountered together with the relevant factors at the IDC, it did not
help. The lack of complete cooperation on the part of the Student required renewal of the
disciplinary proceedings and the Student has no one to blame but himself.

It is noteworthy that in light of the multiple offenses committed and their circumstances and the
lack of understanding and internalization of the wrongness of his actions, perhaps punishment of
expulsion for eternity should have been imposed or regretfully suspension for a long period, more
than was actually imposed. Obviously I found it appropriate to take into consideration the
Student's health situation and his personal distress with which he is coping and to impose
suspension for 18 months while giving the Student the possibility to return to studies at the IDC
immediately following the end of the suspension.

To the best of my understanding, all of the relevant factors currently are willing to assist the
Student. I hope that the Student will come to his senses and agree to cooperate with the relevant
professionals which will assist him in returning to normal and will enable him to return to his
studies in the best possible way.

In light of the above, I have come to the conclusion that the proper and appropriate punishment,
which balances on the one hand the multiple offenses, the severity and traits of them and on the
other the special personal and medical circumstances of the Students, is as follows:

a. Suspension from studies for 18 months). The suspension will take effect the first semester
of the 2018-2019 academic year. The Student shall be entitled to return to his studies the
second semester of the 2019-2020 academic year.

b. Disqualification of the course which is the subject of case 1.

c¢. Disqualification of the paper which is the subject of case 2.

d. Disqualification of the exam which is the subject of case 3.

e. Disqualification of the exam which is the subject of case 4.

f. Disqualification of the exam which is the subject of case 5

g. Conditional expulsion for eternity if the Student is convicted of an offense of cheating

and/or deception on a homework assignment. The conditional punishment will remain valid
until the end of the 2020-2021 academic year.

This decision shall be publicized to the students without the personal details of the accused student.
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-

Pl

Shelly Malka, Adv.
Disciplinary Officer
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