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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

July 19, 2021

Disciplinary File 7/2021
In the matter of Student A — (hereinafter: the Student)

Decision

a. Introduction

1.

The accused student is studying towards his bachelor's degree at the
Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya (hereinafter: “the Student”). The Student was
accused in a disciplinary complaint based on a complaint concerning cheating on
a homework assignment and/or infracting directives relating to a homework
assignment — final paper in Course A (the weight of the final paper is 80% of the
final grade) (hereinafter: “the final paper”). The course was given by the scholarly
lecturer, Mr. A. (hereinafter: “the Lecturer” and/or “the Complainant”)

Thus, the Student is accused of infracting clauses 2(d) and/or 2(f) of the
disciplinary regulations of the Interdisciplinary Center (hereinafter: "the
Disciplinary Regulations").

The Honorable Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, Disciplinary Committee
Coordinator and recorder of the protocol, Ms. Orit Laser, an observer on behalf of
the Student Union, Ms. Tal Almakais and of course the Student himself, who
was represented by the scholarly representative Mr. Shacham Kedem were
present at the hearing held on June 17,2021 (at 12:00) by means of a visual
committee due to Covid-19 pandemic (with the consent of all). The scholarly
lecturer, who testified before us with regards to his complaint, also participated in
part of the hearing.

b. The Question of Guilt

4.

| would like to begin with the question of guilt. According to the claims in the
complaint letter, on August 14, 2020, the due date for submitting the final paper in
the course, the Student submitted his paper through the Moodle as required.
However, close to the time of submitting the paper the Student realized that he
made a mistake and submitted the draft paper and not the final paper. Thus, on
August 16, 2020 the Student contacted the Lecturer by email and explained his
mistake. In response, the Lecturer who was not sure that he could technically
check the paper, submitted as a draft, proposed that the Student send him the final
paper by email. The Student accepted the proposal and sent the paper to the
Lecturer by email. Later, the Lecturer discovered that technically he could check
the paper, that was submitted by mistake and he did so without comparing it to the
one sent to him by email, while fully believing in the innocence of the Student and
the identicalness of the two papers. After more than a week had passed from
returning the checked papers to the students and the publication of the grades, on
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August 27, 2020, the Student sent an additional email to the Lecturer to understand
why points were taken off the paper. The Lecturer responded to the Student by
email and detailed the mistakes in the paper. In response the Student sent another
email and explained that in the first paper that he submitted through the Moodle,
which was mistakenly the draft paper, he answered questions 1, 2,3 and 5 and in
the second paper that was submitted to the Lecturer by email, he answered
questions 1,2,4 and 5. It should be clarified that the work included 5 questions of
which 4 were to be chosen. In light of the fact, now revealed by the Lecturer, that
the Student submitted two different papers, he sent a complaint letter to the
Complainant that the Student submitted two different papers. It is noteworthy that
after the Lecturer informed the Student of his omission, the latter apologized by
email and noted that it was done innocently. The Student, both in writing and
verbally, does not dispute the facts, but claimed that he did not act maliciously, “did
not plan a sophisticated plot”, in the words of his representative (p. 3 of the
protocol), but rather made an innocent mistake.

5.  This is a very extraordinary case which demonstrates, at the least, negligence on

the part of the Student in regards to submitting the final paper. Thus, my position is
that the Student acted correctly during the hearing when he admitted to infracting
directives regarding the final paper. Furthermore, the honorable Complainant also
did well under the special circumstances of this case, which | will not detail in order
to preserve the right to privacy, agreed to accept his admission to infracting the
instructions despite her initial position to view the case as a type of deception.

6. In light of the Student’s full admission to infracting directives concerning the final

paper, as detailed both in the complaint letter and above, | have decided to convict
him in accordance with the complaint of infracting clause 2(f) of the disciplinary
regulations.

c. The Question of Punishment

7

. As stated, | have decided that the Student should be convicted of the alternate

accusation, in light of his infraction of the directives relating to the final paper that he
submitted and now, the question of the appropriate punishment should be discussed.

It should be emphasized that due to the special circumstances of the Student, the
scholarly Complainant, decided not insist on any specific punishment and asked to
leave the question of the punishment to my discretion, while Mr. Shachar Kedem, the
representative of the Student, emphasized the personal circumstances of the Student
and asked for lenient and proportionate punishment.

| weighed the full admission of the Student of infracting the directives, and the special
and unique circumstances of the case alongside the personal circumstances of the
Student, where before my eyes was the basic international rule of proportionate
punishment — maintaining proportion between the severity of the offense and the
severity of the punishment (concerning this matter see Ruth Kanai “Maintaining
proportionality in punishment: Constitutional or criminal issue” Law 25 147 (2004-
2005) and compare CRA 864/12 Saad v. The State of Israel, court cases 66 (2) 772,
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789 (par 21 decision of Justice N. Solberg/2013), CRA 4456/14 Kelner v. The State
of Israel (paragraphs 197, 215-216, 229 of the decision of Justice U.
Fogelman/published in Nevo, December 29, 2015).

10.Consequently, | am imposing the following punishment (severe to light):

i. Disqualification of the course.

ii. Conditional suspension from studies for two semesters for any disciplinary
offense which is not technical and concerns disobeying and/or deception in
connection to an exam and/or a paper. The condition shall remain valid
throughout the duration of the Student’s studies.

iii. Twenty hours of community service which shall be completed under the
directives and supervision of the Dean of Student Affairs Office. The Student shall
not receive entitlement to his degree and/or certification of completion of his studies
before completion of this community service. To do the community service the
Student should contact Ms. Galit Zvi, Deputy Dean of Student Affairs and Head of
Scholarships and Financial Aid by email: gzvi@idc.ac.il. It is hereby clarified that an
overlap between the projects implemented by scholarship receivers with those
imposed in the framework of the disciplinary offense shall not be possible.

d. Conclusion

11.As stated, | have decided to convict the Student of infracting directives and to impose
the punishment as stated in clause 10.

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

//\ '\‘n@ .L

Dr. Assaf Porat
Disciplinary Officer



