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Abstract of the Honor Council 
Case 9, Fall 2018 
3/4/19 
 
Members Present: 
Virginia Xie (presiding), James Suffoletta (clerk), Maheen Khizar, Grant Wilkinson, 
Angela Liu, Eunice Aissi 
 
Ombuds: Clay Siminski 
 
Letter of Accusation: 
The Honor Council received a letter accusing Student A of falsifying materials for a 
lower level BIOC course. The Chair read the Letter of Accusation aloud in full.  
 
Evidence Submitted: 

§ Letter of Accusation 
§ Student A’s written statement 
§ Course syllabus 
§ Student A’s lab hours log 
§ Student A’s lab partners’ log 
§ Team lab notebook 
§ Student A’s submitted work 
§ Deposition of lab partners 
§ Assignment weight clarification 

 
Plea: 
Student A pled “not in violation.” 
 
Testimony:  
Student A stated that this time period was a blur, and that he kept a notepad on his 
computer that with notes and a date range next to them. He may have incorrectly entered 
dates, but it was just a mistake. He did go into lab occasionally to check on the project. 
He confirmed that he never wrote in the lab notebook, but this was because his lab 
partners would not let him write in the book. He did not submit the lab hours after class, 
and he did not log any hours until the end of the semester. The team went into lab once a 
week together, as well as other times where the entire team was there and performed lab 
work. Student A stated that he was there when his team finished and submitted the lab 
notebook. He also contributed to a poster presentation, write-ups, and other portions of 
the project. His relationship with his lab partners was never great, and he was not 
included in the project. There may have been times that his partners were in lab and he 
was not, but he emphasized that he was there for many of the project milestones. He 
concluded by saying that while he did not do much of the hands-on lab work, he did a lot 
of the other work on the project; he never maliciously submitted lab hours, and any errors 
in the dates were simple mistakes.  
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Verdict Deliberations: 
Council members believed that a preponderance of the evidence supported that a 
violation occurred. The evidence from the lab hours logs, lab partners’ deposition, and 
Student A’s testimony suggested that Student A falsified the lab hours for this course. In 
addition, the evidence from the logs, lab notebook, and depositions suggests that Student 
A did not contribute substantially to the lab notebook, so the entire assignment was in 
violation. 
 
Vote #1: Does a preponderance of the evidence support that a violation occurred? 
Yes:  6 
No:  0 
Abstentions: 0 
 
The Council then discussed whether or not Student A committed the violation. The 
Council saw no reason why Student A would not be in violation. 
 
Vote #2: Does a preponderance of the evidence support that Student A is “In Violation?” 
Yes:  6 
No:  0 
Abstentions: 0 
 
Penalty Deliberations: 
 
Council members did not see any mitigating or aggravating factors. 
 
The CPS penalty for this case, based on the weight of the assignment, is a 3 letter grade 
reduction. 
 
Vote #3: What is the appropriate penalty for Student A? 
F in the course and 3 semesters of suspension: 0 
F in the course and 2 semesters of suspension: 0 
F in the course and 1 semester of suspension: 0 
F in the course:     0 
3 letter grade reduction:    6 
2 letter grade reduction:    0 
1 letter grade reduction:    0 
Letter of Reprimand     0 
Abstentions:      0 
 
Decision: 
The Honor Council thus finds Student A “In Violation” of the Honor Code and 
recommends that he receive a 3 letter grade reduction. 
 
Time of testimony and deliberations: 75 minutes 
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Respectfully submitted, 
James Suffoletta 
Clerk 


