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Abstract of the Honor Council 

Case 23, Spring 2017 

4/6/17 

 

Members Present: 

Allison Salter (presiding), Alex Metcalf (clerk), James Suffoletta, Ricky Robinson, Grace 

Coleman, Jacob Keston 

 

Ombuds: Laura Li 

 

Letter of Accusation: 

The Honor Council received a letter accusing Students A and B of copying a lab report 

for an upper level CHEM course. The Chair read the Letter of Accusation aloud in full.  

 

Evidence Submitted: 

▪ Letter of Accusation 

▪ Student A’s written statement 

▪ Student B’s written statement 

▪ Lab reports of both students 

▪ Example reports 

▪ Syllabus 

▪ Professor clarifications  

▪ Student data and submissions 

▪ Witness statement 

 

Plea: 

Student A pled “Not In Violation”. 

Student B pled “Not In Violation”. 

 

Testimony: 

In his opening statement, Student A stated that the two students were lab partners. The 

class is structured so that lab partners collect all data together. Student B was unable to 

attend office hours, so Student A went to them to better understand how to collect and 

analyze data. After that time, he said the students met up to discuss the data analysis and 

“talked through” how to analyze data. Student A stated they used the same formatting 

(ACS) as an explanation for the similar layout of their project, and derived the 

mechanism together, as the one given in the book was wrong. 

 

During his opening statement, Student B said he has research during the office hours for 

the class. According to Student B, Student A went to office hours, and then taught him 

how to analyze the data. Student B stated that he made the chart in Excel, which 

automatically picked the scale. However, Student A was unable to open the micrograph 

files, so Student B opened them, and both students worked on it together.  

 

Student B walked the council through the process behind the plots and drawings, again 

stating that they worked on making the mechanism together.  In his explanation of how 
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Student A taught Student B to analyze data, Student B stated that he walked him through 

the process.  

 

In Student A’s closing statement, he reiterated that similarities existed not because of 

plagiarism but because of the work they did together. Student A went on to highlight the 

small contribution of the assignment to the overall class grade.  

 

Student B began his closing statement by stating how minimally both students worked 

together, stating that they worked “on our own for the entirety of the report, but in 

collaboration”.  

 

Verdict Deliberations: 

Council members believed that a preponderance of the evidence supported that a 

violation occurred because the similarities of the report is extensive. Members pointed to 

the syllabus, which stated that students who worked together had to cite each other.  

 

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 Students A and B committed the violation. 

Council members saw no reason otherwise. 

 

Vote #2: Does a preponderance of the evidence support that Student A is “In Violation?” 

Yes:  6 

No:  0 

Abstentions: 0 

 

Vote #3: Does a preponderance of the evidence support that Student B is “In Violation?” 

Yes:  6 

No:  0 

Abstentions: 0 

 

 

Penalty Deliberations: 

Council members opened by discussing mitigating circumstances.  Some Council 

members decided against mitigating for amount of the assignment demonstrably not in 

violation, while others found it appropriate. Discussion on this topic revolved mainly 

around the writing of the students, which differed to a much greater degree than the plots 

of the students.  

 

The Council saw no aggravating factors. 

 

The CPS penalty for this case, based on the weight of the assignment, is a 2 letter grade 

reduction. 
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Council members agreed that both students deserved the same penalty.  

 

Vote #4: What is the appropriate penalty for Students A and B? 

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:    0 

2 letter grade reduction:    0 

1 letter grade reduction:    6 

Letter of Reprimand     0 

Abstentions:      0 

 

 

Decision: 

The Honor Council thus finds Students A and B “In Violation” of the Honor Code and 

recommends that they receive a one letter grade reduction.   

 

Time of testimony and deliberations: 55 minutes 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Alex Metcalf 

Clerk 

 

 


