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The Interdisciplinary Center, Herzliya

Disciplinary File 5/2008
In the Matter of Student A (Hereinafter "The Respondent")
April 17, 2008

Decision

The Respondent is a student at the Arison School of Business Administration. She has
been accused of offenses according to clauses 2(a) of the Disciplinary Code of the
Center for not adhering to the instructions of the Proctor during the exam in the
course "Advertising and Marketing Law" when the Proctor asked her not to eat in the
classroom during the exam in accordance with the Code of Rules.

The Complainant, the Proctor, the Head of the Proctors, the Respondent, and the
Respondent's father were heard at the hearing held before me.

The Respondent explained that during the exam due to her feeling hungry she ate a
sandwich. She claims that she was not the only student who ate during the exam but
the Proctor picked on her for no reason whatsoever. The Respondent added that in the
classroom and especially in the special extended time exam room, in which she takes
her exam, it is common to eat despite the explicit prohibition in the code of rules. The
Proctor emphasized the prohibition of eating sandwiches and explained that she first
approached the student sitting next to the Respondent and asked her to put her
sandwich in her satchel and the Respondent took part in the argument that
consequently transpired. According to the Proctor there are explicit instructions
forbidding food and drinks in the exam room. The Proctor added that despite the
prohibition students are allowed to bring candy, a small Mekupelet (chocolate bar)
and so forth without any distinction between the special extended time exam room
and the regular exam room. Furthermore, the Proctor claims that there were no
students eating sandwiches. To my question addressed to the Head of the Proctors
whether eating a sandwich was beyond the "borderline" she responded that without
special permission from the Dean's office students were not permitted to eat
sandwiches during the exam. Furthermore, the Head of the Proctors noted that despite
the explicit and clear instructions there is an unwritten consent which exists regarding
small candy and pieces of chocolate. She clarified that if the examinee would like to
eat she is accompanied outside the exam room where she is permitted to eat a
sandwich and return to the classroom when she has finished. Moreover, there are
special conditions which apply to Diabetic students.

The Complainant noted that the Respondent did not take the Moed Bet exam and she
was told that her grade on the Moed Alef exam was 70. The Complainant has asked
that punishment of reprimand be imposed. Following an analysis of the facts and in
light of the hearing held before me I cannot accept the Respondent's claim that eating
sandwiches in exam rooms is common practice despite the explicit prohibition in the
Code of Rules. Furthermore, the discussion conducted next to the Respondent about
the prohibition of eating sandwiches in the exam room should have caused the
Respondent to obey the instructions of the Proctor during the exam. Regretfully, I
perceive the Respondent's behavior as disregard not only towards the written
instructions appearing in the Code of Rules but also towards the instructions of the



Proctors who loyally perform their tasks in accordance with the Center's rules. I
believe it is important to emphasize that even if a certain instruction written in the
Code of Rules seems somewhat severe we can only obey it as long as it exists
especially if the rule is enforced by the relevant factors at the Center, and in parallel
discussions can be held regarding its continuance.

Moreover, if there is informal consent to allow students to bring small items of food
into the exam room I am taking this opportunity to call the attention to the relevant
authorities at the Center to bring about complete transparency on the subject and
publicize clear criteria in the appropriate places.

After examining all the considerations mentioned above, I have decided to convict the
Respondent of the offense of disobeying the instructions of an employee at the Center
in accordance with clause 2(a) of the Disciplinary Code of the Center and impose the
following punishment:

1. Reprimand.

2. Ten (10) hours of community service in the framework of the Community Service
Program supervised by the Dean of Students' office. The Respondent shall not
receive certification of his entitlement to his degree until he has completed the
said community service.

This decision shall be publicized without naming the Respondent.

CPA Shlomi Shuv, In Charge of Discipline



