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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

Disciplinary File 53/2006
In the Matter of Student A (hereinafter: "The Respondent")
November 23, 2006

Decision

The Respondent is a senior at the School of Law. The Respondent has been accused of
committing an offense according to clauses 2(c), 2(f) and 2(q) of the Center's
Disciplinary Code. A calculator was found in the Respondent's possession during an
exam in the course "The Consumer and the Firm in the Economy" despite the explicit
prohibition of the use of calculators during the exam which was noted on the exam sheet.
The Respondent was also accused of refusing to hand over the calculator to the proctor

when requested to do so.

The Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the Respondent and the Proctor appeared at the
hearing held before me.

The Respondent admitted to having the calculator and stated that she used it only once
during the exam, in order to calculate a division problem 83.3+3 (page 1 of the Protocol
of the hearing), but she claims she was not aware of the prohibition of using the
calculator until the Proctor called her attention to it, and that is because she did not pay
attention to the instructions on the front sheet of the exam which stated that "the use of

pocket calculators is forbidden".

As for the offense of refusing to give the calculator to the Proctor, the Respondent
claimed that the Proctor never asked her to give the calculator to her, and as soon as the
Proctor called her attention to the fact that she was not allowed to use the calculator she
placed it far away from herself until the end of the exam. Indeed the Proctor stated that
she did not remember the Respondent refusing such a request and to the best of her
memory the Respondent gave her the calculator which she returned after the exam was
over. In any case the claimed refusal did not occur. I will state also that the complaint the
Proctor filled out for this incident only referred to the "student using the calculator
contrary to instructions", and nothing was mentioned about the Respondent refusing to
give the calculator to her, therefore it is unclear to my why the Respondent has been

accused of doing so.

In light of the aforesaid I am convicting the Respondent of the offense according to
clause 2(f) of the Disciplinary Code which among other things deals with breaching
instructions on exams.

The Complainant asked to impose a punishment of disqualification of the exam and the
course and conditional suspension which would remain valid until the end of her studies
at the Center for any deceitful offense. The Respondent on the other hand claimed that



the act was done completely innocently, and there was no significance to having a
calculator or using it on the exam under question and the use of it did not give her any
unfair advantage over the other students. In accordance with the Respondent's request the
exam sheet and booklet was given to me so that I would be convinced about the rightness

of her claims that this is an exam that does not require a calculator.

After hearing both sides and checking the exam sheet and booklet, I have come to the
conclusion that the Respondent did not wish to perform an explicit act of deceit and I
tend to accept her version that she had and used the calculator during the exam as a result
of absentmindedness of not reading the instruction sheet of the exam. However, this is a
breach of instructions explicitly noted on the exam sheet in emphasized letters and it can
be assumed that there was an essential reason for forbidding the use of the calculator. In
any case, obviously the Respondent should have read the instructions of the exam before
beginning to write it and she should have obeyed those instructions. From the documents
before me apparently the use of the calculator did not provide a significant unfair
advantage over the other students taking the exam, however it should be noted that the
Respondent used the calculator in order to save time, and in this manner nevertheless a
certain benefit beyond the breach of instructions did occur, even if its weight was

relatively slight.

It is important to emphasize the importance of each student strictly adhering to the
instructions on exams in order to ensure fair exams and equality among the students and
it is the student's duty to ensure that he/she has fully read the instructions of the exam and

understood their significance before beginning to write the exam.

In light of the aforesaid, and while taking into account the clean record of the

Respondent, I impose the following punishment:

Disqualification of the course exam and the course, "The Consumer and the Firmin 1.
the Economy".

Reprimand. 2.

The Secretariat shall publicize this decision without naming the Respondent.

Dr. Amnon Lehavi, In Charge of Discipline



