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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya

Disciplinary File: 48/2006
In the Matter of Student A — The Respondent
November 7, 2006

Decision

The Respondent is a student at the School of Law. The Respondent has been accused
of offenses according to clauses 2(c), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of the Disciplinary Code
since he had forbidden material in his possession in addition to material permitted by
the Lecturer during an exam in the course "Statistics B" taught by Mr. Amit Novik.

The Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked and the Lecturer, Mr. Amit Novik appeared
before me at the hearing.

After reviewing the exam sheet and hearing the testimony of Mr. Novik, apparently
he allows students to bring material with them to the exam in the above course with
the exception that the material is restricted to both sides of one sheet of paper (i.e. two
pages). Also Mr. Novik testified that three additional pages of formulas are given with
the exam. Therefore, the limitation on the use of material during the exam is not in
reference to the content but rather a formal-configuration limitation of the scope of
the material — one page. As to my question why this limitation was set, the Lecturer
responded that in his opinion one page is suffice to include all the material needed,
and many pages can cause "scattering of pages in the classroom" (page 3 of the
protocol). In other words the possibility of more pages would enable passing material
between students during the exam which would harm the purity of the exam.

There is no dispute and the Respondent is not denying that he knew in advance about
this limitation for the exam administered in this course. Nonetheless, two documents
were found in the Respondent's possession. One document, of two pages, which was a
copy of a section of answers to an exam in the course from 2004 in the lecturer's
handwriting (hereinafter: "the first document"). The second document with seven
pages included a page of formulas and another part of answers to an earlier exam in
this course (hereinafter: "the second document"). Regarding the second document it
should be noted that two of the pages of formulas of this document are identical to the
formulas which were attached to the exam sheet in any case; another page of formulas
which the Respondent had in his possession was a page slightly different from an
additional page of documents handed out with the exam sheet; and a fourth page of
formulas in the second document was a copy of formulas the Lecturer passed out to
the students during the course. As for the other three pages of the second document,
including parts of answers to an earlier exam of the Lecturer, the Respondent claimed
that those were not pages which were in his possession, but perhaps pages the proctor
who had caught the material in his possession had stabled together by mistake with
the second document, maybe after she found it in the waste basket in which she threw
out the material in his possession at the beginning (page 2 of the protocol).

In any case there is no dispute between the parties; first, that the type of material
found in the Respondent's possession was allowed in the exam (since, as stated there
was no substantial limitation regarding material content); second that the Respondent
disobeyed the instructions of the exam sheet, which stated that all material permitted



in the exam had to be concentrated on one sheet of paper only, written on both sides,
as he had many more pages in his possession.

The Respondent explained that the reason for his having more pages stemmed from
temporary sight problems, which have recently made it difficult for him to read small
print. He claims that he could have fit all of the material on one page in very small
condensed print, as other students did, but because of his medical problem, which is
restrictive, he photocopied the material so that the print would be bigger. In order to
support his claims about the medical restrictions from which he has recently suffered
the Respondent attached a document which states that the he underwent certain
medical treatment for his eyes.

The said document does not explicitly state that on the day of the exam the
Respondent suffered from problems reading material written in small print. Even if
this were so, the Respondent knew of this problem in advance. Furthermore, though
the Respondent knew about the limitation of bringing one sheet of paper to the exam,
he admitted that he did not ask for permission to deviate from the scope of the
permitted material, and stated among other things that "no one really counts the
limited scope of the material (page 4 of the protocol).

In light of the above facts, I believe that the Respondent did not try to deceive by
bringing material with a larger number of pages than was permitted, since as stated,
there was no substantial-content limitation regarding the material and technically the
material in his possession could be brought to the exam, by photocopying it while
reducing the print size so that the material would fit into two pages. Therefore, in
contrast to the viewpoint of the Complainant, I do not believe that this case is similar
in severity to a student who brings material which is forbidden from the substantial-
content aspect and thereby creates an unfair advantage while committing an act of
deceit.

Nonetheless, the Respondent breached the exam instructions, did not request
permission in advance to deviate from the instructions and "took matters into his own
hands" to the point of contempt of the requirements of the Lecturer. Consequently his
actions affected the equality in regards to the other students who followed the exam
instructions. Disregarding restrictions in this manner is not acceptable and it upsets
the orderliness of the exams conducted at the Center.

Therefore, 1 convict the Respondent of committing an offense of breaching
instructions relating to exams in accordance with clause 2(f) of the Disciplinary Code.

Under the circumstances of this case I impose the following punishment on the
Respondent:

1. Disqualification of the exam and the course "Statistics B".

2. Reprimand.

The Secretariat shall publicize this decision without naming the Respondent.

Dr. Amnon Lehavi, In Charge of Discipline



