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Disciplinary File 3/2008 

In the Matter of Student A (Hereinafter "The Respondent") 

March 2, 2008 

 

Decision 

 

The Respondent is a student at the Arison School of Business Administration who has 

completed his study requirements. The Respondent has been accused of offenses 

according to clauses 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of the Disciplinary Code of the Center for 

having a cellular phone in his possession while it was on and rang during an exam in 

the course "Business Decision Making". 

 

The Complainant and the Respondent were heard at the hearing held before me.  

 

The Respondent admitted that he had a cellular phone in his possession during the 

exam in the course "Business Decision Making". He claims that he discovered he had 

the phone when the taxi driver who was waiting for him at the end of the exam called 

him. I am under the impression that this student is an excellent student who simply 

innocently forgot that the phone was in his pocket. 

 

 

Under the circumstances of this case the Complainant asked to disqualify the Moed 

Alef exam only and to warn that the offense of having a cellular phone during an 

exam will usually result in disqualification of the course. Therefore, I am convicting 

the Respondent of breaching the rules according to clauses 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of the 

Disciplinary code and I am imposing the following punishment on the Respondent: 

 

1. Warning. 

2. Disqualification of the Moed Alef exam in the course "Business Decision 

Making". 

 

This decision shall be publicized without naming the Respondent. 

 

CPA Shlomi Shuv, In Charge of Discipline 

 

 
  

  


