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Decision 

 

The Respondent is a freshman at the School of Government. He has been accused of 

offences according to clauses  2(c), 2(f), 2(h), 2(k) and 2(q) of the Disciplinary Code of 

the Center for having a cellular phone in operation in his coat pocket which even rang 

during the Moed Alef exam in the course "Principles of Statistics" held on February 8, 

2007. 

 

The Complainant and the Respondent appeared at the hearing held before me. 

 

The Respondent admitted that he had the cellular phone in his coat pocket during the 

exam, but claimed that it was a result of absentmindedness, since it was in his coat pocket 

which was on the chair next to him and he had forgotten that it was there. 

 

In light of the aforesaid I am convicting the Respondent of committing an offense in 

accordance with clause 2(f) of the Disciplinary Code of Rules, which deals among other 

things with breaching instructions relating to exams, in view of the general standing 

instructions in clause 15(h) of the Center's Study Code regarding the prohibition of 

having a cellular phone in the students possession during an exam. 

 

The Complainant asked to impose a punishment of disqualification of the course since 

the phone was in operation. The Respondent on the other hand asked to only disqualify 

his exam and noted that he went to the Moed Bet exam and received a passing grade. 

 

Due to the circumstances in this case, considering the Respondent's clean record and after 

being convinced that the cellular phone was left in his pocket as a result of 

absentmindedness and he had no intention of using it  illegitimately, I believe that the 

punishment determined in clause 15(h) of the Study Code is suffice. Therefore I instruct 

that the Respondent's Moed Alef exam taken on February 8, 2007 in the abovementioned 

course be disqualified. 

 

Nonetheless, I would like emphasize once again the importance of the provision which 

prohibits a student from having a cellular phone in his possession in the area of the exam, 

both to preserve the fairness of exams and in order to avoid disturbance to other students 

taking the exam. 

 

Dr. Amnon Lehavi, In Charge of Discipline 

 

 
  


