¥
¥

> ININNIMAN
HyrAah)

o

- ..

The English version of this Decision immediately follows.
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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya
November 16, 2015

Disciplinary File No 22/2015
In the Matter of Student: A — (hereinafter: The Student)

Decision

. This file concerns a Student at the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya (hereinafter: "the

Student") against whom a disciplinary complaint was filed accusing her of committing
disciplinary offenses and infracting clauses 2(a), 2(f), and 2(m) of the Disciplinary Regulations
of the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya (hereinafter: "the Disciplinary Regulations). The
Student was accused inter alia of the following: during a closed book exam the student was
asked several times to move to another seat and she refused, as detailed below.

On November 1, 2015 a hearing concerning this file was held with the participation of the
Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked, the accused Student, representatives from the Student Union,
Mr. Koren Olshevitzky and Mr. Or Karbeky, Acting Committee Coordinator, Ms. Anat Karpol
and the undersigned. The testimony of two proctors and 3 students (one is the track
representative in the Student Union) who were present during the exam (hereinafter: "the
tutor") were heard during the hearing. Furthermore, the Lecturer of the course provided a letter
detailing the event that transpired during the exam.

I will present the main points necessary for this case and I will begin with the version of the
proctor who filed the complaint (hereinafter: "the Proctor") on July 31, 2015. Her reference to
this in her words: "I asked the Student to move to a different row 3 times. When I told her that
I had asked her three times she replied that that we are just bothering them. Then she asked if
she could remain in her seat until the Lecturer answered her question. I agreed. To the best of
my recollection the Student moved places only after Proctor A approached her and asked her
to move places.

During the hearing the Proctor repeated her version as detailed in the letter of complaint
mentioned above and she noted that she approached the Student once and asked her to move.
According to the Proctor she asked the Student 3 times to move, but the Student ignored her.
She also added and noted that the Student asked her permission to wait to move to the other
seat until the Lecturer answered her query. She agreed. To the best of her knowledge she
moved seats only after Proctor A approached her and asked her to move.

The Student's version: According to her statements, the Proctor approached her during the
exam only once and asked her to move places. The Student noted that she did not remember
that three times she was asked to move places but that she was asked by her to move only once
or perhaps twice. According to the Student, the letter of complaint gives the impression that
the Proctor approached her three separate times and each time she refused to move. According
to the Student, the encounter with the Proctor lasted for only several moments and then she
stood up to move. She also noted that, also in her response letter dated August 22 and during
the hearing, that after she stood up she asked permission from the Proctor to wait a moment to
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10.

move places since the Lecturer was on her way to her to answer her question. The Proctor
agreed to her request. Immediately after the Lecturer finished answering her question she
moved places.

The Student refutes the claims of the proctors that Proctor A also approached her and asked
her to move places. This version is not at all accurate since the moment the Lecturer finished
answering her questions, she got up and moved places. The representative of the track who
was present at the exam testified during the hearing and noted that the accused student moved
places immediately after the Lecturer finished answering her questions. He also mentioned that
many students approached him after the exam and complained that there was noise during the
exam, part of which was caused by the proctors. Thus, and as part of his duty as representative
of the track he filed a complaint to the relevant entities.

During the hearing the Student presented a letter from the Lecturer of the course who was
present part of the time during the exam. In her letter dated September 8, 2015 among other
things the Lecturer noted the following: "During the entire time I was in the exam room I was
not witness to any event of insolence on the part of the Student towards the proctors. I can
testify that I heard the proctors talking among themselves, which seemed odd to me and
disturbing to the students."

In light of the different versions of the parties and the witnesses heard we must pose the
question of whether there was anything wrong in the behavior on the part of the student during
the exam as described to me during the hearing? After hearing all of the relevant entities, my
response is no. From my impression, the Student followed the proctor's instructions. I did not
get the impression that the Student in any way ignored the instructions of the proctors as
claimed against her. The delay in moving was after receiving the permission of the Proctor as
she herself testified.

In regards to the Student's statement to the Proctor that she "was bothering her" I will note that
in light of the testimony heard from the students during the hearing as well as the Lecturer's
referral in writing as described above, I got the impression that there is foundation for her
statement. If there was noise in the classroom, part of which may have been caused by the
proctors, it is legitimate to ask for quietness during the exam. It is my understanding under the
circumstances of this case that the statement was not disrespectful and/or impudent and/or
insolent towards the Proctor.

In light of the above, I have decided to acquit the Student of infracting any of the clauses listed
in the beginning of this decision.

This decision shall be published without naming the Student.

Shelly Malka, Adv.
Disciplinary Officer
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