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Disciplinary File 1/2008 

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

March 2, 2008 

 

Decision 

 

The Respondent is a student at the School of Law. He has been accused of offenses 

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

During the exam in the course "Management of Financial Risks" which was held on 

August 5, 2007 the Respondent has been accused of giving his exam form to the 

Proctor about 5 minutes after the exam began and leaving the classroom contrary to 

the rules that prohibit students from leaving the exam classroom before 30 minutes 

have passed from the time the exam began and contrary to the instructions of the 

proctor. 

 

The Complainant, the Respondent and two witnesses, the Proctor who was present 

during the exam and the person in charge of the proctors appeared at the hearing held 

before me. 

 

According to the Respondent's claims he did not feel well on the day of the exam and 

therefore he went to the restroom. He claims that in any case he left the exam five 

minutes before  the end of the 30 minutes and not five minutes after the exam began. 

The person in charge of the proctors testified that she entered the classroom at 10:15 

(15 minutes after the beginning of the exam) but the Respondent was already not 

present. Furthermore the Proctor testified that she recommended that the Respondent 

go to the restroom adjacent to the exam room but he refused. 

 

From an analysis of the facts and the claims brought before me it is clear that the 

Respondent did not follow the exam procedures. The claim that he did not feel well 

cannot justify breaking the rules. The mere fact that he decided to take the exam 

obligates him to follow the accepted regulations. Furthermore he was given the 

opportunity to go to the restroom close by while being accompanied by the Proctor 

and he refused. In addition, I would like to note the negative impression I have 

received during the hearing regarding the Respondents attitude towards the Proctor, 

including his refrainment from expressing any regret for his behavior. 

 

This is an abnormal case and I cannot understand the Respondent's behavior during 

the exam nor after the exam. Nonetheless, since basically the Respondent broke the 

Center's rules regarding procedures during exams in accordance with the 

circumstances noted above I have decided to convict the Respondent of breaching the 

regulations stipulated in clauses 2(a), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of the Disciplinary Code and 

to impose the following punishment: 

1. Disqualification of the course. 

2. Severe reprimand. 

3. Sixty (60) hours of community service in the framework of the Community 

Service Program supervised by the Dean of Students' office. The Respondent shall 



not receive certification of his entitlement to his degree until he has completed the 

said community service. 

 

This decision shall be published without naming the Respondent. 

 

CPA Shlomi Shuv, In Charge of Discipline 
  

  


