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The Interdisciplinary Center
Disciplinary File 34/2008
In the Matter of the Accused Student (Hereinafter: The Respondent)
September 21, 2008
Decision

The Respondent is a law and accounting student at the Radzyner School of Law at The
Interdisciplinary Center. The Respondent has been accused of offenses under clauses 2(a) and 2(f) of
the Interdisciplinary Center's Disciplinary Code (hereinafter: The Disciplinary Code) for having a
cellular phone in his possession (on the table) in operation which rang to notify of receipt of a text
message during the exam in the course "Mathematics B" held on June 16, 2008.

The honorable Complainant, Ms. Orly Shaked and the Respondent himself were heard during the
hearing held before me in the presence of Ms. Shir Peer, the coordinator of the Disciplinary
Committee, on Tuesday, the 16™ of September 2008, the 16™ of Elul 5768.

The Complainant repeated the facts regarding the accusation and the Respondent immediately
admitted to the facts. Nonetheless, the Respondent tried to find a way to explain the neglect of leaving
the phone on the table by explaining that he arrived at the exam room about fifty minutes before the
exam began and that he was waiting for a call from home, thus the phone was left a great distance
from where he was sitting (at the edge of the table), and as soon as the text message ring was heard he
got up to turn off the phone, took out the battery from the phone and gave it to the Proctor who
approached him and who had ensured him that he had nothing to worry about.

The Respondent continued to explain that he is a first year student, without almost any experience and
this was done innocently. He explained that he did not take the Moed Bet exam due to medical
reasons for which he has medical certification. He also noted that this was his hardest course this past
year and he received a good final grade (86).

The outcome is that based on his admission to the facts the Respondent is convicted of offenses
under clauses 2(a) and 2(f) of the Disciplinary Code; offenses he committed during an exam during
his freshman year.

As for the matter of punishment, the Complainant emphasized the distinction between a phone in
operation or a closed phone and requested the punishment which is common in these cases. The
Complainant noted that a phone in operation could lead to transmitting forbidden content, a form of
cheating, which obviously constitutes disturbance of the normal course of the exam. The Complainant
noted that the offense justifies disqualification of the course and thus if the Respondent will be
permitted to take Moed Gemel of the exam she will request to disqualify the course. This is in
addition to disqualifying the exam (Moed Alef) and a warning.
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The Respondent on his part asked to find an alternative punishment to disqualifying the exam. He
believes that nothing beneficial will evolve from disqualifying the exam.

I clarified to the Respondent, who was not represented during the hearing, that my discretion is very
minimal in light of clause 15(h) of the Study Code of the Interdisciplinary Center which relates to
disqualification of the exam in light of the punishment policy in these types of cases. I also explained,
as justifiably explained by the Complainant, that the Respondent has no extenuating circumstances for
not disqualifying the exam, with all due regret of disqualification of a successful exam in a difficult
course.

It should be noted that in the framework of file 30/2008 in the matter of Respondent A from
September 7, 2008, with circumstances similar to the case before us, a student in his first year had a
phone in his pocket which rang. The student immediately stood up and handed the phone to the
Proctor. In the same matter I decided to accept the Complainant's stand and to impose a punishment of
disqualification of the exam and a warning.

It is unnecessary to verbose about the importance of the rule of equal punishment. Under the
circumstances of this case and taking into consideration the said rule, the rule of proportionality, the
fact that this case involves a first year student who acted innocently and in light of disciplinary file
30/2008 I have decided to impose the following punishment on the Respondent:

1. Warning.
2. Disqualification of the exam (Moed Alef).

This decision shall be publicized without naming the Respondent.

Adv. Assaf Porat
In Charge of Discipline
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