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The English version of this Decision immediately follows.
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(52037090 :10ND) — HNTD MVITIVD PNIYI

nvINN

T2 132 NYNWNN IPND (17)2 ) (11)2 ,(6)2 ,(3)2 ,(1)2 ©XYON MNRMN NN NPYRIN MVITIVON .1
SMOX AN NOY DP9102 NNNN KNI 11.1.2011 0P H»PNNY NN TONNIY

DY DVITIVDN NTHIN NPNY TPY OHNX DN, NONPN W ,23.3.2011 N 0PN M9 P12 2
NOI) NN NINNNI LPAIYN NP2 TONNA D PTN NDNNT NPNIAN NYAIPN .NNNY DPVITIVDM ,NPVITIVDN
NNIPY NIPNA N N2INN XIM ,YINOY 53312 NNYY XD, IIND DY INPPI NYTIN NNMN KD XN YD, 1POUITIVDN
NN DWOIRD 2ANON PINKND NYIPN DYI0N ,NNT NND .20 DINA DO DOYHNN NN NN AWNRD N1PNAN MO
,MPNAN NX09 NN YN NOAIPN NYPAA ,WNYN PAIYD .NYRYNN NIPNY (3)2 PYO 29 DY NNNNN NN
,DXVITIVON NTNIN NPXI) NMYNNNI NNKYA ,TPVITIVON ONRIN DY NPNIN WNY DP0ND MOLITIVDN NX PNND
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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya
March 29, 2011

Disciplinary File 5/2011
In the Matter of Student A (Hereinafter: The Student)

Decision

1. The Student has been accused of infracting clauses 2(a), 2(c), 2(f), 2(k) and 2(q) of the
Disciplinary Regulations, since prohibited material was found under her coat during an exam held
on January 11, 2011.

2. The Complainant Ms. Orly Shaked, the Student Union Representative on behalf of the Student
and the Student herself appeared at the hearing held before me on March 23, 2011. The Claimant
clarified at the beginning of the hearing that after checking into the matter, the Student's version
of events was correct, whereby she was not aware of the material, did not make any use of it and
became aware of the material only towards the end of the exam when she innocently moved her
coat. Therefore the Complainant agreed to erase the severe offense under clause 2(c) of the
Disciplinary Regulations from the charge sheet. With reference to the punishment the
Complainant asked to confirm disqualification of the exam and to warn the student and to impose
conditional punishment of suspension. The Student herself and through the Student Union
Representative admitted to the offenses remaining on the charge sheet after the erasure and asked
to only impose conditional punishment.

3. In light of the Students' admission to the corrected charge sheet I am convicting her of infracting
the stipulations of clauses 2(a), 2(f) and 2(k) of the Disciplinary Regulations. Since the Student is
convicted of the actual offenses there is no need to convict her of the attempt to commit the
offense as stipulated under clause 2(q) of the Disciplinary Regulations.

4. In relation to the punishment, I believe that the appropriate punishment under the circumstances
of this case is:
a. Disqualification of the exam.
b. Warning.
c. Conditional suspension for a period of one semester, whereby the condition is that the
Student shall not commit any dishonest offense. The condition shall remain valid for one
year.

5. The Secretariat shall publicize this decision without naming the Student.

Dr. Rifat Azam
The Disciplinary Officer
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