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The Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya
March 24, 2011

Disciplinary File 4/2011
In the Matter of Student A (Hereinafter: The Student)

Decision

1. The Student, a freshman in communications at the International School, has been accused of
infracting clauses 2(a), 2(f) and 2(q) of the Disciplinary Regulations for having a cellular phone in
his possession during an exam in “Statistics” held on January 20, 2011.

2. At the hearing held before me, I heard the Complainant Ms. Orly Shaked, the Student Union
Representative on behalf of the Student and the Student himself. The Student claims that at the
beginning of the exam he left the battery of the phone in his satchel at the front of the exam room
but he absentmindedly left the cellular phone in his pocket. When he realized this and knowing
that it was against the rules to have the cellular phone in his possession during the exam, at his
initiative the Student called the Proctor and gave her the cellular phone. Therefore the Student
asked to acquit him or alternatively to impose a light punishment which will not include
disqualification of the exam since he did not take the Moed Bet exam. In addition the Student
presented several letters of recommendation praising him and asked to take these into
consideration as well when determining the punishment. In contrast, the Complainant asked to
convict the Student and to impose the mandatory punishment which is disqualification of the
exam and a severe reprimand.

3. Regarding the aforesaid, clause 15(h) of the Academic Regulations states:

It is absolutely forbidden for a student to have a cellular phone or any other
electronic device (in operation or off) in the Student's space during an exam. This
prohibition is broad and comprehensive and includes having a cellular
phone/device, among other things, on the body of the examinee, on the table, or in
the satchel/handbag placed next to the examinee. The exam of any student who is
caught during an exam with a cellular phone/device contrary to these instructions,
even if the student did not use it will be disqualified on the spot. The owner of a
cellular phone/device has two options:

(1) Leave the phone/device off with the battery separated from the phone/device
in the satchel/handbag which will be left at the entrance to the exam room
together with the rest of the satchels and not in the possession of the examinee.

(2) Leave the phone/device off with the battery separated from the phone/device

in a signed envelope, with the proctor next to the student's ID.
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Students who need to receive a phone call during the exam for emergency reasons
must obtain prior authorization in advance from the Dean of Students and the
student shall leave the phone/device with the proctor or with a person from the
Student Administration.”

4. The prohibition under the above clause, as explicitly worded, and is an absolute and unequivocal
prohibition regarding any possession of any cellular phone during an exam. Therefore, regarding
the conviction, there is no relevance to the claim made by the student regarding the circumstances
for having the phone. The clause clearly states the two possibilities of action the Student may take
regarding cellular phones during an exam, and any deviation from these actions will constitute a
disciplinary offense. Therefore, I am convicting the Student of offenses under clauses 2(a) and
2(f) of the Disciplinary Regulations. Since I have found that the offenses the Student has been
accused of in the complaint were completed there is no cause to convict him of an attempt to
commit the offense as stipulated under clause 2(q) of the Disciplinary Regulations.

5. With regard to the punishment, clause 15(h) of the Academic Regulations stipulates that
infraction of its stipulations will result in immediate disqualification, which is what I am
instructing. The fact that the Student did not take the Moed Bet exam cannot change this, both
due to the wording of clause 15(h) and in light of the fact that the Student did not take the Moed
Bet exam at his own discretion and thus must bear the consequences of his decision. While taking
into consideration all of these circumstances the mandatory punishment will suffice.

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

7. Given today, the 21* of March 2011.

Dr. Rifat Azam
The Disciplinary Officer
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