SCENARIO FOR THE PUBLIC DEFENSE OF THE DOCTORAL DISSERTATION 

I.  Closed session before the public defence

	Duration
	Approx. 30 minutes

	Venue
	The venue will be sent together with the invitation by the Doctoral School Secretariat. 

	Chairperson
	Checks whether
· the reviewers and members of the defence committee (secretary, 2 opponents, at least 3 members) are present?
· the discussion can be held? ((According to the Doctoral Regulations, the defence cannot be held if an official reviewer who issued a negative review is absent)

	Committee Members
	Present their questions and opinions; attach written questions to the documents.
Agree on a few (usually 2-3) committee questions.

	Chair
	Presents additional written questions, opinions, and announcements, then summarizes the issues to be raised or clarified during the public defence

	Secretary
	Records the committee’s questions for the minutes. 



II. Public Defence

	Duration
	Approx. 60-90 minutes

	Date and venue 
	As indicated in the previously issued invitation. 


	Chair
	Opens the defence and announces that at the initiative of the DSC at UVMB, Dr XY's dissertation, titled ..., has been assigned for public defence by DHC.
· Confirms that the defence can proceed (or cannot proceed because …. and postpones it to a fixed date …. or indefinitely) 
· Introduces the members of the defence committee 


Composition of the Defence Committee:
	Defence Committee
	
	name
	position
	academic degree
	place of employment

	Chair
	
	
	
	
	

	secretary
	
	
	
	
	

	member/deputy chair
	
	
	
	
	

	member
	
	
	
	
	

	member
	
	
	
	
	

	member
	
	
	
	
	

	reserve member
	
	
	
	
	

	opponent 1
	
	
	
	
	

	opponent 2

	
	
	
	
	

	
	· Asks
· the committee members, if they have any questions or comments regarding the start of the defence? 
· the Candidate, if they have any objections concerning bias or conflict of interest against the committee?
· If there are no delaying reasons: invites the secretary to read the candidate’s professional CV aloud.

	Secretary
	Reads the Candidate’s professional CV aloud
Passes around the attendance sheet, which must also be signed by the members of the defence committee.

	Chair
	· Asks the Candidate’s supervisor whether they wish to make any remarks or comments regarding the candidate’s work. If yes, gives them 2–3 minutes to speak.
· Invites the Candidate to present the main theses of their dissertation in an unrestricted lecture of up to 30 minutes.
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CANDIDATE

	DELIVERS THE PRESENTATION

	Chair
	Invites the official reviewers to summarize their opinions and make a recommendation on whether to award or refuse the PhD degree.

	Opponent 1
	Reads their review.

	Opponent 2
	Reads their review.

	Chair
Secretary
Chair
	Invites the secretary to present the committee’s questions.
Reads the committee’s questions aloud and hands them to the candidate in writing.
Invites committee members to present any additional individual questions (if any).

	Committee Members
	Ask questions. 

	Chair
	Asks if anyone from the audience wishes to pose a question to the Candidate.

	Audience
	Questions – the secretary records them for the minutes.

	Chair
	Invites the Candidate to respond. 

	Candidate
	Answers – the secretary records them for the minutes. 
The candidate may postpone their response and later provide a combined answer to all questions, comments, and official reviews. They may use books and other aids to support their statements.
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	Chair
	Presents the written comments received (including those from committee members) and then give each person the floor in the order in which they made their requests until everyone has spoken.

	Audience
	Comments

	Chair
	· Invites the candidate to respond to the official reviewers (if not already done). Also informs them that the official reviewers (i.e. opponents) have the right to one counterstatement; after that, - and if any final remarks are made by the Candidate -the debate will be closed. 
· Asks the reviewers whether they accept the Candidate’s responses. Asks the official reviewers whether they maintain their recommendation to award or refuse the PhD degree.
· Asks committee members whether they accept the candidate’s answers to both committee and individual questions.
· Asks individual questioners whether they accept the candidate’s answers.
After all responses, the chair closes the debate and announces that the committee will withdraw to deliberate. (Note: The chair may suspend the debate in justified cases. The reason for suspension, as well as the time and place of continuation, must be announced to those present.) 




III. Closed session after the public defence

	Venue
	Same as before. 

	Duration
	Approx. 30 minutes.

	Chair
	· begins with a general evaluation of the public defence, paying special attention to the reviewers’ opinions, recommendations, and the Candidate’s responses.
· Secret voting: 0 – 5 points
(When determining quorum, only those who were present throughout the public defence may participate in the vote. Minimum attendance: chairperson, secretary, 3 members, 2 opponents.)
· The evaluation committee may recommend awarding the academic degree if the candidate achieves at least 67% of the maximum possible score. Below this threshold, the recommendation can only be rejection.

	Secretary
	Records the decision and justification in the minutes. 
As the score reflects the evaluation of the work, the detailed reasoning must align with the score given. If the numerical result does not justify the decision to award or reject the degree, the reasons, along with any dissenting opinions, must be documented in the minutes.



IV. Closing the public defence (back in the lecture hall) 

	Chair
	· Announces that the committee resumes the public session, then
· Invites attendees to stand, and
· Presents the committee’s total score from the secret voting and its ratio to the maximum possible score, followed by the committee’s recommendation.
· The justification for the decision is told while attendees are seated.
· Reminds participants that the minutes containing the committee’s opinion will be submitted to the DS Council. The DSC will then forward them to the DHC, who will make the final decision.
· Declares the public defence closed.



V. Miscellaneous

· The Chairperson is responsible for the proper functioning of the Committee.
· The Secretary is responsible for correctly preparing the defence minutes.
· The supervisor and the candidate determine the date and venue of defence after prior consultation with the committee members.
· The Doctoral School Secretariat is responsible for the preparation of the lecture hall for the defence and providing location for committee meetings.
· Any post-defence reception is optional and entirely the candidate’s responsibility.
