    MINUTES OF THE PUBLIC DEBATE OF DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

The minutes are prepared by the EC secretary / chair during the second meeting.
The final minutes are printed for signatures in 2 duplex-printed copies. 
The results cannot be announced unless the defence minutes are signed by all parties.
Required annex: attendance sheet.
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	Doctoral
Dissertation title: 
	


	Thesis supervisor:
	


Opinion of the opponents:	Please delete as appropriate.

	
	Name
	Deemed ready for defence by:

	Opponent
	1
	
	Yes
	
	No

	
	
	
	
	

	Opponent
	2
	
	Yes
	
	No



Please fill in the tables below with concise but complete responses including all important and significant questions, answers and aspects. The size and number of lines may be increased as appropriate.

Questions, comments:
	
	Question, comment submitted by:
	Essence of the question / comment:
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	Committee Question 1
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	Committee Question 3
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	Summary of candidate’s responses:

	Ad 1.
	



	Ad 2.
	



	Ad 3.
	



	
	







	
	
	







	The examination committee’s opinion about the defence after a public debate (in closed meeting):

	SAMPLE 



The candidate presented the key findings of the scientific work described in the doctoral dissertation in a(n) ...-minute lecture illustrated with images and figures. In response to the questions by the official reviewers, the candidate provided clear, well-informed and confident answers reflective of the required debate skills. The candidate’s scientific work, the resulting dissertation, the releases published on the dissertation’s subject and the presentation in the public debate have proven that the candidate is able to plan and carry out scientific work as well as to evaluate and communicate the findings in writing and orally. Thus, the candidate has met the requirements of the Doctoral School of Veterinary Science in relation with the attainment of PhD degrees. The committee notes that Hungarian summaries are also expected for dissertations that are submitted in the English language. Furthermore, the committee points out that new scientific findings are expected to be worded more concretely in two-three sentences in the dissertation as well as in the oral presentation.













	Summary of the scientific findings and evaluation of the candidate’s work:

	
















Result of the Examination Committee’s secret vote:
	5 points awarded by
	
	Member
	In total
	
	points

	4 points awarded by
	
	Member
	In total
	
	points

	3 points awarded by
	
	Member
	In total
	
	points

	2 points awarded by
	
	Member
	In total
	
	points

	1 point awarded by
	
	Member
	In total
	
	points

	0 points awarded by
	
	Member
	In total
	
	points



	Total available score:
	
	points


Total number of points achieved:

points
i.e.:

%
Average:




	Result of the defence:
	PASS
FAIL


Please delete as appropriate.

	Date:
	20
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Opponent
	
	Prof. Dr. Professor
Chair


	
	Dr. 
Opponent

	Dr. Member
	
	Dr.
 Member



	
	Dr. 
Member

	Dr. Member
	
	Dr. Secretary



	
	Dr.
Member



Having evaluated the candidate’s performance, the DSC has secretly voted
YES:

NO:

ABSTAIN:


and consequently, submits its proposal to the DHC to

	CONFER

	DENY


the PhD degree.
 Please delete the line as appropriate.
Explanation for rejection:


	Date: 	

	
Dr. Bence Rácz DSc
DS Head





*****************************************************************************

DHC Resolution
(Res. No.:	/20  )

Having discussed the VSDSC’s proposal, the DHC has voted secretly as follows:
YES:

NO:

ABSTAIN:



and decided to

	CONFER 
	the PhD degree to

	DENY
	the PhD degree from


Please delete the line as appropriate.

Dr. ………………………….

Explanation for rejection:



	Date: 	

	
Dr. Péter Gálfi DSc
DHC chair





