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Statement Specifying the Academic Reviewers and the Members of the Examination Committee for the Final Defence 

The PhD Candidate’s Personal Data:

	Registration Number: 
	Student ID (Neptun Code):
     

	Name: 
     
	Name at Birth: 
     

	Name of the Doctoral Division: 

  
	Number of the PhD Training Program:
  

	Candidate’s Supervisor/Research Advisor:

	Title of the PhD Thesis: 

	Branch of Science:


Academic Reviewers:

	Name
	Academic Degree
	Position
	Place of Work and its Postal Address (Post Office Box)

	1. 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	
	     
	     

	2. 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     

	3. (Reserve member) 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     


Exam Committee during Defence:

	Name
	Academic Degree
	Position

	Place of Work and its Postal Address (Post Office Box)

	President: 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     

	1. Secretary:
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     

	2. tag: 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     

	**3. tag: 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     

	**4. tag: 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     

	Reserve member: 
Lecturer ID number:
     
	     
	     
	     


** The designation of the 3d and 4th Committee Members is optional.

The thesis defence panel consists of a chairman, at least two members (one or two reserve members) and two official academic reviewers (i.e. opponents). The defence panel chairman must be a specialised member of one of the DIs, that is, one of its university professors, professor emeritus/emerita or a habilitated university associate professor or habilitated college lecturer who is either a public employee of the Semmelweis University or is legally employed by the university. Members of the thesis defence panel and opponents must have a scientific qualification. In the defence panel, the ratio of internal and external members (who are not public employees legally employed by the University) must be at least 1/3-1/3. At least 1/3 of the panel members (but not all of them), and one of the opponents should be a specialist who must not be involved in the work of that particular DI but who is employed outside of the University (external member). In this respect, a professor emeritus/emerita of the University is considered an employee of the University. If the members of the defence panel are fewer than five, only one member is not an employee of the University.  It is desirable to appoint the members of the defence panel in such a manner that two specialists are appointed in each group. The PhD candidate's supervisor may participate in a consulting role in the work of the thesis panel if so invited. One of the opponents must not be an employee of the University, while the other opponent must be a teacher at the University and the EDI. The defence panel members and opponents must not be relatives of the PhD candidate or somebody from whom an objective evaluation of the matter cannot expected, such as supervisors or lecturers of the PhD candidate's program, the PhD candidate’s or supervisor’s workplace director, fellow worker or author. Similarly, any specialists involved in other parts of the PhD award procedure (i.e. writer of a preliminary critique, PhD theoretical examiner, opponent or president of the workplace discussion) are excluded from participating in the evaluating work of the thesis defence panel. In the case of incompatibility the candidate can request the EDT chairman – or in the case of transferred authority – the DI Council to change the composition of the defence panel. It is unlawful for, and it can cause the cancellation of the PhD award procedure if the candidate or his/her supervisor sends the thesis to the academic reviewers (opponents).
	The candidate is permitted to start the PhD award period.

	…………………………………………….
Head of the Departmental Doctoral School 
	…………………………………………….
President of the Academic Quality Control Board

	
	

	Date: Budapest, ………………….20
	Date: Budapest,   ………………..20
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