Annex to Resolution No. 73/2025 of the Senate of the University of Szczecin of 30 October 2025 amending the resolution on the detailed rules for conducting proceedings for the award of academic degrees at the University of Szczecin


RESOLUTION NO. 99/2023

OF THE SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF SZCZECIN

of 28 September 2023

on the detailed rules for conducting proceedings
for the award of academic degrees at the University of Szczecin

Pursuant to Article 192(2) and Article 221(14) of the Act of 20 July 2018 – Law on Higher Education and Science (Journal of Laws of 2023, item 742, as amended), the following is hereby resolved:

(Consolidated text)

Chapter 1
General Provisions

§ 1.

1. This Resolution sets out the rules for conducting proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor and the academic degree of doktor habilitowany at the University of Szczecin.
2. Whenever this Resolution refers to:
1) a principal discipline – this means the discipline in which the candidate applies for the award of the academic degree of doktor;
2) a related discipline – this means a discipline corresponding to the topic of the doctoral thesis, falling within the same field of science as the principal discipline;
3) EDM – this means the Electronic Document Management system at the University of Szczecin;
4) an electronic data carrier – this means a material or device used for recording, storing, and reading data in digital form;
5) the candidate – this means a person applying for the award of the academic degree of doktor or doktor habilitowany, meeting the requirements set out in Article 186 of the Act or in Article 219 of the Act, respectively;
6) the Head of UIC – this means the Head of the University IT Centre of the University of Szczecin;
7) the doctoral committee – this means the committee performing activities in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor, appointed under the rules laid down in this Resolution;
8) the habilitation committee – this means the committee performing activities in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, appointed under the rules laid down in this Resolution;
9) PQF – this means the Polish Qualifications Framework, referred to in Article 2(16) of the Act of 22 December 2015 on the Integrated Qualifications System (Journal of Laws of 2024, item 1606);
10) the scientific council of an institute – this means the scientific council of an institute which is a basic organisational unit of the University established to organise and conduct research activities within a specific discipline or disciplines of science;
11) CSE – this means the Council for Scientific Excellence;
12) the Rector – this means the Rector of the University of Szczecin;
13) GDPR – this means Regulation (EU) 2016/679 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 27 April 2016 on the protection of natural persons with regard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data, and repealing Directive 95/46/EC (General Data Protection Regulation) (OJ EU L 119, p. 1, of 4 May 2016);
14) the Senate – this means the Senate of the University of Szczecin;
15) the Statute – this means the Statute of the University of Szczecin constituting an annex to Resolution No. 58/2019 of the Senate of the University of Szczecin of 30 May 2019 on the adoption of the Statute of the University of Szczecin (as amended);
16) the US Doctoral School – this means the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin;
17) the University – this means the University of Szczecin;
18) the Act – this means the Act of 20 July 2018 – Law on Higher Education and Science (Journal of Laws of 2024, item 1571, as amended).

§ 2.

1. Proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor and for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany are conducted at the University on the basis of the provisions of the Act and this Resolution.
2. In the proceedings referred to in paragraph 1, in matters not regulated in the Act or in this Resolution, the provisions of the Act of 14 June 1960 – Code of Administrative Procedure (Journal of Laws of 2024, item 572, as amended) apply accordingly.
3. Whenever this Resolution requires the written form, a document in electronic form bearing a qualified electronic signature is deemed equivalent.

§ 3.

1. Proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor and for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany are conducted by the scientific council of the institute which conducts research activities at the University within the scientific discipline that:
1) has scientific category A+, A or B+, entitling the University to award the academic degree of doktor or the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, or
2) has been granted authorisation pursuant to the procedure set out in Article 226a(1) of the Act,
subject to paragraph 2 and § 21(4) and (5) of this Resolution.
2. The provisions of this Resolution concerning the scientific council of an institute apply accordingly to the scientific council of a faculty established pursuant to § 36(3) and (3a) of the Statute.
3. The scientific council of an institute may, by way of a resolution, adopt detailed recommendations on the preparation of a doctoral thesis consisting, in particular, of a set of published and thematically related scientific articles.

§ 4.

1. The work of the scientific council of an institute within proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor and the academic degree of doktor habilitowany is directed by the chair of the scientific council of the institute employed as a professor or associate professor of the University of Szczecin, or by the deputy chair of the scientific council of the institute employed as a professor or associate professor of the University of Szczecin.
2. The responsibilities of the chair of the scientific council of the institute related to directing the work of the council in the course of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor and the academic degree of doktor habilitowany include:
1) supervising the course and timeliness of the work of the scientific council of the institute;
2) ensuring the correctness of the council’s composition;
3) convening meetings of the scientific council of the institute;
4) presiding over meetings of the scientific council of the institute;
5) performing other tasks specified in this Resolution, in particular verifying the formal elements of reviews.
3. If the chair of the scientific council of the institute or the deputy chair of the scientific council of the institute referred to in paragraph 1 is unable to participate in the proceedings, the scientific council of the institute appoints from among its members, authorised to participate in the work of the council within proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor or doktor habilitowany, a person to act as chair of the scientific council of the institute for that particular proceeding.
4. If the chair of the scientific council of the institute or the deputy chair of the scientific council of the institute referred to in paragraph 1 is absent for a period exceeding 14 days, the provisions of paragraph 3 apply accordingly.
5. The person appointed under paragraph 3 performs the tasks of the chair of the scientific council of the institute specified in the Act and this Resolution until the proceedings are concluded.

§ 5.

1. In votes held in proceedings for the award of an academic degree and in matters related thereto, the following individuals participate: members of the scientific council of the institute who hold the title of professor or the position of associate professor at the University and who had not reached the age of 70 on the date on which the term of office of the institute’s scientific council began. Resolutions are adopted at a meeting, in a secret ballot, by an absolute majority of votes, with at least half of the statutory number of such members present, subject to paragraph 2.
2. A supervisor and an assistant supervisor who are also members of the scientific council of the institute are excluded from participating in activities in proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor concerning a candidate whose doctoral thesis was prepared under their academic supervision, starting from the initiation of the proceedings, as well as in other matters related to the award of the academic degree, unless this Resolution provides otherwise.
3. In a meeting of the scientific council of the institute held in the course of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor to a candidate who has prepared a doctoral thesis whose subject is covered by a legally protected secrecy, only members of the scientific council of the institute who are professors or associate professors of the University and who have submitted the declaration referred to in § 29(1)(3) of this Resolution may participate.
4. In the case of resolutions concerning personal matters, in particular the appointment of members of the doctoral committee and the habilitation committee, members of the scientific council of the institute vote separately on each person.
5. Resolutions of the scientific council of the institute are signed by the chair of the scientific council of the institute, subject to paragraph 6.
6. The following resolutions of the scientific council of the institute:
1) on discontinuation of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor;
2) on discontinuation of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany
are signed by all members of the scientific council of the institute who took part in the vote on the adoption of the resolution.

§ 6.

1. The doctoral committee and the habilitation committee adopt resolutions at a meeting, in an open vote, by an absolute majority of votes, with at least half of the members of the doctoral committee or habilitation committee, respectively, present, unless this Resolution provides otherwise.
2. A candidate may submit a request for a secret vote on the resolution or resolutions indicated in the request. The candidate submits such a request to the chair of the doctoral committee or the habilitation committee, respectively, no later than before the start of the meeting of that committee.
3. Resolutions of the doctoral committee are signed by the chair of the doctoral committee. Resolutions of the habilitation committee are signed by the chair of the habilitation committee.

§ 7.

1. Meetings of the scientific council of the institute, the doctoral committee, and the habilitation committee are minuted. Minutes of meetings of the scientific council of the institute and of the doctoral committee are prepared by the minute-taker, and minutes of meetings of the habilitation committee — by the secretary.
2. Minutes of meetings of the scientific council of the institute are signed by the chair of the scientific council of the institute and the minute-taker.
3. Minutes of meetings of the doctoral committee are signed by the chair of the committee and the minute-taker, and minutes of meetings of the habilitation committee – by the chair of the committee and the secretary.
4. If, during a meeting of the doctoral committee or the habilitation committee, reviews or opinions of members of the committee are read out, the minutes include information that the document was read out, and the document is attached to the minutes as an annex, unless the document is already contained in the case file. It is permissible to read out only the conclusions of a review or the conclusions of an opinion of a member of the committee if none of the persons present at the meeting objects, subject to § 38(5)(3) of this Resolution.
5. Recording in the minutes information that constitutes a legally protected secrecy is marked with the annotation: “The information presented contains a legally protected secrecy”.

§ 8.

1. The Rector may set out detailed requirements for documenting proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor and of doktor habilitowany, including document templates.
2. By means of an ordinance, the Rector sets out detailed organisational and technical requirements for holding meetings of the institute’s scientific council, the doctoral committee and the habilitation committee, including the public defence of the doctoral thesis and the habilitation colloquium, meetings of the verification committee in proceedings for the verification of learning outcomes for a qualification at level 8 of the Polish Qualifications Framework, as well as meetings of the examination committee for conducting a B2-level modern foreign language proficiency exam using electronic means of communication, taking into account the need to ensure control over their course and the possibility of recording.

§ 9.

1. A meeting held in proceedings for the award of an academic degree may be recorded.
2. The decision on whether a meeting referred to in paragraph 1 will be recorded is made, as appropriate, by the chair of the institute’s scientific council, the chair of the doctoral committee or the chair of the habilitation committee, who informs the participants of the meeting.
3. Any recording, in audio or visual form, of information that constitutes legally protected secrecy must be marked by the chair with the following note: “The information presented contains legally protected secrecy”.
4. If a meeting referred to in paragraph 1 is recorded in accordance with the decision of the chair, the recording is used exclusively for preparing the minutes of the meeting and is destroyed once the minutes have been prepared.

§ 10.

The chair of the institute’s scientific council is responsible for performing the obligations related to the publication of specified information and resolutions in the Public Information Bulletin, in the Integrated System of Information on Higher Education and Science (POL-on2), in the Repository of electronic versions of doctoral theses and on the website of the relevant institute, unless this Resolution provides otherwise.

§ 11.

1. A University employee may not refuse, without a justified reason, to give consent to being appointed to the doctoral committee or the habilitation committee. A refusal must be submitted in writing to the chair of the institute’s scientific council, together with a justification, before the committee is appointed.
2. A member of the doctoral committee or the habilitation committee is required to inform the chair of the committee of any inability to participate in a meeting and to state the reason. A written statement in this matter is attached to the case file.

§ 12.

1. The candidate has the right to review the case file and to make notes, copies or extracts from it, subject to paragraphs 2 and 3. This right also applies after the proceedings for awarding the academic degree have been completed.
2. The activities referred to in paragraph 1 are conducted in the science section of the relevant institute, in the presence of an employee of that section, after the date and time have been agreed in advance.
3. The candidate may request authentication of extracts or copies from the case file, or request the issuance of authenticated extracts, if this is justified by an important interest of the candidate.
4. Paragraphs 1–3 do not apply to case files containing classified information marked “secret” or “top secret” (top secret), nor to other files excluded by the institute’s scientific council due to an important public interest.
5. The decision to refuse the candidate access to the case file, or the possibility to make notes, copies or extracts, or to authenticate or issue authenticated copies or extracts, is made by the institute’s scientific council in the form of a resolution.
6. The candidate may lodge a complaint with the CSE against the resolution referred to in paragraph 5 within 7 days from the date of delivery of the resolution.

§ 13.

1. If a document in a foreign language is submitted to the case file in proceedings for the award of an academic degree, it must be translated into Polish by a sworn translator.
2. If a foreign national who does not speak Polish is to participate in a meeting of the institute’s scientific council, the doctoral committee or the habilitation committee, or in another activity during the proceedings, the chair of the institute’s scientific council decides whether the presence of a sworn translator is necessary, taking into account the need to ensure the proper course of the proceedings, subject to paragraph 3.
3. If the defence of the doctoral thesis or the habilitation colloquium is conducted in a foreign language, the chair of the institute’s scientific council ensures the presence of a sworn translator during the defence or colloquium, taking into account the proper course of the proceedings.
4. If the candidate is a person with particular speech or hearing needs, or such a person participates in the proceedings, a sign language interpreter is provided for meetings or other activities involving that person.
5. The science section of the relevant institute is responsible for arranging the translation of the document referred to in paragraph 1 and for ensuring the presence of a sworn translator or sign language interpreter in the cases referred to in paragraphs 2–4. In the situation referred to in Article 177(6) of the Act, this task is conducted by the science section designated by the Vice-Rector for Science.

§ 14.

1. Administrative support for proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor and of doktor habilitowany is provided by the science section of the relevant institute.
2. In the situation referred to in Article 177(6) of the Act, the Vice-Rector for Science designates the science section responsible for providing administrative support for the proceedings.
3. The chair of the institute’s scientific council designates the person who will act as the minute-taker of the doctoral committee. The minute-taker is not a member of the doctoral committee.

Chapter 2
Appointment, change and removal of the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, for a person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode, and that person’s access to the University’s research and IT infrastructure

§ 15.

1. Academic supervision over the preparation of a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode is provided by the supervisor or supervisors, or by the supervisor and assistant supervisor, appointed by the scientific council of the relevant institute.
2. A supervisor may be a person who holds at least the degree of doktor habilitowany.
3. An assistant supervisor may be a person who holds at least the degree of doktor.
4. A person who does not meet the requirement set out in paragraph 2 may act as a supervisor if they are employed by a foreign university or research institution, and if the scientific council of the relevant institute concludes that the person has significant achievements in the scientific field to which the doctoral thesis relates.
5. A person may not be appointed as supervisor if, within the last five years, they have:
1) been the supervisor of four doctoral candidates who were removed from the list of doctoral candidates due to a negative mid-term evaluation, or
2) supervised the preparation of the doctoral thesis of at least two individuals applying for the doctoral degree who did not receive positive reviews referred to in Article 191(1) of the Act.
6. A person not employed by the University may act as a supervisor or assistant supervisor.

§ 16.

1. A person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode submits a request to the scientific council of the relevant institute for the appointment of a supervisor or supervisors, or a supervisor and assistant supervisor, before filing the application to initiate proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor. The request must include information on the person’s education and any scientific activity and achievements, subject to paragraph 6.
2. The request referred to in paragraph 1 must be accompanied by:
1) a synopsis of the doctoral thesis including the justification of the research topic, objectives, hypotheses, methodology and scope of the research, techniques for data collection and analysis, as well as conclusions and bibliography;
2) the consent of the person or persons indicated to act as supervisor or assistant supervisor;
3) a statement by the person indicated as supervisor confirming that the circumstances referred to in § 15(5) of this Resolution do not apply;
4) information on the scientific achievements of the person or persons indicated to act as supervisor and assistant supervisor, if they are not employed by the University.
3. A person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode who has scientific achievements attaches documents confirming those achievements or other scientific activity to the request for the appointment of a supervisor or supervisors, or a supervisor and assistant supervisor.
4. Once the request referred to in paragraph 1 and the documents referred to in paragraphs 2 and 3 have been submitted, the chair of the scientific council of the relevant institute convenes a meeting of the council to adopt resolutions on the appointment of the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor.
5. The candidate is notified in writing of the appointment of the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, by the scientific council of the institute. The supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, are also notified in writing.
6. In the situation referred to in Article 177(6) of the Act, the request referred to in paragraph 1 is submitted to the chair of the Senate through the Science and Research Projects Office of the University of Szczecin. The Science and Research Projects Office immediately forwards the request to the science section designated by the Vice-Rector for Science to provide administrative support.

§ 17.

1. A person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode may submit a request to the scientific council of the institute for a change of supervisor or assistant supervisor. The request must include a justification.
2. The request referred to in paragraph 1 must be accompanied by the documents specified in § 16(2)(2–4) of this Resolution.
3. At the request of the chair of the scientific council of the institute, the current supervisor or assistant supervisor prepares an opinion on the request referred to in paragraph 1, within the time and in the form specified by the chair of the scientific council of the institute.
4. Once the request for a change of supervisor or assistant supervisor has been submitted, together with the documents referred to in § 16(2)(2–4) and paragraph 3, the chair of the scientific council of the institute convenes a meeting of the council to adopt a resolution on the removal of the current supervisor or assistant supervisor, and a resolution on the appointment of a new supervisor or assistant supervisor.
5. In the event of the resignation of an assistant supervisor, the scientific council of the institute adopts a resolution on the removal of the assistant supervisor.
6. The candidate is notified in writing of the resolutions referred to in paragraphs 4 and 5. The current and newly appointed supervisor or assistant supervisor are also notified in writing of their removal or appointment, as appropriate.

§ 18.

1. If the person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode does not submit an application to initiate proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor within three years from the date of appointment of the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, the scientific council of the institute adopts a resolution removing the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor.
2. In justified cases, at the request of the person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode, the scientific council of the institute may extend the period referred to in paragraph 1, but not by more than one year. Extending the deadline for submitting the application to initiate proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor requires a resolution of the scientific council of the institute.
3. The candidate is notified in writing of the removal of the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, by the scientific council of the institute. The supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, are also notified in writing of their removal.

§ 19.

The procedure for appointing and changing the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, for a doctoral candidate enrolled in the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin is set out in the Regulations of the Doctoral School.

§ 20.

1. A person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode who has been assigned a supervisor or supervisors, or a supervisor and an assistant supervisor, may use the University’s research and IT infrastructure.
2. The rules for using the University’s research infrastructure are defined in a separate resolution of the Senate on the regulations for the use of the research infrastructure of the University of Szczecin.
3. To obtain access to the University’s IT infrastructure, the person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode referred to in paragraph 1 submits a written application for access to the University’s IT infrastructure to the director of the relevant institute, via the science section of that institute.
4. The science section of the relevant institute forwards the application approved by the director of the institute to the registry point for entry into the EDM and for transfer to the Head of UIC for processing.
5. Based on the application, the Head of UIC creates an account in the usz.edu.pl domain and forwards the application in the EDM to the science section with information that the account has been created.
6. The science section of the institute notifies the person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode that the account in the usz.edu.pl domain has been created.
7. A person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode loses the right to use the University’s IT infrastructure on the date the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor are concluded or on the date the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and the assistant supervisor, are dismissed.

Chapter 3
Proceedings for the Award of the Academic Degree of Doktor

§ 21.

1. The body of the University authorised to award the academic degree of doktor is the scientific council of the institute, subject to paragraphs 2–5.
2. Activities in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor within the scope defined in this Resolution are conducted by the doctoral committee, if it has been appointed by a resolution of the scientific council of the institute.
3. If the doctoral committee has not been appointed, the provisions of this Resolution concerning the doctoral committee and the chair of the doctoral committee apply accordingly to the scientific council of the institute and the chair of the scientific council of the institute.
4. The body of the University authorised to award the academic degree of doktor in a field of science is the Senate.
5. Activities in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor in a field of science are conducted by the Senate, and within the scope defined in this Resolution, by the doctoral committee. The Senate appoints the doctoral committee and determines its composition. The provisions of §§ 15–18 and §§ 22–43 of this Resolution apply accordingly.

§ 22.

1. Proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor commence upon the candidate’s application, in accordance with Article 189 of the Act.
2. In the application referred to in paragraph 1, the candidate indicates the field of science and scientific discipline in which the academic degree of doktor is to be awarded.
3. The candidate submits the application for the commencement of the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor, together with the required documents, to the scientific council of the relevant institute via the science section of that institute, subject to paragraph 4.
4. In the case referred to in Article 177(6) of the Act, the candidate submits the application together with the required documents to the Science and Research Projects Office of the University of Szczecin. The Science and Research Projects Office promptly forwards the application together with the required documents to the science section designated by the Vice-Rector for Science to provide administrative support for the proceedings.
5. The date of commencement of the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor is the date on which the application referred to in paragraph 1 is submitted, subject to § 31(2) and (5) of this Resolution.
6. (repealed).

§ 23.

1. A candidate who has completed education in a doctoral school attaches the following to the application for the commencement of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor referred to in § 22(1) of this Resolution:
1) a document (or its certified copy) confirming fulfilment of the requirement specified in Article 186(1)(1) of the Act; if the document is in a foreign language, it must be accompanied by a Polish translation prepared by a sworn translator;
2) a document confirming the achievement of learning outcomes for a qualification at PQF level 8, and in the case of a candidate who completed education in the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin, a certificate confirming:
a) the achievement of learning outcomes for a qualification at PQF level 8, including learning outcomes in the field of a modern foreign language at a proficiency level of at least B2, if the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin has the relevant certificate or diploma confirming the required language proficiency, or
b) the completion of the curriculum of the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin, if the Doctoral School does not have a certificate or diploma confirming foreign language proficiency at level B2;
3) a list of academic achievements confirming fulfilment of the requirement specified in Article 186(1)(3) of the Act;
4) copies of the doctoral thesis in accordance with Article 187(4) of the Act: one for each appointed supervisor and assistant supervisor, one for each reviewer, and one for the case file; copies of the doctoral thesis must be provided in hard copy and as a PDF file on an electronic data carrier, together with:
a) a positive opinion of the supervisor or supervisors confirming that the thesis meets the requirements specified in Article 187(1–2) of the Act,
b) a report from the plagiarism check conducted using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System, signed by the supervisor or supervisors, subject to paragraphs 2–4;
5) the decision of the Director of the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin appointing the supervisor or supervisors or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, or another document appointing the supervisor or supervisors or the supervisor and assistant supervisor;
6) in the case of the appointment of an assistant supervisor – a statement from the assistant supervisor specifying the scope of activities within the academic supervision of the doctoral thesis;
7) a certificate confirming that the subject of the doctoral thesis is covered by legally protected secrecy, if applicable; the procedure for issuing the certificate and its template are defined in a separate order of the Rector;
8) a personal questionnaire;
9) information on personal data processing in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor (GDPR clause);
10) a statement providing the ORCID number (the electronic researcher identifier obtained by the candidate upon registration at https://orcid.org, referred to in Article 345(1)(3) of the Act);
11) a statement containing the commitment to pay the fee for conducting the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor, which forms the basis for preparing the agreement on the amount and conditions of payment of the fee for conducting the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor, if the candidate completed education in a doctoral school other than the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin;
12) a statement confirming that the submitted doctoral thesis has not previously been the subject of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor in which the thesis was not admitted to defence or a decision was issued refusing the award of the academic degree of doktor.
2. A doctoral thesis containing classified information within the meaning of the Act of 5 August 2010 on the Protection of Classified Information (Journal of Laws 2025, item 1209) is excluded from checking using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System. The originality of such a thesis is assessed by the supervisor or supervisors on the basis of their expertise and publicly available comparative materials, in particular academic publications, diploma theses, doctoral theses and other works used in academic promotion procedures. In this case, the supervisor or supervisors prepare and submit to the case file an opinion on the originality of the thesis.
3. A doctoral thesis whose subject is covered by legally protected secrecy but does not contain classified information within the meaning of the Act referred to in paragraph 2 is subject to checking using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System in accordance with the procedure in force at the University, excluding the parts of the thesis that contain legally protected secrecy. Paragraph 2, second and third sentences, applies accordingly.
4. Personal data contained in the doctoral thesis are anonymised before it is checked using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System.
5. The candidate and the supervisor or supervisors under whose supervision the doctoral thesis was prepared are responsible for preparing the doctoral thesis for checking using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System.

§ 24.

1. A candidate who prepared the doctoral thesis under the extramural mode attaches the following to the application for the commencement of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor referred to in § 22(1) of this Resolution:
1) a document (or its certified copy) confirming fulfilment of the requirement specified in Article 186(1)(1) of the Act; if the document is in a foreign language, it must be accompanied by a Polish translation prepared by a sworn translator;
2) a certificate confirming the positive verification of the learning outcomes for a qualification at PQF level 8, including in particular learning outcomes in a modern foreign language at a proficiency level of at least B2;
3) a list of academic achievements confirming fulfilment of the requirement specified in Article 186(1)(3) of the Act;
4) copies of the doctoral thesis in accordance with Article 187(4) of the Act: one for each appointed supervisor and assistant supervisor, one for each reviewer, and one for the case file; copies of the doctoral thesis must be attached in hard copy and as a PDF file on an electronic data carrier, together with:
a) a positive opinion of the supervisor or supervisors confirming that the thesis meets the requirements specified in Article 187(1–2) of the Act, subject to paragraphs 2–4,
b) a report from the plagiarism check conducted using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System, signed by the supervisor or supervisors, subject to paragraphs 5–7;
5) the resolution of the scientific council of the relevant institute appointing the supervisor or supervisors or the supervisor and assistant supervisor;
6) in the case of the appointment of an assistant supervisor – a statement from the assistant supervisor specifying the scope of activities within the academic supervision of the doctoral thesis;
7) a certificate confirming that the subject of the doctoral thesis is covered by legally protected secrecy, if applicable; the procedure for issuing the certificate and its template are defined in a separate order of the Rector;
8) a personal questionnaire;
9) information on personal data processing in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor (GDPR clause);
10) a statement providing the ORCID number (the electronic researcher identifier obtained by the candidate upon registration at https://orcid.org, referred to in Article 345(1)(3) of the Act);
11) a statement containing the commitment to pay the fee for conducting the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor, which forms the basis for preparing the agreement on the amount and conditions of payment of the fee for conducting the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor; the statement is signed by a candidate who is not an employee of the University or – in the cases defined in Article 182(6) and (7) of the Act – by the persons representing the entity or entities employing the candidate;
12) a statement confirming that the submitted doctoral thesis has not previously been the subject of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor in which the thesis was not admitted to defence or a decision was issued refusing the award of the academic degree of doktor.
2. The opinion of the supervisor or supervisors on a doctoral thesis prepared under the extramural mode is prepared within 2 months from the date on which the thesis was submitted by the candidate for review.
3. If two supervisors are appointed, they prepare one joint opinion on the doctoral thesis prepared under the extramural mode.
4. A candidate may attach to the application for the commencement of proceedings the opinion of the assistant supervisor on the doctoral thesis prepared under the extramural mode.
5. A doctoral thesis containing classified information within the meaning of the Act of 5 August 2010 on the Protection of Classified Information (Journal of Laws 2025, item 1209) is excluded from checking using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System. The originality of such a thesis is assessed by the supervisor or supervisors on the basis of their expertise and publicly available comparative materials, in particular academic publications, diploma theses, doctoral theses and other works used in academic promotion procedures. In this case, the supervisor or supervisors prepare and submit to the case file an opinion on the originality of the thesis.
6. A doctoral thesis whose subject is covered by legally protected secrecy but does not contain classified information within the meaning of the Act referred to in paragraph 5 is subject to checking using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System in accordance with the procedure in force at the University, excluding the parts of the thesis that contain legally protected secrecy. Paragraph 5, second and third sentences, applies accordingly.
7. Personal data contained in the doctoral thesis are anonymised before it is checked using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System.
8. The candidate and the supervisor or supervisors under whose supervision the doctoral thesis was prepared are responsible for preparing the doctoral thesis for checking using the Uniform Antiplagiarism System.

§ 25. 
(repealed).

§ 26.

A candidate referred to in Article 186(2) of the Act attaches the following to the application for initiating the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor referred to in § 22(1) of this Resolution:
1) a document (or its certified copy) confirming completion of first-cycle studies or the third year of long-cycle Master’s studies; if the document is in a foreign language, it must be accompanied by a Polish translation prepared by a sworn translator;
2) documents (or their certified copies) confirming that the candidate meets the requirements set out in Article 186(1)(2) of the Act; if the documents are in a foreign language, they must be accompanied by a Polish translation prepared by a sworn translator;
3) the documents referred to in § 23(1)(3–12) of this Resolution in the case of a candidate who completed education in a doctoral school, or § 24(1)(3–12) of this Resolution in the case of a candidate who prepared a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode;
4) opinions prepared by at least two persons holding the academic title of professor or the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, employed outside the University, confirming the highest quality of the candidate’s scientific achievements.

§ 27.

1. If the doctoral thesis constitutes an independent and distinct part of a collective work, the candidate submits, together with the documents indicated in § 23, § 24 or § 26 of this Resolution (as applicable), statements from all its co-authors specifying the individual contribution of each person. If the collective work has more than five co-authors, the candidate submits a statement specifying their own individual contribution to the work, as well as statements from at least four other co-authors.
2. The candidate is exempt from the obligation to submit a statement if a co-author has died, has been declared dead, or has suffered permanent damage to health that makes obtaining the required statement impossible.
3. If the candidate’s scientific output referred to in Article 186(1)(3) of the Act includes co-authored publications, the candidate submits statements from all co-authors specifying the individual contribution of each of them.

§ 28.

1. Together with the application for initiating the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor, the candidate submits a summary of the doctoral thesis in Polish and:
1) a signed licence agreement for the use of the doctoral thesis within the Repository of electronic versions of doctoral theses of the University of Szczecin;
2) a declaration confirming that the electronic version of the doctoral thesis is consistent with the printed version, using templates specified in a separate order of the Rector concerning the establishment of the Repository of electronic versions of doctoral theses, subject to paragraph 2.
2. If the doctoral thesis concerns a subject covered by legally protected secrecy, the candidate submits, together with the application, a summary of the doctoral thesis excluding content related to information covered by legally protected secrecy and the declaration referred to in paragraph 1(2).
3. If the doctoral thesis concerns a subject covered by legally protected secrecy, only the summary of the thesis – excluding content related to information covered by legally protected secrecy – prepared by the candidate in accordance with a separate Rector’s order, is placed in the Repository of electronic versions of doctoral theses of the University of Szczecin.

§ 29.

1. If the subject of the doctoral thesis is covered by legally protected secrecy, the employee of the relevant science section, on the basis of the certificate confirming that the subject of the doctoral thesis is covered by legally protected secrecy:
1) places on the title pages of each copy of the doctoral thesis, on electronic data carriers with the thesis, and on the case file folder a clearly visible note stating “LEGALLY PROTECTED SECRECY”; if the size of the electronic data carrier does not allow this, the employee of the relevant science section may apply another permanent method of marking the carrier;
2) stores the copies of the doctoral thesis, its summary, and the electronic data carriers with the thesis in an archive box secured against unauthorised opening, visibly labelled with:
a) the institute’s stamp,
b) the name and surname of the thesis author,
c) the academic degree or title and the name and surname of the supervisor and assistant supervisor,
d) the date of submission of the doctoral thesis;
3) includes in the case file the confidentiality statements of persons who have access to the doctoral thesis whose subject is covered by legally protected secrecy, confirming that they will not disclose, transfer, or use information covered by such secrecy.
2. The procedure for granting a doctoral thesis the status of a thesis whose subject is covered by legally protected secrecy, and the rules for handling such a thesis in matters not regulated by this Resolution – including the template of the certificate referred to in paragraph 1 and the template of the confidentiality statement referred to in paragraph 1(3) – are set out in a separate order of the Rector.
3. The confidentiality statement referred to in paragraph 1(3) is signed in particular by the candidate, the supervisor, the assistant supervisor, the reviewer, members of the doctoral committee, members of the scientific council of the institute entitled to participate in the meeting, employees of the relevant science section, employees of the Office of the Doctoral School the University of Szczecin, and representatives of external entities involved in the awarding of the academic degree of doktor.

§ 30.

1. When submitting the application for initiating the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor, the candidate may request that the scientific council of the institute grant permission to conduct the defence of the doctoral thesis in a foreign language.
2. The scientific council of the institute may adopt a resolution granting permission to conduct the public defence of the doctoral thesis in a foreign language. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the candidate and the chair of the doctoral committee – if such a committee is appointed – of the adopted resolution.

§ 31.

1. The application referred to in § 22(1) of this Resolution is verified for formal compliance by the chair of the scientific council of the institute.
2. If the application does not meet the formal requirements, in particular if it does not include the required attachments specified in § 23 and § 24 or in § 26 and § 27 of this Resolution, the chair of the scientific council of the institute requests that the candidate supplement it, setting an appropriate deadline of no less than 7 days, subject to paragraph 7. Failure to supplement the application within the specified deadline results in the application being left without consideration or in the refusal to initiate the procedure, in the cases specified in paragraph 5.
3. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the candidate in writing if the application is left without consideration.
4. Upon receiving the application or its supplement under paragraph 2, the chair of the scientific council of the institute promptly notifies the candidate in writing of the initiation of the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor. In addition, the candidate who prepared the doctoral thesis in the extramural mode, or their employer, receives a contract specifying the amount and terms of payment for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor.
5. The scientific council of the institute adopts a resolution refusing to initiate the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor in the following cases:
1) the University does not hold the authority to award the academic degree of doktor in the discipline indicated by the candidate;
2) the candidate does not meet the requirements specified in Article 186(1)(1–3) or Article 186(2) of the Act, or the requirement referred to in Article 189(1), second sentence, of the Act.
6. The candidate may file a complaint against the resolution of the scientific council of the institute referred to in paragraph 5 with the CSE within 7 days from the date of delivery of the resolution.
7. For a candidate who completed education in the doctoral school and does not hold a certificate or a diploma confirming knowledge of a foreign language at a proficiency level of at least B2, the scientific council of the institute may appoint an examination committee to conduct an examination confirming knowledge of a modern foreign language at a proficiency level of at least B2. The procedure for this examination is set out in a separate resolution of the Senate.

§ 32.

1. Three reviewers are appointed in proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor.
2. Candidates for reviewers are proposed by the director of the relevant institute, the dean referred to in § 36(3a) of the Statute, the chair of the scientific council of the institute, or at least three other members of the scientific council of the institute conducting the proceedings. Candidates must be selected from among persons who are not employees of the University or of the organizational unit employing the doctoral candidate.
3. A reviewer may be a person who:
1) holds the academic title of professor in the field of science to which the primary discipline or a related discipline belongs, or
2) holds the academic degree of doktor habilitowany and represents the primary discipline or a related discipline.
4. One of the reviewers may be a person who holds the academic title of professor in a field of science other than that specified in paragraph 3(1), or a person who holds the academic degree of doktor habilitowany representing a discipline other than that specified in paragraph 3(2) above, if the scientific council of the relevant institute decides that the person has significant achievements in the scientific issues addressed in the doctoral thesis.
4a. A reviewer may also be a person who does not meet the requirement specified in paragraph 3 but is employed by a foreign university or research institution, if the scientific council of the relevant institute decides that the person has significant achievements in the scientific issues addressed in the doctoral thesis.
5. A reviewer cannot be a person in relation to whom there exists a circumstance that could reasonably raise doubts as to their impartiality, and in particular someone who:
1) is in such a legal or factual relationship with the candidate that the outcome of the proceedings may affect the reviewer’s rights, obligations, or factual situation;
2) is related to the candidate by blood or affinity to at least the second degree;
3) reviewed the previous proceedings in a case involving a renewed application for the award of the academic degree of doktor;
4) is in a relationship of dependency with the candidate;
5) has a joint publication with the candidate;
6) conducts joint research with the candidate at research institutions;
7) participates together with the candidate in research teams.
6. If more than three candidates for reviewers receive an absolute majority of votes, the persons who received the highest number of votes in favour of their candidacy are appointed.
7. If candidates receive an equal number of votes, the vote is repeated until one of them receives more votes in favour of their candidacy.
8. The resolutions of the scientific council of the institute concerning the appointment of reviewers are published by the chair of the scientific council of the institute in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.

§ 33.

1. The scientific council of the institute may appoint a doctoral committee to conduct the activities specified in paragraph 2 in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor.
2. The doctoral committee referred to in paragraph 1 is authorised to:
1) adopt a resolution on supplementing or correcting a review;
2) adopt a resolution on admitting the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis;
3) conduct the public defence of the doctoral thesis;
4) adopt a resolution on accepting the public defence of the doctoral thesis and submitting to the scientific council of the institute a request to award the academic degree of doktor, or adopt a resolution on refusing to accept the public defence of the doctoral thesis and submitting to the scientific council of the institute a request to refuse the award of the academic degree of doktor;
5) adopt a resolution on a request to award a distinction to the doctoral thesis;
6) adopt a resolution on a request to discontinue the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor in the case referred to in § 39(6) of this Resolution.
3. Candidates to serve as members of the doctoral committee are proposed by the director of the relevant institute, or by the dean referred to in § 36(3a) of the Statute, or by the chair of the scientific council of the institute, or by at least three other members of the scientific council of the institute.
4. The doctoral committee consists of:
1) the chair;
2) the remaining members who meet the requirements specified in paragraph 5, provided that the doctoral committee consists of at least five and no more than nine members.
5. A person employed at the University in the position of professor or associate professor of the University, representing the core discipline or a related discipline, may be a member of the doctoral committee.
6. If a doctoral committee is not appointed, all activities in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor are conducted by the scientific council of the institute.
7. The supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and assistant supervisor, may not be members of the doctoral committee.
8. A reviewer may not be a member of the doctoral committee.
9. (repealed).
10. In the case of a joint award of the academic degree of doktor by the University with other universities, institutes of the Polish Academy of Sciences, research institutes, or international institutes, the composition of the doctoral committee is defined in the agreement referred to in § 44(2) of this Resolution.
11. The chair of the scientific council of the institute publishes the resolution of the scientific council of the institute on the appointment of the doctoral committee in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.

§ 34.

1. Immediately after appointing the reviewers and the doctoral committee, the chair of the scientific council of the institute:
1) delivers to each reviewer a copy of the resolution on their appointment together with an agreement for the preparation of the review, as well as a copy of the doctoral thesis and the candidate’s list of academic achievements;
2) notifies in writing the chair and members of the doctoral committee of their appointment to the committee and delivers to them copies of the doctoral thesis in PDF format on an electronic data carrier, as well as the candidate’s list of academic achievements, subject to paragraph 2.
2. Copies of a doctoral thesis containing material covered by legally protected secrecy are delivered to the supervisor, assistant supervisor, reviewers, chair, and members of the doctoral committee after these persons submit the statement referred to in § 29(1)(3) of this Resolution. Failure to submit the statement constitutes a breach of the duties of an academic teacher.

§ 35.

1. A review contains a detailed, substantiated assessment of whether the doctoral thesis meets the conditions set out in Article 187(1–2) of the Act. If the doctoral thesis constitutes an independent and distinct part of a collective work, the review includes an assessment of the candidate’s individual contribution to that work.
2. The reviewer submits the completed review to the chair of the scientific council of the institute via the science section of the relevant institute, in writing and in PDF format on an electronic data carrier, within two months from the date of receiving the doctoral thesis for review, subject to paragraph 3.
3. In the case of a doctoral thesis containing material covered by legally protected secrecy, the reviewer is required to prepare and submit to the chair of the scientific council of the institute two versions of the review:
1) a full review;
2) a version with excluded content referring to legally protected information, intended for publication in the Public Information Bulletin and in the Integrated System of Information on Higher Education and Science (POL-on2).
3a. Immediately after preparing the reviews referred to in paragraph 3, the reviewer returns the reviewed copy of the doctoral thesis to the science section of the relevant institute for its return to the candidate.
4. After receiving the review and conducting an initial verification that it meets formal requirements, including compliance with the agreement for preparing the review, the chair of the scientific council of the institute promptly forwards the review to the chair of the doctoral committee.
5. If obvious omissions or formal errors are identified in the review, the chair of the scientific council of the institute calls upon the reviewer to correct or supplement the review within the specified scope within 7 days from the date of receiving the request.
6. The chair of the scientific council of the institute promptly forwards the supplemented or corrected review to the chair of the doctoral committee for distribution to the other members of the doctoral committee.
7. Members of the doctoral committee conduct a formal verification of the review. If, in the opinion of a committee member, the review:
1) contains obvious omissions or formal errors not corrected in accordance with paragraph 5;
2) lacks a conclusion on whether the conditions specified in Article 187(1–2) of the Act have been met, or lacks a conclusion on whether the candidate should or should not be admitted to the public defence of the doctoral thesis;
3) contains other deficiencies, including inconsistency between the content of the review and the conclusion on admission or refusal of admission to the public defence of the doctoral thesis,
the doctoral committee may, at a meeting, adopt a resolution requesting the reviewer to supplement or correct the review, setting a deadline not longer than 14 days for the reviewer to make the required amendments.
8. On the basis of the resolution referred to in paragraph 7, the chair of the doctoral committee requests the reviewer to supplement or correct the review within the scope and deadline set by the doctoral committee. The reviewer submits the supplemented or corrected review to the chair of the doctoral committee.
9. If the reviewer fails to meet the deadline for preparing the review specified in Article 190(3) of the Act, the chair of the scientific council of the institute requests the reviewer to submit the review without delay, setting a deadline not longer than 14 days from the date of receiving the request. If the reviewer fails to meet that deadline, the scientific council of the institute may adopt a resolution removing the reviewer from the role. The chair of the scientific council of the institute promptly delivers the adopted resolution to the reviewer.
10. If the reviewer fails to meet the deadline referred to in paragraph 5 or paragraph 7, the chair of the scientific council of the institute, or the chair of the doctoral committee respectively, requests the reviewer to submit the supplemented or corrected review without delay, setting a deadline not longer than 14 days from the date of receiving the request. If this request is ineffective, the chair of the doctoral committee notifies the chair of the scientific council of the institute. The second and third sentences of paragraph 9 apply accordingly.

§ 36.

1. If all reviews meet the requirements of the Act and of this Resolution, the chair of the doctoral committee convenes a meeting of the committee to hold a discussion and vote on a resolution admitting the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis.
2. A candidate may be admitted to the public defence of the doctoral thesis if the candidate has received:
1) three positive reviews, or
2) two positive reviews and one negative review.
3. (repealed)
4. If a resolution is adopted to admit the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis, the chair of the doctoral committee determines the date of the public defence in consultation with the committee members. The date may not fall earlier than 30 days after the date of adopting the resolution.
5. The candidate is notified in writing of the admission to the public defence of the doctoral thesis.
6. If the doctoral committee does not adopt a resolution admitting the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis, the chair of the doctoral committee forwards the case documentation to the chair of the scientific council of the institute.
7. The scientific council of the institute adopts a resolution admitting the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis or a resolution refusing to admit the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis.
8. If the scientific council of the institute adopts a resolution admitting the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis, the chair of the scientific council of the institute forwards the case documentation to the chair of the doctoral committee for scheduling the defence in accordance with paragraph 4 and for continuation of the proceedings.
9. A resolution of the scientific council of the institute refusing to admit the candidate to the public defence of the doctoral thesis includes a statement of reasons. The resolution is delivered to the candidate.
10. The candidate may file a complaint with the CSE against the resolution of the scientific council of the institute refusing admission to the public defence of the doctoral thesis, within 7 days from the date of delivery of the resolution.
11. The chair of the scientific council of the institute publishes the resolution refusing admission to the public defence of the doctoral thesis in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.

§ 37.

The chair of the scientific council of the institute, in accordance with Article 188(1) of the Act, publishes in the Public Information Bulletin, in the Repository of electronic versions of doctoral theses, and on the website of the relevant institute, no later than within the following deadlines:
1) 30 days before the scheduled date of the public defence of the doctoral thesis – the doctoral thesis in written form together with its summary, or a description of a doctoral thesis that is not a written work, as well as the reviews. In the case of a doctoral thesis whose subject is covered by legally protected secrecy, only the reviews are published, with the exclusion of content subject to that secrecy;
2) 10 days before the scheduled date of the public defence of the doctoral thesis – information on the date, place, and manner of conducting the public defence of the doctoral thesis.

§ 38.

1. The defence of the doctoral thesis is public, except for the defence referred to in Article 188(2) of the Act. The defence of a doctoral thesis whose subject is covered by legally protected secrecy is non-public in both parts.
2. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the candidate, the reviewers, and the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and the assistant supervisor, in writing of the date, place, and manner of conducting the public defence of the doctoral thesis no later than 14 days before the scheduled date of the defence.
3. The doctoral committee may conduct the public defence of the doctoral thesis in the presence of at least half of its members, including the chair.
4. The public defence of the doctoral thesis consists of an open and a closed part of the meeting.
5. The open part of the meeting includes:
1) presentation of the candidate’s academic curriculum vitae by the chair of the doctoral committee or a person designated by the chair;
2) presentation by the candidate of the self-report on the doctoral thesis;
3) presentation of the reviews of the doctoral thesis by the reviewer, or, in the reviewer’s absence, by a member of the doctoral committee designated by the chair; if the review is positive, it is permissible to present only the conclusions of the review, provided that none of the persons present at the meeting objects;
4) discussion of the doctoral thesis;
5) the candidate’s response to the reviews of the doctoral thesis and answers to questions asked during the discussion of the doctoral thesis.
6. Persons present during the open part of the meeting may participate in the discussion referred to in paragraph 5(4). During the discussion, questions substantively related to the content of the thesis may be asked, and polemical views may be presented.
7. The academic discussion is conducted by the chair of the doctoral committee, who dismisses any question or statement not related to the content of the doctoral thesis.

§ 39.

1. After the conclusion of the open part of the public defence of the doctoral thesis, the doctoral committee conducts a detailed assessment of its course; this part of the committee’s meeting is closed to the public.
1a. The chair of the doctoral committee may allow the reviewer to participate in the closed part of the meeting if the chair considers the reviewer’s presence justified in connection with the course of the public defence of the doctoral thesis. The reviewer does not participate in the vote.
1b. The assessment of the public defence of the doctoral thesis should take into account, in particular, the candidate’s answers to questions substantively related to the content of the doctoral thesis, their ability to formulate and defend their own views, and their ability to engage in academic debate.
2. After completing the assessment, the doctoral committee adopts a resolution either to accept the public defence and submit to the scientific council of the institute a request to award the academic degree of doktor, or to reject the public defence and submit to the scientific council of the institute a request to refuse to award the academic degree of doktor.
3. The assessment referred to in paragraph 1b constitutes the justification for the resolution mentioned in paragraph 2.
4. The chair of the doctoral committee promptly forwards to the chair of the scientific council of the institute the resolution either to accept the public defence and submit to the scientific council of the institute a request to award the academic degree of doktor, or to reject the public defence and submit to the scientific council of the institute a request to refuse to award the academic degree of doktor, together with the documentation of the committee’s meetings.
5. If a doctoral committee has not been appointed, the scientific council of the institute may, immediately after adopting a resolution regarding the acceptance or rejection of the public defence of the doctoral thesis, continue the meeting in accordance with § 41(3–7) of this Resolution, including adopting a resolution on awarding or refusing to award the academic degree of doktor.
6. An unjustified absence of the candidate at the public defence of the doctoral thesis may be regarded as withdrawal of the application to initiate the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor. In such a case, the doctoral committee may, by resolution, request that the scientific council of the institute discontinue the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor.
7. On the basis of the request of the doctoral committee referred to in paragraph 6, the scientific council of the institute may adopt a resolution to discontinue the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor.

§ 40.

1. After adopting a resolution accepting the public defence of the doctoral thesis and submitting to the scientific council a request to award the academic degree of doktor, the doctoral committee may – based on the course of the public defence and a request for distinction contained in at least two reviews – adopt a resolution requesting that the doctoral thesis be awarded a distinction.
2. The chair of the doctoral committee promptly forwards the resolution referred to in paragraph 1, together with its justification, to the chair of the scientific council of the institute.

§ 41.

1. Upon receiving the resolution accepting the public defence of the doctoral thesis and submitting a request to the scientific council of the institute to award the academic degree of doktor, or the resolution rejecting the public defence and submitting a request to refuse to award the academic degree of doktor, the chair of the scientific council of the institute promptly convenes a meeting of the scientific council to adopt a resolution on awarding or refusing to award the academic degree of doktor.
2. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the candidate, the reviewer, and the supervisor or supervisors, or the supervisor and the assistant supervisor, in writing of the date of the meeting of the scientific council.
3. The candidate may attend only the part of the meeting of the scientific council that concerns the announcement of the voting results on awarding or refusing to award the academic degree of doktor.
4. The chair of the scientific council of the institute may allow the supervisor or assistant supervisor to attend the meeting referred to in paragraph 1 if the chair considers their presence justified. The supervisor and assistant supervisor do not participate in the vote.
4a. The reviewer may participate in the meeting of the scientific council concerning the awarding or refusal to award the academic degree of doktor, but without the right to vote.
5. The scientific council of the institute adopts a resolution either awarding the academic degree of doktor or refusing to award the academic degree of doktor.
6. The chair of the scientific council of the institute delivers the resolution referred to in paragraph 5 to the candidate and publishes it in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.
7. Immediately after adopting the resolution awarding the academic degree of doktor, the scientific council of the institute may adopt a resolution on awarding a distinction to the doctoral thesis, based on the resolution of the doctoral committee referred to in § 40(1), and, if no doctoral committee has been appointed, based on the course of the public defence and a request for distinction included in at least two reviews.
8. The chair of the scientific council of the institute delivers the resolution referred to in paragraph 7 to the candidate and publishes it in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.

§ 42.

1. The candidate may appeal the resolution refusing to award the academic degree of doktor to the CSE via the scientific council of the institute within 30 days from the date of delivery of the resolution.
2. The scientific council of the institute forwards the appeal to the CSE together with the council’s opinion and the case files within three months from the date the appeal was submitted.
3. The reviewer may participate in the meeting of the scientific council of the institute convened to issue an opinion on the candidate’s appeal against the resolution refusing to award the academic degree of doktor, but without the right to vote.
4. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the reviewer in writing of the date of the meeting of the scientific council referred to in paragraph 3.

§ 43.

1. The supervisor, the assistant supervisor, and the reviewer in the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor are entitled to a one-time remuneration. The remuneration for the supervisor and the assistant supervisor is paid after the completion of the proceedings in which the academic degree of doktor has been awarded.
2. The amount and conditions of payment of the remuneration referred to in paragraph 1 are specified in an agreement concluded between the University and, respectively, the supervisor, the assistant supervisor, and the reviewer.
3. If the supervisor or the assistant supervisor is an employee of the University, no agreement is concluded, and the remuneration is paid upon request from the director of the institute or the dean referred to in § 36(3a) of the Statute, submitted to the Payroll Department of the University of Szczecin.

Chapter 4
Rules for Joint Awarding of the Academic Degree of Doktor

§ 44.

1. The academic degree of doktor may be awarded jointly by the University and other universities, institutes of the Polish Academy of Sciences, research institutes, or international institutes in a discipline in which each of them holds a category A+, A, or B+ or authorisation granted pursuant to Article 226a(1) of the Act, including with the participation of foreign institutions authorised to award the academic degree of doktor in the discipline in which the degree is awarded.
2. The University concludes a written agreement with the institution with which the academic degree of doktor is to be awarded jointly.
3. The agreement referred to in paragraph 2 defines the principles of cooperation, in particular:
1) the composition and responsibilities of the doctoral committee;
2) the provisions concerning the language in which the doctoral thesis is written, and the defence is conducted;
3) the institution or institutions responsible for issuing the diploma to the person awarded the academic degree of doktor;
4) the method of covering the costs of the proceedings;
5) the institution responsible for entering data into the system referred to in Article 342(1) of the Act.
4. In the case referred to in Article 185(2) of the Act, a person awarded the academic degree of doktor receives a joint doctoral diploma issued by the institutions awarding the degree, or a doctoral diploma issued by one of the institutions indicated in the agreement referred to in paragraph 2.
5. If the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor are conducted with the participation of a foreign institution, the agreement referred to in paragraph 2 may specify that the person awarded the degree receives a doctoral diploma issued by that foreign institution and:
1) a doctoral diploma issued by the University, or
2) a joint doctoral diploma issued by the institutions of the higher education and science system awarding the degree, or a doctoral diploma issued by one of those institutions, indicated in the agreement.
6. In matters not regulated by the agreement referred to in paragraph 2, the provisions of this Resolution apply.

Chapter 5
Method of Verification of Learning Outcomes for Qualifications at PQF Level 8

§ 45.

1. Verification of learning outcomes for qualifications at PQF Level 8 applies to persons applying for the award of the academic degree of doktor who have prepared a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode.
2. The detailed method of verifying learning outcomes for qualifications at PQF Level 8, including the University body authorised to conduct the proceedings and conduct such verification, is specified in a separate resolution of the Senate.

§ 46.

1. Activities in the proceedings concerning the verification of learning outcomes are conducted at the University by committees for the verification of learning outcomes, hereinafter referred to as “verification committees”.
2. A verification committee is appointed by the scientific council of the institute competent for the discipline in which it holds the authorisation to award the academic degree of doktor, or by the Senate if the academic degree of doktor is to be awarded in a field of science.
3. Administrative support for the proceedings concerning the verification of learning outcomes for qualifications at PQF Level 8 is provided by the competent science section.

Chapter 6
Proceedings for the Award of the Academic Degree of Doktor habilitowany

§ 47.

1. Activities in the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany are undertaken by the scientific council of the institute and, to the extent specified in this Resolution, by the habilitation committee.
2. The habilitation committee referred to in paragraph 1 is authorised to:
1) adopt a resolution requesting that a review be supplemented or corrected;
2) conduct the habilitation colloquium;
3) adopt a resolution containing a positive opinion on the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany or a resolution containing a negative opinion on the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany;
4) adopt a resolution on a request to discontinue the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany in the case referred to in § 55(3) of this Resolution.

§ 48.

A person applying for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany submits, via the CSE, to the University as the habilitating entity an application for the initiation of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, meeting the requirements of Article 220(2) of the Act and including:
1) a covering application;
2) the applicant’s personal data;
3) a document confirming the possession of the academic degree of doktor or its certified copy;
4) an first-person narrative summary presenting a description of the professional career and significant academic or artistic activity conducted in more than one higher education institution, research institution or cultural institution, in particular a foreign one, together with copies of documents confirming specific achievements, including research internships, grants, and publications resulting from research conducted in more than one research institution;
5) a list of academic or artistic achievements constituting a significant contribution to the development of a specific discipline.

§ 49.

1. Upon receipt of the application for the initiation of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, the chair of the scientific council of the institute convenes a meeting of the scientific council for the purpose of adopting a resolution expressing consent to conduct the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany or a resolution refusing such consent.
2. The meeting of the scientific council of the institute and the adoption of the resolution referred to in paragraph 1 takes place within 4 weeks from the date of receipt of the application for the initiation of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, subject to paragraph 3.
3. If the scientific council adopts a resolution refusing consent to conduct the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, the chair of the scientific council of the institute, within the time limit referred to in paragraph 2, returns to the CSE the application for the initiation of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, attaching a copy of the resolution.
4. If a resolution expressing consent to conduct the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany is adopted, the chair of the scientific council of the institute:
1) informs the CSE of the expression of consent to conduct the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany;
2) notifies the candidate of the conduct of the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany and calls upon them to submit 8 sets of the documents referred to in § 48(1), (4) and (5) of this Resolution, in paper form and as PDF files on an electronic data carrier;
3) delivers to the candidate or the entity employing the candidate an agreement specifying the amount and terms of payment of the fee for conducting the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, subject to § 61(2) of this Resolution.
5. If the application for the initiation of proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany has been submitted under Article 221(3) of the Act, the provisions of paragraphs 1–4 do not apply, and the chair of the scientific council of the institute, immediately upon receipt of the application:
1) notifies the candidate of the conduct of the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany and calls upon them to submit 8 sets of the documents referred to in § 48(1), (4) and (5) of this Resolution, in paper form and as PDF files on an electronic data carrier;
2) delivers to the candidate or the entity employing the candidate an agreement specifying the amount and terms of payment of the fee for conducting the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, subject to § 61(2) of this Resolution.
6. The chair of the scientific council of the institute publishes the resolution referred to in paragraph 1 in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute, and, in the case of consent to conduct the proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, also the documents referred to § 48(1), (4) and (5) of this Resolution.

§ 50.

1. Within 6 weeks from the date of receiving information on the members of the habilitation committee appointed by the CSE, the chair of the scientific council of the institute convenes a meeting of the scientific council for the purpose of appointing the members of the habilitation committee designated by the scientific council of the institute, including the reviewer and the secretary, and for appointing the habilitation committee.
2. Candidates for members in the habilitation committee may be proposed by the director of the relevant institute, the dean referred to in § 36(3a) of the Statute, the chair of the scientific council of the institute, or at least three other members of the scientific council of the institute.
3. A person designated by the scientific council of the institute as a member of the habilitation committee may be an individual who holds the academic degree of doktor habilitowany or the academic title of professor and is employed by the University, subject to paragraphs 4 and 5.
4. The reviewer may be a person who holds the academic degree of doktor habilitowany or the academic title of professor, has a current academic record and recognized reputation, including international recognition, and is not employed by the University.
5. A reviewer may also be a person who does not meet the requirements specified in paragraph 4 but is employed at a foreign higher education institution or research institution, if the scientific council of the institute finds that this person has significant academic achievements in areas related to the candidate’s accomplishments.
6. A person who has failed to meet the deadline specified in Article 221(8) of the Act on two occasions within the last five years may not serve as a reviewer.
7. A person may not serve as a member of the habilitation committee if circumstances exist that could reasonably raise doubts regarding their impartiality, and in particular a person who:
1) is in such a legal or factual relationship with the candidate that the outcome of the proceedings may affect the rights, obligations, or factual situation of the committee member;
2) is related to the candidate by blood or affinity to at least the second degree;
3) reviewed the previous proceedings in a case involving a renewed application for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany;
4) is in a relationship of dependency with the candidate;
5) has a joint publication with the candidate;
6) conducts joint research with the candidate at research institutions;
7) participates together with the candidate in research teams.
8. Within the time limit referred to in paragraph 1, the scientific council of the institute adopts resolutions appointing the members of the habilitation committee designated by the scientific council and a resolution appointing the habilitation committee in its full composition.
9. The chair of the scientific council of the institute publishes the resolution on the appointment of the habilitation committee in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.

§ 51.

1. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the candidate in writing of the appointment of the habilitation committee.
2. After the habilitation committee is appointed, the candidate may submit to the chair of the scientific council of the institute a request to conduct the habilitation colloquium in a foreign language.
3. The scientific council of the institute may adopt a resolution expressing consent to conduct the habilitation colloquium in a foreign language. The chair of the scientific council of the institute informs the chair of the habilitation committee and the candidate of the adopted resolution.
4. The chair of the scientific council of the institute:
1) notifies the reviewer of their appointment to the habilitation committee and delivers to them the documents referred to in § 48(1), (4) and (5) of this Resolution in paper form and as PDF files on an electronic data carrier, together with the agreement for preparing the review and the agreement specifying the amount and terms of payment of the remuneration for participation in the work of the habilitation committee;
2) notifies the remaining members of the habilitation committee, including the chair, of their appointment to the committee and delivers to them the documents referred to in § 48(1), (4) and (5) of this Resolution in paper form and as PDF files on an electronic data carrier, together with the agreement specifying the amount and terms of payment of remuneration for participation in the work of the habilitation committee, subject to § 55(4) of this Resolution.

§ 52.

1. The review prepared in the habilitation procedure contains a detailed and substantiated assessment of whether the candidate’s academic achievements meet the requirements set out in Article 219(1)(2) of the Act.
2. The reviewer submits the completed review to the chair of the scientific council of the institute, via the science section of the relevant institute, in paper form and as a PDF file on an electronic data carrier, within 8 weeks from the date of receiving the documents referred to in § 48(1), (4) and (5) of this Resolution.
3. After receiving the review and conducting a preliminary verification that it meets the formal requirements, including compliance with the provisions of the review agreement, the chair of the scientific council of the institute immediately forwards the review to the chair of the habilitation committee.
4. If obvious omissions or formal errors are identified in the review, the chair of the scientific council of the institute calls upon the reviewer to remedy those deficiencies or errors within the specified scope within 7 days from the date of receiving the request. 
5. The supplemented or corrected review is immediately forwarded by the chair of the scientific council of the institute to the chair of the habilitation committee for distribution to the remaining members of the habilitation committee.
6. The members of the habilitation committee conduct a formal assessment of the review. If, in the opinion of a member of the committee, the review:
1) contains obvious deficiencies or formal errors; or
2) does not include an assessment of whether the candidate’s achievements meet the requirements set out in Article 219(1)(2) of the Act,
the habilitation committee may adopt a resolution during its meeting requesting supplementation or correction of the review and setting a deadline of no more than 14 days for the reviewer to submit the supplemented or corrected review.
7. A reviewer whose review is subject to the resolution referred to in paragraph 6 does not participate in the vote on that resolution.
8. Based on the resolution referred to in paragraph 6, the chair of the habilitation committee requests the reviewer to supplement or correct the review within the scope and deadline set by the committee. The supplemented or corrected review is submitted by the reviewer in paper form and as a PDF file on an electronic data carrier to the chair of the habilitation committee.
9. If the reviewer fails to meet the review submission deadline specified in Article 221(8) of the Act, the chair of the scientific council of the institute requests the reviewer to provide the review without delay, setting a deadline of no more than 14 days from the date of delivery of that request. If the reviewer fails to meet this deadline, the chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the CSE. If the reviewer was designated as a member of the habilitation committee by the scientific council of the institute, the scientific council may adopt a resolution removing the reviewer and amending the composition of the habilitation committee. The resolution removing the reviewer is immediately sent to the reviewer by the chair of the scientific council of the institute.
10. If the reviewer appointed by the CSE delays the preparation of the review by more than one month, the chair of the scientific council of the institute may request the CSE to appoint a new reviewer. If the CSE appoints a new reviewer, the scientific council of the relevant institute adopts a resolution amending the composition of the habilitation committee.
11. If the reviewer fails to meet the deadline for supplementing or correcting the review referred to in paragraph 4 or paragraph 6, the chair of the scientific council of the institute or the chair of the habilitation committee, respectively, requests the reviewer to provide the supplemented or corrected review without delay, setting a deadline of no more than 14 days from the date of delivery of the request. If the request remains ineffective, the chair of the habilitation committee notifies about this fact the chair of the scientific council of the institute. The provisions of paragraph 9 second and third sentences and paragraph 10 apply accordingly.
12. (repealed).

§ 53.

1. Immediately after receiving all reviews that meet the requirements of the Act and this Resolution, the chair of the habilitation committee sets the date for the habilitation colloquium.
2. The chair of the habilitation committee notifies:
1) the candidate;
2) the chair of the scientific council of the institute, attaching all reviews that meet the requirements of the Act and this Resolution; 
of the date and place of the habilitation colloquium, in writing and at least 14 days before the scheduled date of the colloquium.
3. The habilitation committee conducts the habilitation colloquium regarding the candidate’s scientific achievements if at least two reviews are positive.
4. If at least two reviews are negative, the habilitation colloquium is not conducted. The habilitation committee adopts a resolution containing a negative opinion on awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany and, together with the justification and the case documentation, refers it to the chair of the scientific council of the institute for the council to adopt a resolution refusing to award the academic degree of doktor habilitowany.
5. The habilitation colloquium is public, except for the colloquium regarding the achievements referred to in Article 219(3) of the Act.
6. The chair of the scientific council of the institute publishes information on the date, place and manner of conducting the habilitation colloquium, as well as the reviews that meet the requirements of the Act and this Resolution, in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute no later than 10 days before the scheduled date of the colloquium.

§ 54.

1. The habilitation colloquium regarding the candidate’s scientific achievements proceeds as follows:
1) presentation of the candidate’s scientific achievements;
2) presentation of the essential theses of the reviews submitted in the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany;
3) discussion of the colloquium participants concerning the candidate’s scientific achievements.
2. The discussion is conducted by the chair of the habilitation committee, who may reject any question or remark that is not related to the scope of the candidate’s scientific achievements.
3. The habilitation committee conducts the colloquium in the presence of at least five members of the seven-member committee, including the chair and the secretary.
4. After the completion of the colloquium, the habilitation committee holds a closed session attended only by its members.
5. At the session referred to in paragraph 4, the habilitation committee adopts a resolution containing a positive or negative opinion on awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, based on the reviews, the opinions of the committee members, and the course of the colloquium.

§ 55.

1. No later than 6 weeks from the date of receiving all reviews that meet the requirements of the Act and this Resolution, the habilitation committee submits to the chair of the scientific council of the institute a resolution containing a positive opinion on awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany or a resolution containing a negative opinion on awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, together with the justification and the case documentation.
2. The chair of the scientific council of the institute publishes the resolution of the habilitation committee referred to in paragraph 1 in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.
3. An unjustified absence of the candidate from the habilitation colloquium may be regarded as a withdrawal of the application for initiating the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany. In such a case, the habilitation committee may adopt a resolution requesting the scientific council of the institute to discontinue the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany.
4. On the basis of the request of the habilitation committee referred to in paragraph 3, the scientific council of the institute may adopt a resolution to discontinue the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany.

§ 56.

1. Immediately upon receiving a resolution containing a positive opinion on awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany or a resolution containing a negative opinion on awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, the chair of the scientific council of the institute convenes a meeting of the scientific council of the institute to adopt a resolution on awarding or refusing to award the academic degree of doktor habilitowany.
2. Within one month from the date of receiving the resolution of the habilitation committee referred to in paragraph 1, the scientific council of the institute adopts a resolution on awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany or refusing to award it.
3. The scientific council of the institute refuses to award the academic degree of doktor habilitowany if the resolution of the habilitation committee contains a negative opinion on awarding this degree.
4. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the candidate and the members of the habilitation committee in writing of the date of the meeting of the scientific council of the institute.
5. The meeting of the scientific council of the institute takes place without the presence of the candidate. The candidate may participate only in the part of the meeting during which the voting results on awarding or refusing to award the academic degree of doktor habilitowany are announced.
6. Members of the habilitation committee who are not members of the scientific council of the institute may also participate in the meeting concerning awarding or refusing to award the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, but they do not have the right to vote.

§ 57.

The chair of the scientific council of the institute delivers the resolution referred to in § 56(2) of this Resolution to the candidate and publishes it in the Public Information Bulletin and on the website of the relevant institute.

§ 58.

1. The candidate may appeal to the CSE against a resolution refusing to award the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, via the scientific council of the institute, within 30 days from the date the resolution is delivered.
2. The scientific council of the institute forwards the appeal to the CSE together with its opinion and the case documentation within three months from the date the appeal is submitted.
3. Members of the habilitation committee who are not members of the scientific council of the institute may also participate in the meeting of the scientific council of the institute convened to issue an opinion on the candidate’s appeal against the resolution refusing to award the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, but they do not have the right to vote.
4. The chair of the scientific council of the institute notifies the members of the habilitation committee in writing of the date of the meeting of the scientific council of the institute.

§ 59.

1. A member of the habilitation committee, including a reviewer, is entitled to a one-time remuneration for participating in the work of the habilitation committee.
2. A reviewer in the proceedings for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany is entitled to a one-time remuneration for preparing the review.
3. The amount and payment rules of the remuneration referred to in paragraphs 1 and 2 are defined in an agreement concluded between the University and the member of the habilitation committee.
4. If a member of the habilitation committee is an employee of the University, no agreement is concluded, and the remuneration is paid upon the request of the director of the institute or the dean referred to in § 36(3a) of the Statute, submitted to the Payroll Department of the University of Szczecin.

Chapter 7
Fees for Conducting Proceedings for the Award of an Academic Degree

§ 60.

1. The University charges a fee for:
1) conducting proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor for a person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode;
2) conducting proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor for a person who completed education in a doctoral school other than the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin;
3) conducting proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany.
2. The amount and detailed conditions, including the deadline for paying the fee for conducting proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor for a person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode and for a person who completed education in a doctoral school other than the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin, are defined in an agreement between the University and the candidate, concluded immediately after the candidate is notified that the proceedings have been initiated. If the fee is paid by the candidate’s employer, the agreement defining the amount and detailed payment conditions is concluded between the University and that employer. If the candidate is employed by more than one entity, the costs of the proceedings, in accordance with Article 182(7) of the Act:
1) are covered by the entity that is the candidate’s primary place of employment, unless the entities agree otherwise;
2) are covered under an agreement between the entities if none of them has been designated as the candidate’s primary place of employment.
The candidate is responsible for submitting the agreement concluded between the entities referred to in the preceding sentence.
3. The amount and detailed conditions, including the deadline for paying the fee for conducting proceedings for the award of the academic degree of doktor habilitowany, are defined in an agreement between the University and the candidate, concluded immediately after the candidate is notified that the proceedings are being conducted. If the fee is paid by the candidate’s employer, the agreement defining the amount and payment conditions is concluded between the University and that employer. If the candidate is employed by more than one entity, the costs of the proceedings, in accordance with Article 182(7) of the Act:
1) are covered by the entity that is the candidate’s primary place of employment, unless the entities agree otherwise;
2) are covered under an agreement between the entities if none of them has been designated as the candidate’s primary place of employment.
The candidate is responsible for submitting the agreement concluded between the entities referred to in the preceding sentence.

§ 61.

1. The fee for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor is not charged to a candidate who:
1) is an academic teacher employed full-time at the University as their primary place of work;
2) has completed education at the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin.
2. The fee for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany is not charged to a candidate who is an academic teacher employed full-time at the University as their primary place of work.
3. (repealed).
4. A candidate may submit a request to the Vice-Rector for Science, via the director of the relevant institute or the dean referred to in § 36(3a) of the Statute, to pay the due fee in instalments. The request must include justification. When issuing a decision and accepting the request, the Vice-Rector determines the number of instalments and the payment deadlines. The fee is paid in advance, and the instalment covering the remuneration for the preparation of reviews must be paid no later than 14 days from the date on which the scientific council of the institute adopted resolutions appointing reviewers in the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor or appointing the habilitation committee in the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany. The final instalment must be paid before the date of the public defence of the doctoral thesis or the date scheduled for the habilitation colloquium.
5. A candidate in an exceptionally difficult financial situation may submit to the Vice-Rector for Science, via the director of the relevant institute or the dean referred to in § 36(3a) of the Statute, a request for a partial fee waiver, and in particularly justified cases – for a full waiver.
6. The request referred to in paragraph 5 must include justification. When issuing a decision and accepting the request, the Vice-Rector for Science determines the amount of the fee due and may also divide the fee into instalments, while respecting the rule of advance payment set out in paragraph 4, without granting a waiver. A combination of a partial waiver and payment in instalments is also possible, and in particularly justified cases – full exemption from the fee.
7. A candidate may submit a request to the Rector for reconsideration of the case within 14 days from the date of delivery of the decision issued by the Vice-Rector for Science under paragraphs 4 and 6.

§ 62.

1. The fee for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor to a person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode and to a person who has completed education at a doctoral school other than the Doctoral School of the University of Szczecin equals three times the minimum monthly basic salary for a professor at a public university, as specified in Article 137 of the Act, determined on the date of submitting the application to initiate the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor. The fee is paid in advance, in the deadlines indicated in the agreement referred to in § 60(2) of this Resolution.
2. The fee referred to in paragraph 1 covers, in particular, the remuneration of the supervisor, the remuneration of three reviewers, as well as the costs related to the direct participation in the defence of the doctoral thesis of persons from outside the University who take part in the procedure.
3. If an assistant supervisor is appointed, the fee for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor to a person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode equals three and a half times the minimum monthly basic salary for a professor at a public university, as specified in Article 137 of the Act, determined on the date of submitting the application to initiate the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor. The fee is paid in advance, in the deadlines indicated in the agreement referred to in § 60(2) of this Resolution.
4. The fee referred to in paragraph 3 covers, in particular, the remuneration of the supervisor and the assistant supervisor, the remuneration of three reviewers, as well as the costs related to the direct participation in the defence of the doctoral thesis of persons from outside the University who take part in the procedure.
5. If two supervisors are appointed, the fee for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor to a person preparing a doctoral thesis in the extramural mode equals four times the minimum monthly basic salary for a professor at a public university, as specified in Article 137 of the Act, determined on the date of submitting the application to initiate the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor. The fee is paid in advance, in the deadlines indicated in the agreement referred to in § 60(2) of this resolution.\
6. The fee referred to in paragraph 5 covers, in particular, the remuneration of the two supervisors, the remuneration of three reviewers, as well as the costs related to the direct participation in the defence of the doctoral thesis of persons from outside the University who take part in the procedure.
7. The fee for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany equals four times the minimum monthly basic salary for a professor at a public university, as specified in Article 137 of the Act, determined on the date of submitting, via the CSE, the application to initiate the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor habilitowany. The fee is paid in advance, in the deadlines indicated in the agreement referred to in § 60(3) of this Resolution.
8. The fee referred to in paragraph 7 covers, in particular, the remuneration of four reviewers, the remuneration of seven members of the habilitation committee, including the chair and the secretary, as well as the costs related to the direct participation in meetings of the habilitation committee of persons from outside the University who take part in the procedure.
9. If, in the procedure for awarding the academic degree, it becomes necessary to translate documents into Polish by a sworn translator or to ensure the participation of a translator in a meeting of the scientific council of the institute, the doctoral committee or the habilitation committee, or in other activities, the fee referred to in paragraphs 1, 3, 5 and 7 increases by an amount equal to the minimum monthly basic salary for a professor at a public university, as specified in Article 137 of the Act, determined on the date of submitting the application to initiate the procedure for awarding the academic degree.

§ 63.

The amount of the fee for conducting the procedure for awarding the academic degree of doktor conducted with the participation of a foreign institution, including the method of covering the costs of the procedure, is determined in the agreement concluded by the University with the foreign institution with which the academic degree of doktor is to be awarded jointly.

Chapter 8
Transitional and Final Provisions

§ 64.

1. The regulations previously in force apply to procedures for awarding academic degrees initiated and not completed before the date on which this Resolution enters into force, provided that they are consistent with the Act.
2. The fees for conducting procedures for awarding academic degrees initiated and not completed before the date on which this Resolution enters into force are charged in the amount previously in effect.

§ 65.

1. Rectors’ orders issued on the basis of Resolution No. 99/2019 of the Senate of the University of Szczecin of 11 July 2019 on the detailed rules for conducting procedures for awarding academic degrees remain in force, to the extent that they are consistent with this Resolution, until new orders are issued on the basis of this Resolution.
2. Rectors’ orders issued on the basis of Resolution No. 85/2021 of the Senate of the University of Szczecin of 29 September 2021 on the detailed rules for conducting procedures for awarding academic degrees at the University of Szczecin remain in force, to the extent that they are consistent with this Resolution, until new orders are issued on the basis of this Resolution.

§ 66.

Resolution No. 85/2021 of the Senate of the University of Szczecin of 29 September 2021 on the detailed rules for conducting procedures for awarding academic degrees at the University of Szczecin ceases to be in force.

§ 67.

This Resolution enters into force on the date of its adoption.
