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I GENERAL PROVISIONS
Article 1.

The Rulebook on studying in the third cycle of studies at the University of East Sarajevo regulates the organization of the third cycle of studies, enrollment in the third cycle of studies, duration of classes, progression of students during studies, lectures and research within the licensed study program of the third cycle of studies, realization and evaluation of studies , the procedure for applying, evaluating and defending a doctoral dissertation, obtaining the scientific title of Doctor of Science, promotion of Doctor of Science and other matters of importance for third-cycle studies organized and carried out by the University of East Sarajevo (hereinafter: University).

Article 2.

The University and its faculties organize and conduct the third cycle of studies in accordance with the Law on Higher Education, the Statute, licensed/accredited academic study programs of the third cycle of studies, this Rulebook and other general acts of the University.

Article 3.

(1) The university organizes third cycle of studies at licensed academic study programs, which are based on the European Credit Transfer and Accumulation System (hereinafter:  ESTS).

(2) The licensed study program on the basis of which the studies of the third cycle are carried out can be from any scientific field within the framework of one or more scientific fields, represented within the framework of the first and second cycle of studies at the University.

Article 4.

(1) Third cycle of studies is conducted in the Serbian language or in one of the other languages of the constituent nations of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

(2) Part of the teaching can be conducted in one of the foreign languages, if the nature of the study program requires it.

II ORGANIZATION OF THE THIRD CYCLE OF STUDIES
Article 5.

(1) The University organizes third cycle of studies independently or as a joint study program with other universities that have a work permit for that study program, with the issuance of a joint diploma.

(2) When the University organizes third cycle of studies in cooperation with another higher education institution, mutual relations are governed by a contract that specifically contains: conditions and provision of staff, space, equipment, laboratories, teaching, professional, scientific and other literature, conditions for the engagement of teachers and other participating persons in classes providing professional support in the organization of the third cycle of studies, financial obligations and other issues of importance for the contracting parties.

Article 6.

The competent bodies in the organization and implementation of the third cycle study program are:

· Senate;

· teaching-scientific council of the faculty; 

· committee of the study program of the third cycle of studies;

· head of the study program of the third cycle of studies.

Article 7.

(1) The competences of the Senate and the teaching-scientific council of the faculty are determined by the Law on Higher Education and the Statute.

(2) The committee of the study program of the third cycle of studies of the faculty is appointed by the scientific-teaching council of the faculty from among the teaching staff who teach in the third cycle of studies of that study program. 
(3) The committee has at least three members.

The responsibilities of the committee of the study program of the third cycle of studies at the faculty are: 

- to prepare the third cycle study program;

- to give an opinion on the proposal of the responsible teachers for teaching the courses of the study program determined by the competent department;

- to carry out the procedure of determining the equivalent number of ESTS points for candidates who have completed the study program of the first and second cycle of studies that belongs to another related field in relation to the study program that they want to enroll in the third cycle of studies, or who have completed basic and master's studies according to the old "non-Bologna" curriculum at the University or one of the other universities in the country or abroad;

- to give an opinion on the proposal of the committee for the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate, and the committee for the evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation determined by the competent department;

- to give an opinion on appointing mentors to candidates during the preparation of doctoral dissertations determined by the competent department;

- in cooperation with the competent department, to proposes the type of teaching to be conducted and electives;

- to perform other duties related to the organization of the third cycle of studies.

(4) The head of the study program of the third cycle of studies is appointed by the teaching-scientific council of the faculty from among teachers in the rank of full or associate professor who teach in the third cycle of studies and who is a member of the committee of the study program of the third cycle of studies.  
(5) The responsibilities of the head of the study program of the third cycle of studies are:

- to chair the committee of the study program of the third cycle of studies;

- to organize and directly monitor the realization of all forms of teaching in the third cycle of studies;

- to coordinate the work of teachers who teach in the study program and to control the implementation of the teaching plan;

- to participate in organizing and implementing activities and measures for quality control that are undertaken in accordance with the general acts of the University;

- to perform other duties related to the organization and execution of the third cycle of studies;

- to coordinate activities during the preparation and implementation of the appropriate study program.

III ENROLLMENT IN THE THIRD CYCLE OF STUDIES
Article 8.

The following persons have the right to enroll in the first year of the third cycle of studies at the University:

· persons who have completed academic studies of the second cycle, i.e. integrated studies with at least 300 ECTS and an average grade of at least 8.00 in both the first and second cycle of studies, i.e. integrated studies, knowledge of a foreign language and fulfillment of other conditions that may be prescribed by acts of the faculty, depending on the scientific field;

· persons who, according to the previously valid regulations, have completed postgraduate - master's studies to obtain the title of Master of Science in the corresponding scientific field, an average grade of at least 8.00 in both basic and postgraduate studies, knowledge of a foreign language and fulfillment of other conditions depending on the scientific areas that can be prescribed by faculty acts;

· persons for whom, in the equivalence procedure, the title obtained under the previously valid regulations was equated with the title obtained at the end of the second cycle of studies in the corresponding scientific field, have an average grade from previous studies of at least 8.00 in each of the study cycles, knowledge of a foreign language and fulfillment of other conditions depending on the scientific field that can be prescribed by the acts of the faculty.

Article 9.

(1) Enrollment in the third cycle of studies is based on a public competition published by the University.
(2) The competition is published in at least one daily newspaper and the University website.

(3) The competition includes: conditions for enrollment in the third cycle of studies; list of required documents; types of knowledge, aptitudes and abilities required for enrollment in the third cycle of studies, as well as the method of checking them (if an entrance exam is planned); deadlines for submitting applications for enrollment, deadlines for entrance exams, deadlines for enrollment, criteria on the basis of which candidates are ranked and other important notices for applying and enrolling in the third cycle of studies.

Article 10.

(1) The process of selecting and ranking candidates for admission to the third cycle of studies is carried out by the admissions committee, appointed by the dean of the faculty.

(2) Mandatory members of the admission committee are: the head of the study program of the third cycle of studies and the vice-dean for science.
Article 11.

Interested candidates for enrollment submit an application and attach the documents required by the competition.

Article 12.

(1) In case the candidate has completed the study program of the first and second cycles of studies that belongs to a different related field compared to the study program he wants to enroll in the third cycle of studies, or has completed basic and master's studies according to the old "non-Bologna" curriculum at the University or one of the other universities in the country or abroad, it is necessary to carry out the procedure of determining the equivalent number of ESTS.

(2) The equivalence procedure is carried out by the committee of the study program of the third cycle of study.  

Article 13.

(1) For each subject from the curriculum of the study program of the first and second cycles, the percentage equivalence is expressed based on the data obtained from one or more subjects that are in the curriculum of the applicant. These subjects are listed in a separate column with the assessed percentage participation in the declared equivalence. As a rule, percentages are expressed in 5% increments.

(2) Based on the percentage value obtained in accordance with paragraph 1 of this article, the equivalent of ESTS is recalculated for each subject from the curriculum of the study program of the first and second cycles (rounded to two decimal places). 

(3) The equivalent of ESTS for electives is done taking into account the subject(s) from the curriculum of the applicant that are most favorable for the candidate. In doing so, it is taken into account that any subject from the curriculum of the applicant can participate in percentage equivalence with a maximum of 100%.

(4) The applicant fulfills the conditions to apply for enrollment in the study program of the third cycle of the studies if he has obtained at least 80% of ESTS in relation to the number of ESTS that were used to evaluate the first and second cycle of studies. 

(5) The proposal on the established equivalent number of ESTS, signed by the head of the study program of the third cycle of studies, is submitted to the teaching-scientific council of the faculty for consideration and adoption. The final decision, in the form of a decision, is signed by the dean of the faculty after receiving a positive opinion from the teaching-scientific council. 
Article 14.

(1) Candidates for admission to the third cycle of studies are selected on a competitive basis, taking into account success in previous education and other criteria depending on the study program.  
(2) The number of points awarded on the basis of the results achieved in the first and second cycles of study is obtained by multiplying the average grade with the corresponding total number of ESTS and dividing the thus obtained product by the number of semesters (including renewal) spent in the first and second cycles of studies. 

(3) Faculties can also prescribe additional criteria for ranking candidates (admissions test, aptitude and ability test, etc.), which must be clearly indicated in the competition text.

Article 15.

(1) The order of candidates for admission to the study program of the third cycle of studies is determined on the basis of the total number of points achieved (success in previous education and additional criteria, if any).

(2) The right to enroll is acquired by a candidate who has met the requirements and is on the ranking list within the number established for candidate enrollment.

(3) If a candidate who has the right to enroll does not complete the enrollment within the deadline provided by the competition, the next candidate from the ranking list who meets all the requirements will be enrolled instead.

(4) The ranking list of candidates is published on the notice board and the faculty website.

(5) The ranking list can also be published on the University website.

(6) Candidates for admission to the study program of the third cycle of studies can submit an objection to the ranking procedure. 
(7) The objection is submitted to the dean of the faculty in writing within 48 hours from the publication of the ranking list on the faculty website. 
(8) The dean of the faculty decides on the candidate's complaint within three days, and the decision made is final.

Article 16.

The University concludes a contract regulating mutual rights and obligations with candidates enrolled in the third cycle of studies.

IV IMPLEMENTATION AND EVALUATION OF THE THIRD CYCLE OF STUDIES
Article 17.

(1) The third cycle studies last 3 study years, or 6 study semesters.

(2) The studies from paragraph 1 of this article are evaluated with 180 ESTS, that is, each year of study is evaluated with 60 ESTS.

(3) The third cycle studies are realized through:  
· teaching;

· scientific research;

· preparation and defense of a doctoral dissertation.
Teaching implementation
Article 18.

Teaching in the third cycle of studies can be conducted by a teacher who meets the requirements prescribed by law, who has been elected to a scientific-teaching profession in a procedure prescribed by law and who has at least two papers published in the journals of the Science Citation Index (SCI) list, i.e. for third cycle studies in the field of social sciences and humanities at least one paper published in a journal from the SCI list or at least two papers published in scientific journals of international importance, proceedings of international scientific meetings or leading journals of national importance (first category journals).
Article 19.

(1) Teaching is conducted as group or consultative classes.

(2) Group classes are conducted if there are at least 5 students in one subject.

(3) Consultative classes are conducted if there are less than 5 students in the subject or if this type of teaching is necessary to be organized due to the nature (character) of the subject.

(4) The decision on the type of teaching and electives to be organized is made by the teaching-scientific council of the faculty at the proposal of the committee of the study program of the third cycle of studies.

Article 20.

(1) Attendance at all types of classes is mandatory for students and records are kept by the responsible teachers, on the basis of which the student receives a signature from the subject teacher for each semester attended.

(2) In the case when group classes are held, during the semester, the student may be absent for a maximum of 20% of the total number of classes per subject. A student who misses classes for more than 20% of the total number of hours during the semester loses the right to the subject teacher's signature. 

Enrollment and verification of semester and year
Article 21.

(1) The student of the third cycle of studies acquires the right to enroll in the following semester, if he has collected all signatures from the courses he attended and certified the previous semester.

(2) The student has the right to enroll in the second/third year of studies if, in the first/second year of the third cycle, he has fulfilled the requirements for enrollment in the following year in accordance with the Law on Higher Education.

(3) The student who does not meet the requirements for enrollment in the second/third year of the third cycle of studies has the right to renew the year in accordance with the Law on Higher Education.
Termination of student status
Article 22.

(1) Student status ends in the cases determined by the Law on Higher Education and the Statute.

(2) The student can acquire the right to regain status by submitting a request to the dean of the faculty and by re-enrolling the study year within the enrollment quota and valid curriculum if the faculty has the space, staff and material-technical conditions for it. The dean of the faculty decides on the request to regain student status, on the proposal of the committee of the third cycle study program. The right to regain student status can be used only once during the course of studies. 
Dormant student status
Article 23.

(1) The rights and obligations of the student may be dormant. 

(2) The student is granted suspension of rights and obligations in the following cases:

a) serious diseases;

b) references to professional practice for at least six months;

c) child care up to one year of age;

d) pregnancy maintenance;

de) in other justified cases, which are evaluated in each specific case. 

(3) Suspension of rights and obligations is granted to the student upon personal request. Along with the request for suspension of rights and obligations, the student is obliged to attach relevant documentation proving the existence of the reasons from paragraph 2 of this article.

(4) The request for suspension of rights and obligations is submitted at the beginning of the academic year, i.e., after the reason for the suspension occurs.

(5) If the reasons for suspension last longer than one academic year, the student is obliged to submit a request for status suspension for the following academic year as well.

(6) The dean of the faculty, in case the request is justified, issues a decision approving the suspension of rights and obligations of the student.

(7) If the request is found to be unfounded, the dean issues a decision on the rejection of the request.

(8) An objection to the dean's decision is allowed to the teaching-scientific council of the faculty within 15 days of receiving the decision.

(9) The decision of the teaching-scientific council of the faculty upon a student's complaint is final. 

Change of study program and recognition of exams
Article 24.

(1) The student may be allowed to transfer from one study program to another.

(2) The right to change the study program can be exercised before the start of classes. Along with the request to change the study program, the student submits a certificate of passed exams, a curriculum and a transcript from the previous study program. 

(3) Exam recognition is done by the committee of the study program of the third study cycle, comparing the program contents.

(4) The student who has passed an exam in another study program is recognized as having passed the exam, if in terms of its content and scope, at least 80% corresponds to the subject on the curriculum and program to which he is transferring, which is proven by the documents stipulated by the ECTS rules.

(5) With the recognition of the exam, the grade with which the student was evaluated on the exam is also recognized, i.e. the number of ECTS points defined by the curriculum and program to which the student is enrolled.

(6) The decision on the transcript and recognized exams, i.e. the decision on the recognized exam/exams, is made by the dean of the faculty on the proposal of the committee of the study program of the third study cycle. 

(7) The transcript is made in the corresponding year of study in accordance with the curriculum and recognized ECTS.
Exams and assessment
Article 25.

(1) Exams and all forms of knowledge testing are public.

(2) Exam deadlines are determined by the Law on Higher Education.

(3) Forms of knowledge testing can be written, oral and practical.

(4) If the exam is organized orally, the teacher should enable all interested students to attend the exam.

(5) In addition to the candidate and the examiner, at least one other person from the ranks of students, teachers or associates must attend the oral exam.

(6) If the exam is organized in writing, the teacher informs the students about the aids they can use.

(7) The teacher is obliged to inform the student about the shortcomings of the work at his request.

(8) The teacher is obliged to ask for an exemption from conducting the exam if there is any circumstance that may cast doubt on his impartiality and objectivity.

Article 26.
(1) If he believes that he was harmed in the procedure of conducting and evaluating the exam, or in other forms of knowledge testing, that is, that the exam was not conducted in accordance with the Law, the Statute and this Rulebook, the student has the right to submit a complaint to the dean of the faculty on the received evaluation within two days from the day of receiving the grade.

(2) The student is obliged to justify the complaint from paragraph 1 of this article in writing.

(3) The dean of the faculty is obliged to consider the complaint and make a decision on it within three days of receiving the complaint. 

(4) If the dean assesses that the complaint from paragraph 1 of this article is founded, the dean of the faculty issues a decision on repeating the exam, which should be communicated to the subject teacher and student. The same decision appoints the examination committee and determines the date of the re-examination. Teachers from the same or related narrow scientific field are appointed to the committee. The teacher (examiner) whose grade the student is not satisfied with cannot be the chairman of the committee.

(5) In the case referred to in paragraph 4 of this article, taking the exam in front of the exam committee is done within seven days of receiving the decision on repeating the exam at the latest.

(6) Each member of the committee evaluates the student. Based on the grades of the commission members, an average grade is determined. The average grade is considered final.

(7) The record of the course of the exam and the assessment is delivered by the committee to the student service of the faculty immediately after the exam, no later than the next working day.

Article 27.

(1) After three unsuccessful attempts to take the same exam, the student has the right to take the exam at his personal request before the examination committee appointed by the dean of the faculty at the proposal of the head of the study program of the third cycle of studies. 

(2) In the event that the subject teacher is prevented from conducting the final exam, the organization and conducting of the final exam is entrusted to a committee appointed by the dean of the faculty at the proposal of the the head of the study program of the third cycle of studies.

(3) The committee referred to in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this article has at least three members. Teachers from the same or related narrow scientific field are appointed to the committee. In the case referred to in paragraph 1 of this article, the subject teacher with whom the student did not pass the exam cannot be the president of the exam committee.

(4) Each member of the committee evaluates the student. Based on the grades of the commission members, an average grade is determined. The average grade is considered final.

(5) The record of the course of the exam and the assessment is delivered by the committee to the student service of the faculty immediately after the exam, no later than the next working day. 

Scientific research
Article 28.

(1) Scientific research necessarily implies the publication of achieved scientific results in scientific journals and presentation at scientific meetings.

(2) The student deals with the preliminary research related to the application of the doctoral dissertation in order to choose the problem, the working title of the topic and the literature, and the scientific research related to the preparation of the doctoral dissertation is performed under the supervision of the mentor. 

Doctoral dissertation 

Article 29.

(1) The doctoral dissertation is a mandatory final part of the study program of the third cycle of studies.

(2) Doctoral dissertation is an original scientific work of a student of the third cycle of studies in a certain scientific field, which makes a new scientific contribution, i.e. contributes to the development of scientific thought. 

V  PROCEDURE OF SUBMISSION, ASSESSMENT AND DEFENSE OF THE DOCTORAL DISSERTATION
       Doctoral dissertation submission
Article 30.
(1) A doctoral dissertation may be submitted from a narrow scientific field within the framework of a licensed study program.

(2) A candidate can submit a doctoral dissertation at the beginning of the third semester at the earliest.

(3) Application for a topic proposal for the preparation of a doctoral dissertation is submitted in at least three copies on the form that is an integral part of these regulations (Annex 1).

(4) With the submission of the topic proposal for the preparation of the doctoral dissertation, the following shall be attached:

- candidate's biography and bibliography;

- biography and bibliography of the teacher proposed as a mentor;

- written consent of the teacher proposed as a mentor to accept mentoring;

- a statement that the candidate has not applied for the proposed topic at another higher education institution in the country or abroad;

- the opinion of the relevant ethics committees on the ethical aspects of the research, if it is provided for by special regulations. 
(5) Candidates are also required to submit an electronic version of the doctoral dissertation proposal.

Article 31.

(1) The teaching-scientific council of the faculty appoints a commission to evaluate the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate, upon the proposal of the department.

(2) The commission referred to in paragraph 1 of this article consists of at least three teachers in a scientific-teaching position from the field of research to which the topic of the doctoral dissertation belongs, of which at least one teacher must be from a related faculty or scientific institution that is not part of the University.

(3) The proposed mentor cannot be a member of the commission.

(4) The members of the commission from paragraph 1 of this article must have at least two papers from the research field to which the subject of the doctoral dissertation belongs published in journals from the SCI list, that is, for social and humanities, at least one paper published in the journal from the SCI list or at least two papers published in scientific journals of international importance, proceedings of international scientific meetings or leading journals of national importance (first category journals).

(5) If the doctoral dissertation has an interdisciplinary character, the commission members are appointed from the respective fields of research.
Article 32.

(1) The commission from the previous article is obliged to prepare a report on the assessment of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate within 60 days from the date of appointment.

(2) The report from paragraph 1 of this article is made on the form attached to this Rulebook (Annex 2).

(3) A commission member may submit a separate opinion on the scientific basis of the topic of the doctoral dissertation, with an explanation.

(4) The report of the commission shall be submitted in material form in a sufficient number of copies and in electronic form.

(5) If the commission for evaluating the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate does not complete the report within the period referred to in paragraph 1 of this article, the teaching-scientific council of the faculty will appoint new commission, to which the same teachers who were in the previous commission which did not manage to submit the report on the suitability assessment of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate within the deadline cannot be appointed.
(6) Considering the report, the teaching-scientific council of the faculty makes a decision of accepting or not accepting the report on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate, or makes a decision on postponement with a proposal in which part and in what way it is necessary to amend or supplements the report of the commission, and time frame for that.

(7) With the decision from paragraph 6 of this article accepting the report on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate, the teaching-scientific council of the faculty submits the proposal to the Senate for approval of the report and determines the appointment of mentor.

(8) The decision not to accept the report on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate of the teaching-scientific council of the faculty from paragraph 6 of this article must be explained.

(9) The candidate may submit an objection to the Senate within 15 days from the date of receipt of the decision of not to accepting the report on the suitability assessment of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate. The Senate decision on the objection is final.
Article 33.

(1) A mentor for the preparation of a doctoral dissertation can be a teacher who has a scientific-teaching title in the narrower scientific field to which the subject of the doctoral dissertation research belongs and at least three works from the research field from which the topic of the doctoral dissertation was published in journals from the SCI list, i.e. for social - humanities at least two papers published in journals from the SCI list or at least four papers published in scientific journals of international importance, proceedings of international scientific meetings or leading journals of national importance (first category journals).
(2) The mentor for the preparation of the doctoral dissertation is chosen from among the teachers of the faculty of the University where the doctoral dissertation was submitted.

(3) The mentor can be a teacher from another university, provided that the candidate is appointed a co-mentor from the home faculty.

(4) The co-mentor must meet the requirements for the doctoral dissertation mentor from paragraph 1 of this article.

(5) The mentor can supervise a maximum of five doctoral students at the same time.

(6) The mentor is obliged to help the student during scientific research, when choosing literature, preparing the structure of the work, and to provide him with other professional help.

(7) The mentor annually submits a report on the student's work to the committee of the third cycle study program on the form that is an integral part of this Rulebook (Annex 10). 
Article 34.

(1) The student or the mentor may submit a written proposal to the teaching-scientific council of the faculty to start the procedure for changing the mentor, in which the reason for such proposal should be explained.

(2) If the teaching-scientific council determines that the proposal is justified, it makes the decision proposing the appointment of the new mentor to the Senate. 

Article 35. 

(1) If the teaching-scientific council of the faculty has made the decision to accept the report on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate, it submits to the Senate the request for approval of the report on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate.

(2) Along with the request from paragraph 1 of this article, the following must be submitted: 

· the decision of the teaching-scientific council of the faculty on the acceptance of the report on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate, and the proposal for the appointment of the mentor,  

· report of the commission on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate.  
(3) The request form from paragraph 1 of this article is attached to this rulebook (Annex 3).

Article 36.

(1) The decision on giving consent to the report on the evaluation of the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate and the appointment of the mentor is made by the Senate. 
(2) The decision of the Senate is delivered to the candidate.

Evaluation of the doctoral dissertation
Article 37.

(1) The candidate can submit the doctoral dissertation for evaluation after he has fulfilled all the obligations set out in the study program of the third cycle, passed all exams and has, as the first author, at least one paper published or accepted for publication in the journal from the SCI list, i.e. for social humanities, at least one paper in the scientific journal of international significance or the leading journal of national significance (first category).

(2) The paper referred to in paragraph 1 of this article must be content-related to the doctoral dissertation and must have been published or accepted for publication during the third cycle of studies.
Article 38.

(1) The candidate submits the completed doctoral dissertation to the faculty in the required number of copies and in electronic form.

(2) Along with the doctoral dissertation, the candidate submits the written consent of the mentor that the submitted doctoral dissertation can be evaluated.

(3) The appearance and content of the doctoral dissertation is prepared according to the instructions and on the form provided in the annex to this rulebook (Annex 4).  
Article 39.

(1) Before sending the doctoral dissertation to the evaluation procedure, the faculty performs an originality check using appropriate software.

(2) The verification procedure will be carried out in accordance with the Rulebook on the use of plagiarism detection software of the University.

Article 40.

(1) Upon receipt of the completed doctoral dissertation, the teaching-scientific council of the faculty appoints a commission for the evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation, upon the proposal of the department.  
(2) The commission referred to in paragraph 1 of this article consists of at least three teachers in a scientific-teaching position from the field of research to which the topic of the doctoral dissertation belongs, of which at least one teacher must be from a related faculty or scientific institution that is not part of the University. 
(3) Members of the commission from paragraph 1 of this article must have at least two papers from the research field to which the subject of the doctoral dissertation belongs published in journals from the SCI list, that is, for social and humanities, at least one paper published in the journal from the SCI list or at least two papers published in scientific journals of international importance, proceedings of international scientific meetings or leading journals of national importance (first category journals).
(4) The commission for evaluation and defense of the completed doctoral dissertation may have the same composition as the commission for evaluating the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate.

(5) The teaching-scientific council can also appoint a substitute member/members of the commission who must meet the conditions prescribed for members of the commission.

(6) The mentor cannot be a member of the committee.

(7) If the doctoral dissertation has an interdisciplinary character, the commission members are appointed from the respective fields of research. 

Article 41.

(1) The commission from the previous article is obliged to prepare a report on the evaluation of the doctoral dissertation within 60 days from the date of appointment.

(2) The report from paragraph 1 of this article is made on the form attached to this Rulebook (Annex 5).

(3) A commission member may submit a separate opinion, with an explanation.

(4) The report of the commission shall be submitted in material form in a sufficient number of copies and in electronic form.

(5) If the commission for the evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation does not complete the report within the period referred to in paragraph 1 of this article, the teaching-scientific council of the faculty will appoint new commission, to which the same teachers who were in the previous commission which did not manage to submit the report on evaluation of the doctoral dissertation within the deadline cannot be appointed.  
(6) The report of the commission and the doctoral dissertation are made available to the public in the premises of the faculty and on the University website.

(7) The deadline for public inspection is 30 days.

(8) If there are objections to the report of the commission or to the doctoral dissertation, the commission gives an opinion on the objections and submits it to the teaching-scientific council of the faculty.

(9) Upon the expiration of the deadline referred to in paragraph 7 of this article, the teaching-scientific council of the faculty considers the commission's report and makes a decision of accepting or not accepting the report on the completed doctoral dissertation.

(10) The decision to accept the report on the completed doctoral dissertation establishes a proposal to the Senate for approval of the report on the completed doctoral dissertation.

(11) If the teaching-scientific council of the faculty assesses that the commission's report needs to be changed or if it accepts the public comments, it makes a conclusion on postponing the decision-making and leaves a certain deadline for the necessary changes.

(12) If the teaching-scientific council of the faculty makes a decision not to accept the report of the commission and the doctoral dissertation, the candidate cannot resubmit the rejected doctoral dissertation. The decision not to accept the report must be explained.

(13) To the decision not to accept the doctoral dissertation, the candidate can file an objection to the Senate within 15 days from the date of receipt of the decision. The Senate decision on the objection is final.

Article 42.

(1) The teaching-scientific council of the faculty, if it has made a decision to accept the report on the completed doctoral dissertation, submits to the Senate a request for approval of the report on the completed doctoral dissertation.

(2) With the request from paragraph 1 of this article, the following must be submitted: 

· the decision of the teaching-scientific council of the faculty on the acceptance of the report on the completed doctoral dissertation,

· report of the commission on the completed doctoral dissertation. 

(3) The request form from paragraph 1 of this article is attached to this rulebook (Annex 6).

Article 43.

(1) (1) The decision to approve the report on the completed doctoral dissertation is made by the Senate.

(2) (2) The decision of the Senate from paragraph 1 of this article is delivered to the faculty where the doctoral dissertation was submitted and to the candidate.

Doctoral dissertation defense
Article 44.

(1) After the Senate approves the report on the completed doctoral dissertation, the student acquires the right to a public defense of the doctoral dissertation.

(2) The public defense of the doctoral dissertation is scheduled in agreement with the president of the commission for evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate.

(3) Notification of the date of the defense of the doctoral dissertation must be published on the notice board of the faculty, on the website of the University and in the media, at least 15 days before the date of the defense.

(4) The defense must be attended by the mentor and all members of the commission for the evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation.  

Article 45.

(1) The president of the commission for the evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation opens the oral defense procedure, briefly presents biographical information about the candidate, and the procedures that preceded the defense. 

(2) After the words of the president of the commission, the candidate, within the time set by the commission, and a maximum of 45 minutes, presents the content of his doctoral dissertation, the methods he applied and the conclusions he reached in the doctoral dissertation.

(3) After the presentation of the candidate, the members of the commission ask questions and present possible objections to the dissertation, and may also ask for explanations regarding the dissertation. The candidate is obliged to answer the questions asked by the commission members and to provide the requested explanations.

(4) The president of the commission for the evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation gives the opportunity to other persons present at the public defense to ask questions to the doctoral candidate. 
(5) The candidate is obliged to answer the questions of other persons present at the public defense, if the questions are related to the doctoral dissertation.

(6) When the commission determines that the case of the defense has been sufficiently discussed, the president of the commission announces that the defense has been concluded and the commission withdraws to vote and make a decision.

Article 46. 
(1) The commission for the evaluation and defense of the doctoral dissertation can make a decision that the candidate has or has not defended the doctoral thesis. The decision is made by the majority of votes of the total number of commission members.

(2) On the course of the defense, the commission compiles minutes of the public defense of the doctoral dissertation.

(3) The doctoral dissertation is defended only once.

(4) The candidate who defended his doctoral dissertation acquires the scientific degree of Doctor of Science as stipulated in the study program of the third cycle. 

VI REPOSITORY OF DEFENDED DOCTORAL DISSERTATIONS
Article 47.
(1) The University creates a register and database in electronic form (Digital Repository of the University) in which electronic versions of defended doctoral dissertations are permanently stored at the University.

(2) When attaching the electronic version, no later than one month after the defense, the candidate submits the signed defclaration of authorship, signed declaration that both versions of the doctoral dissertation, printed and electronic, are identical, and a signed declaration authorizing the University to store the dissertation in the Digital Repository of the University, and make it available to the public, under the conditions defined by the license the author chooses. 

(3) Declaration forms from paragraph 2 of this article are an integral part of this Rulebook (Annexes 7,8 and 9).
VII DOCTOR OF SCIENCE PROMOTION
Article 48.
(1) The doctor of science promotion is a public solemn act by which the rector of the University publicly proclaims a candidate who has defended his doctoral dissertation for a doctor of science in the relevant field.

(2) The dean, mentor and candidate are invited to the promotion. 

(3) The doctor of science promotion at the University, as a rule, is carried out during the ceremony on the occasion of the University Day. 

Article 49.

(1) The doctor of science promotion is carried out by the rector, and in case of his inability, by the vice-rector authorized by the rector. 

(2) During the doctor of science promotion, biographical data about the candidate, a brief content of the doctoral dissertation and the scientific results achieved by the candidate in the course of his work, and possibly other data, are briefly presented.

(3) The doctor of science promotion ends with the awarding of the diploma.

Article 50.

(1) In exceptionally justified cases, the doctor of science promotion can be done in the absence of the candidate.

(2) The decision on approval of promotion in absentia, at the written request of the candidate, is made by the rector of the University. 

VIII TRANSITIONAL AND FINAL PROVISIONS 

Article 51.

The faculties of the University, in order to regulate the specifics of certain study programs of the third cycle of studies, can adopt their own internal acts on studying in the third cycle of studies, which must be in accordance with the Law, the Statute and this Rulebook.

Article 52.

A special rulebook will regulate the issues of studying in the third cycle of studies for study programs in artistic fields, which will be conducted at the academies of the University.

Article 53.

The provisions of the Law on Higher Education, the Statute and general acts of the University are applied to questions for third cycle studies regarding certain study rules, exams and evaluation, quality assurance and control, teaching and other textbook literature that are not regulated by these Rulebook.

Article 54.

(1) This rulebook will apply to students enrolled in third cycle studies, starting from the academic year 2020/2021. 

(2) The Rulebook on studying at doctoral studies and obtaining the title of doctor of science of the University of East Sarajevo number: 01-S-179-IX/12 from 16.05.2012 and number: 01-S-448-1-XXXVII/17 from 17.11.2017 or this Rulebook, if it is more favorable for the student, will apply to students of the third cycle of studies who are enrolled in third cycle studies ending with the academic year 2019/2020, about which in each individual case, at the request of the student of the third cycle of studies, the decision is made by the teaching-scientific council of the faculty. 
Article55.

With the entry into force of this Rulebook, the Rulebook on studying at doctoral studies and obtaining the title of doctor of science of the University of East Sarajevo number: 01-S-179-IX/12 from 16.05.2012 and number: 01-S-448-1-XXXVII/17 from 17.11.2017 ceases to be valid.

Article 56.

This Rulebook enters into force on the eighth day from the day of its publication on the University website.
Date: 26.12.2019. 

                        CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE
No: 01-S-550-1-VII/19
                                         RECTOR


  Prof. Dr. Milan Kulic
Annex 1
UNIVERSITY OF EAST SARAJEVO 
FACULTY:

APPLICATION

topic proposal for the preparation of a doctoral dissertation

1. CANDIDATE DATA

	Name and surname:
Date and place of birth:
Address:
Phone:

E-mail: 

CV:

Bibliography:




2. JUSTIFICATION OF THE TOPIC PROPOSAL FOR THE DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

2.1. The working title of the doctoral dissertation

	


2.2. The scientific field to which the topic of the doctoral dissertation belongs

	


2.3. Subject of scientific research

	


2.4. Research objectives

	


2.5. Working hypotheses

	


2.6. Work plan and research methods

	


2.7. Expected research results and their significance

	


2.8. List of literature

	


3. PROPOSAL OF MENTOR/COMENTOR

	Name and surname:
Scientific-teaching title:
Faculty:
Narrow scientific field:

CV:

Bibliography: (list up to 5 most important papers from the scientific field to which the subject of the dissertation belongs):




	            Date:
	CANDIDATE’S SIGNATURE

	....................................
	


Annex 2

By decision of the Teaching-Scientific Council of the _______________Faculty, University of East Sarajevo, No. _____ on __________, the Commission was appointed to assess the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate ________________ for the preparation of the doctoral dissertation under the title "________________________________________" (hereinafter: Commission) in the following composition:

1. ______________________________

2. ______________________________

3. ______________________________

4. ______________________________

5. ______________________________

The Commission has reviewed the application of a topic proposal for the preparation of a doctoral dissertation and submits to the Teaching-Scientific Council of the _______________Faculty, University of East Sarajevo, the following

REPORT

on the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate
	FACULY DATA: 

	1. Faculty name and headquarters

	

	2. Data on the Faculty (non)core for the scientific field to which the dissertation belongs

	Scientific area:

Scientific field:

Narrow scientific field:

	3. Information that the faculty has organized master's studies in the scientific field to which the dissertation belongs

	Magister/Master study:

	DATA ON THE CANDIDATE

	1. CV and bibliography of the candidate

	

	2. The suitability of the candidate to respond to the set subject, objectives and hypotheses

	

	DATA ON THE DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

	1. Basic information about the doctoral dissertation

	Dissertation title:

Scientific area:

Narrow scientific field:

UDC: 

	2. The subject and significance of the research 

	

	3. Research objectives of the doctoral dissertation

	

	4. Hypotheses of the doctoral dissertation 

	

	5. Research methods and instruments (equipment)

	

	6. Expected results of the doctoral dissertation

	

	7. Actuality and suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation

	

	8. Overview of the situation in the research area (in our country and in the world)

	

	9. Connection with previous research

	

	10. Scientific contribution in a certain scientific field

	

	11. Estimation of the required time for the preparation of the dissertation, place of research

	

	COMPETENCE OF THE MENTOR/COMENTOR

	1. Name of the teacher proposed as a mentor, title, institution where he obtained his highest title, narrow scientific field

	

	2. Scientific papers that qualify the mentor for managing the doctoral dissertation 


	

	COMMISSION MEMBERS

	1. Names of Commission members, titles, institution(s) where they obtained their highest titles and narrow scientific field

	

	2. Scientific papers that qualify Commission members


	

	DATA ON THESIS APPLICATION 

	1. Statement of whether the thesis under the same name was submitted at another higher education institution

	

	CONCLUSION

	


Place: _______________

Date: ________________

Commission:

	1. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, president of the Commission;
_______________________________________________________________________

	2. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

_______________________________________________________________________

	3. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

_______________________________________________________________________

	4. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

_______________________________________________________________________

	5. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;




Separate dissenting opinion
:

	1. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

Explanation:

__________________________________________________________________________


Annex 3

REQUEST

FOR GIVING CONSENT TO THE REPORT ON THE SUITABILITY OF THE SUBJECT OF THE DOCTORAL DISSERTATION AND THE CANDIDATE
UDC code (numeric) ________________________________________________

The web address where the Commission's report on the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate can be found:

	TO THE SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF EAST SARAJEVO


In accordance with the Law on Higher Education of Republic of Srpska, we kindly ask you to give your consent to the Report on the suitability of the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate

	Dissertation title: ______________________________________________________

Scientific field of UDC (text): _______________________________________________

Candidate’s surname and name:_________________________________________________

Mentor (name and surname, title):____________________________________________

(provide a list of papers that qualify the mentor for managing the doctoral dissertation):____________________________________________________________

Short explanation of the topic (up to 100 words):___________________________________



	DATA ON THE CANDIDATE 

Candidate’s surname and name:________________________________________________
Name of the graduated faculty: ______________________________________________

Study program/major: ________________________________________________

Graduation date: ___________________________________________________

Specialization: __________________________________________________

Title of the Magister thesis: _________________________________________________

Narrow scientific area:______________________________________________________

Defense date: ________________________________________________________

Faculty and place: ______________________________________________________

Title of the Master thesis: ______________________________________________________

Narrow scientific area:______________________________________________________

Defense date: ________________________________________________________

Faculty and place: ______________________________________________________

Name and headquarters of the organization where the candidate is employed: ______________

Working place: ___________________________________________________________




	In the attachment:
	- Report of the Commission on the suitability of the subject of the doctoral dissertation and candidate; 

	
	- The decision of the scientific-teaching council of the faculty on the acceptance of the report on the suitability of the subject of the doctoral dissertation and the candidate. 


	(place and date)_______________
	stamp
	DEAN

	Faculty_____________________
	
	


Annex 4


Instructions for preparing a doctoral dissertation

The doctoral dissertation is the mandatory final part of the study program of doctoral studies and represents the student's original scientific work in a certain scientific field, which makes a new scientific contribution, i.e. contributes to the development of scientific thought.

The doctoral dissertation should be bound in hardcover, printed on A4 format paper with 2.5 mm margins, written in the third person singular, in Cyrillic or Latin, in the Serbian language or in one of the other languages of the constituent nations of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The text is printed on one side, and the pages should be numbered in the lower right corner from the introduction to the end of the dissertation. The typeface (font) used to write the main text of the doctoral dissertation should be of the antique type (Times New Roman, Garamond, Cambria, Minion, Book Antiqua, Free Serif, Linux Libertine, and similar), and the font size of the text should be 12 typographic points. Text spacing should be set to 1.5 lines. 

All tables, figures and graphs should have an appropriate title and be numbered. If the illustration is not an author's work, it is mandatory to cite the source immediately below the illustration. 

The doctoral dissertation should contain: 

1. Front page in Serbian (that is, one of the languages of the constituent nations of Bosnia and Herzegovina) and in English;

2. Data on the doctoral dissertation;

3. Statements of gratitude (optional);

4. Content;

5. Text of the work by chapters;

6. References;

7. Attachments (optional);

8. Biography of the author;

9. Declaration of authorship, Declaration of the identity of the printed and electronic versions of the doctoral dissertation, and Declaration of use.

FRONT PAGE

For the front page, the grotesque typeface is used (Arial, Helvetica, Gill Sans, Calibri, Myriad, Free Sans, Linux Biolinum, and similar). The front page contains: the name of the University of East Sarajevo (font size 16 typographic points); name of the faculty (letter size 16 typographic points), name and surname of the author (letter size 16 typographic points), title of doctoral dissertation (letter size 22 typographic points), doctoral dissertation (letter size 16 typographic points) and place and year (letter size 14 typographic points). The title page in Serbian is followed by the title page in English.

DATA ON THE DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

This page contains bibliographic data on the doctoral dissertation: UDC, scientific area and field, narrow scientific field, faculty, mentor (title, name and surname, university and faculty), number of pages, tables, graphs, pictures, appendices and references, and members of the defense commission (title, name and surname, university and faculty). This text is printed in 12 typographic points. 

Behind this page is the page with a summary of the dissertation (up to 500 words). Within the summary, the objectives of the work, research methods, results and conclusions should be presented. Keywords, up to 10 most important terms that are dealt with in the dissertation, should be listed in alphabetical order. In addition to the Serbian language, the dissertation summary with key words is also written in English. The text on these pages is printed in 12 typographic points. 

REFERENCES

References are listed alphabetically or according to the order in which they appear in the text. All works cited in the doctoral dissertation are listed. In the reference list, there must be no references that are not cited or those that are not referred to in the paper. The text of the literature is written in 12 typographic points.

ATTACHEMNTS 

If the doctoral dissertation contains certain attachments (surveys, forms, etc.), they are added at the end of the thesis and are marked with ANNEX 1, ANNEX 2 or similar.

BIOGRAPHY OF THE AUTHOR

The author's biography should be written in the third person singular, no longer than 30 lines. The text is printed in 12 typographic points. 

SIGNED DECLARATIONS

The completed and printed Declaration of authorship, Declaration of the identity of the printed and electronic versions of the doctoral dissertation, and Declaration of use are placed after the author's biography and form an integral part of the printed and electronic versions of the doctoral dissertation. 

COVER

The cover of the doctoral dissertation is designed in the same way as the title page in the language in which the doctoral dissertation was written.

ELECTRONIC VERSION OF DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

The electronic version of the doctoral dissertation stored in the Digital Repository of the University of East Sarajevo must be identical to the printed version. The electronic version of the doctoral dissertation is submitted in PDF format.

УНИВЕРЗИТЕТ У ИСТОЧНОМ САРАЈЕВУ

НАЗИВ ФАКУЛТЕТА

Име и презиме

НАСЛОВ РАДА

Докторска дисертација

Мјесто, година

UNIVERSITY OF EAST SARAJEVO
FACULTY 

Name and surname

DISSERTATION TITLE 

Doctoral Dissertation

Place, year

	Bibliographical data

UDC:

Scientific area:

Scientific field:

Narrower scientific field:

Faculty:

Mentor:

Number of pages:

Number of tables:

Number of graphs:

Number of figures:

Number of attachments:

Number of literature references:

Commission for defense:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.




Annex 5

By decision of the Teaching-Scientific Council of the _______________Faculty, University of East Sarajevo, No. _____ on __________, the Commission was appointed for the evaluation and defense of the completed doctoral dissertation of the candidate __________ under the title "__________________" (hereinafter: Commission) in the following composition: 

6. ______________________________

7. ______________________________

8. ______________________________

9. ______________________________

10. ______________________________

The Commission reviewed and evaluated the doctoral dissertation and submits to the Teaching-Scientific Council of the _______________Faculty, University of East Sarajevo, the following

REPORT
on the evaluation of the completed doctoral dissertation

	1. The significance and contribution of the doctoral dissertation from the point of view of the current situation in a specific scientific field

	

	2. Assessment that the completed doctoral dissertation is the result of the candidate's original scientific work in the relevant scientific field

	

	3. Overview of the achieved results of the candidate's work in a certain scientific field

	

	4. Evaluation of the fulfillment of scope and quality in relation to the reported topic (by chapters)


	

	5. Scientific results of the doctoral dissertation

	

	6. Applicability and usefulness of the results in theory and practice 


	

	7. Presentation of results to the scientific public 


	

	8. CONCLUSION AND PROPOSAL


	


Place: _______________

Date: ________________

Commission:

	1. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, president of the Commission;
_______________________________________________________________________

	2. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

_______________________________________________________________________

	3. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

_______________________________________________________________________

	4. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

_______________________________________________________________________

	5. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;




Separate dissenting opinion 
:

	1. _____________________________, title ______________ (Scientific area __________,  Narrow scientific area ________________________,  University ________________, Faculty______________ in _____________, member of the Commission;

Explanation: 

_______________________________________________________________________


Annex 6

REQUEST

FOR GIVING CONSENT TO THE REPORT ON THE COMPLETED DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

UDC code (numeric) ________________________________________________

The web address where the Commission's report on completed doctoral dissertation and electronic version of doctoral dissertation: 

	TO THE SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF EAST SARAJEVO


In accordance with the Law on Higher Education of Republic of Srpska, we kindly ask you to give your consent to the Report on the evaluation of the completed doctoral dissertation

	Dissertation title: ______________________________________________________

Scientific field of UDC (text): _______________________________________________

Candidate’s surname and name:_________________________________________________

Mentor and composition of the dissertation evaluation commission:______________________________

The main contribution of the dissertation (text up to 100 words):___________________________



	DATA ON THE CANDIDATE 

Candidate’s surname and name:________________________________________________
Name of the graduated faculty: ______________________________________________

Study program/major: ________________________________________________

Graduation date: ___________________________________________________

Specialization: __________________________________________________

Title of the Magister thesis: _________________________________________________

Narrow scientific area:______________________________________________________

Defense date: ________________________________________________________

Faculty and place: ______________________________________________________

Title of the Master thesis: ______________________________________________________

Narrow scientific area:______________________________________________________

Defense date: ________________________________________________________

Faculty and place: ______________________________________________________

Scientific work of the candidate from the doctoral dissertation:______________________________

Name and headquarters of the organization where the candidate is employed: ______________

Working place: ___________________________________________________________




	In the attachment:
	- Commission report on the evaluation of the completed doctoral dissertation; 

	
	- The decision of the scientific-teaching council of the faculty on the acceptance of the report on the completed doctoral dissertation. 


	(place and date)_______________
	stamp
	DEAN

	Faculty_____________________
	
	


Annex 7

Declaration of authorship

Name and surname of the author:                                                                     _____

I declare

that the doctoral dissertation entitled:_____________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________ 

· is the result of own research work;

· was not proposed for the acquisition of any degree at other higher education institutions as a whole or in parts;

· the results are correctly stated, and 

· I did not violate the copyrights and used the intellectual property of other persons. 









          Author’s signature 
                ___________________________

Place: __________________

Date: __________________

Annex 8

Declaration on the identity of the printed and electronic versions of the doctoral dissertation

Name and surname of the author:_______________________________________________

Dissertation title: ___________________________________________________________

Mentor: ___________________________________________________________________
I declare that the printed version of my doctoral dissertation is identical to the electronic version that I submitted.

I make this statement for the purpose of storing my doctoral dissertation in the Digital Repository of the University of East Sarajevo. 









          Author’s signature 
                ___________________________

Place: __________________

Date: __________________

Annex 9

Declaration of use

I authorize the University of East Sarajevo to enter my doctoral dissertation in the Digital Repository under the title: 

which is my author's work. 

I submitted the dissertation with all attachments in an electronic format suitable for permanent archiving.

My doctoral dissertation stored in the Digital Repository of the University of East Sarajevo and available in open access can be used by anyone who respects the provisions contained in the selected type of Creative Commons license that I have opted for.

· Authorship (CC BY)

· Authorship – non-commercial (CC BY-NC)

· Authorship – non-commercial – without processing (CC BY-NC-ND)

· Authorship – non-commercial – share under the same conditions (CC BY-NC-SA)

· Authorship –  without processing (CC BY-ND)

· Authorship –  share under the same conditions (CC BY-SA) 
         







       Author’s signature 
                ___________________________

Place: __________________

Date: __________________

1. Authorship (CC BY).  You permit the reproduction, distribution and public communication of the work, and adaptations, if the name of the author is indicated in the manner specified by the author or the licensor, even for commercial purposes. This is the most free of all licenses.
2. Authorship - non-commercial (CC BY-NC). You permit the reproduction, distribution and public communication of the work, and adaptations, if the author's name is mentioned in the manner specified by the author or the licensor. This license does not permit commercial use of the work.
3. Authorship - non-commercial - without processing (CC BY-NC-ND). You permit the reproduction, distribution and public communication of the work, without changing, reshaping or using the work within your own work, if the name of the author is indicated in the manner specified by the author or the licensor. This license does not permit commercial use of the work. In relation to all other licenses, this license limits the maximum scope of the right to use the work. 
 4. Authorship - non-commercial - share under the same conditions (CC BY-NC-SA). You permit the reproduction, distribution and public communication of the work, and adaptations, if the author's name is indicated in the manner specified by the author or licensor and if the adaptation is distributed under the same or a similar license. This license does not allow commercial use of the work and adaptations.
5. Authorship - without processing (CC BY-ND). You permit the reproduction, distribution and public communication of the work, without changing, reshaping or using the work within your own work, if the name of the author is indicated in the manner specified by the author or the licensor. This license permits commercial use of the work.
6. Authorship – share under the same conditions (CC BY-SA). You permit the reproduction, distribution and public communication of the work, and adaptations, if the author's name is indicated in the manner specified by the author or licensor and if the adaptation is distributed under the same or a similar license. This license permits commercial use of the work and adaptations. It is similar to software licenses, i.e. open source licenses. 
Note: This text is not an integral part of the author's Declaration of use, but represents an explanation of individual licenses. 


[image: image1.emf]
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE MENTOR ON THE PROGRESS OF DOCTORAL STUDENT

	The academic year for which the report is submitted
	

	GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE DOCTORAL STUDENT

	Title, name, parent's name, surname
	

	Faculty
	

	Study program
	

	Date of enrollment in doctoral studies
	

	Title of doctoral dissertation 
	

	Scientific area
	

	The date of the session of the Senate of the University where consent was given on the topic of the doctoral dissertation and the mentor was appointed
	

	Index number
	

	MENTOR/COMENTOR

	Mentor
	(Title, name and surname)
	(Institution and country)
	(Scientific area)

	Comentor
	(Title, name and surname)
	(Institution and country)
	(Scientific area)

	REPORT

	Research objective and hypothesis (evaluation)

	

	Research methodology (evaluation)

	

	Bibliography (evaluation)

	

	Doctoral Dissertation Contribution (evaluation)

	

	Compliance with ethical standards of scientific work (evaluation)

	

	EVALUATION OF THE DOCTORAL STUDENT


	How satisfied are you with the quality of the meetings held with the doctoral student?
	54       3       2       1       

	(If the previous answer is "1" or "2", give an explanation and suggestions for improvement)

	Has a work plan been defined with the doctoral student?
	NOYES       

	Did the doctoral student make progress according to the defined work plan?
	NOYES       

	(If the previous answer is "no", give an explanation and suggestions for improvement)

	The quality of the progress of the doctoral student's research work in the period between the two reports is:
	54       3       2       1       

	(If the previous answer is "1" or "2", give an explanation and suggestions for improvement)

	Evaluate the doctoral student's readiness for consultations.
	54       3       2       1       

	Assess the planning and execution of annual research activities and professional development of doctoral students.
	54       3       2       1       

	Assess the progress in mastering the methodology of scientific and research work.
	54       3       2       1       

	Assess the activities carried out on the writing and publication of scientific papers.
	54       3       2       1       

	Assess the doctoral student's general attitude towards studies.
	54       3       2       1       

	Assess the overall quality of the doctoral student's work.
	54       3       2       1       

	(If the previous answer is "1" or "2", give an explanation and suggestions for improvement)

	Note

	(Fill if necessary)

	STATEMENT OF THE MENTOR/COMENTOR

	

	Place,

Date

Name and surname of the mentor

______________________________ 

Name and surname of the comentor

______________________________




* The report is submitted once a year to the committee of the study program of the third cycle of studies

� In accordance with Article 33 of the Rulebook on studying in the third cycle of studies at the University of East Sarajevo


� In accordance with Article 31 of the Rulebook on studying in the third cycle of studies at the University of East Sarajevo


� Commission members who do not agree with the opinion of the majority of the Commission members are obliged to enter a dissenting opinion in the report with an explanation of the reasons for not agreeing with the opinion of the majority of the Commission members (the Commission member who dissented must sign below the statement of dissenting opinion)


� Fulfillment of scope and quality in relation to the reported topic, in particular, should include: analytical and systematic approach in evaluating the research subject, goal and tasks in the research; fulfillment of the scientific approach in proving claims or assumptions in hypotheses, with data processing.


� Emphasize especially the applicability and usefulness in relation to the existing solutions of theory and practice.


� In accordance with Article 37 of the Rulebook on studying in the third cycle of studies at the University of East Sarajevo.


� In the conclusion, among other things, the name of the qualification that the doctoral student acquires by defending the thesis is stated.


� Commission members who do not agree with the opinion of the majority of the Commission members are obliged to enter a dissenting opinion in the report with an explanation of the reasons for not agreeing with the opinion of the majority of the Commission members (the Commission member who dissented must sign below the statement of dissenting opinion)





�Assessments are: 1 - insufficient, 2 - sufficient, 3 - good, 4 - very good, 5 - excellent






