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PROCEEDINGS OF THE DOCTORAL THESIS DEFENSE
In the city of …………………………………., on ………………………………………...……., at the Faculty/School …………………………………………… via video conference (do select the VC format):
☐ Hybrid (semi-remote VC), for remote assistance of (member of the Examining Board who attends the session remotely): …………………………………..............................................,
☐ Fully distributed (fully remote VC),
the Examining Board in charge of the assessment of the doctoral thesis of Mr./Mrs. ………………………………………...……., with ID doc.: ………………………………………...……., meets.
The thesis title is: “....………………………………………………………………………………………. …………………………………………………………………………………………………………………...……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………”
and it has been supervised by the following Doctors: ..………………………………………………………. …………….…………………………………………………………………………………………………….……………………………..
.…………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………….………
within the doctoral program ……………………………………………..………………………………………………….
…………………………………………….……… (according to Royal Decree 99/2011, of 28 January).
The Examining Board, approved by the International Doctoral School of the University of Castilla-La Mancha on ……/………………/…………, is composed by the following Doctors:
Chair: Mr. /Mrs. ……………………………………………………….……………………………...…….,
Secretary: Mr. /Mrs. ………………………………………………………………………………...…….,
Board member: Mr. /Mrs. ……………………………………………………………………….….….
The Secretary verifies the identity of the participants (doctoral candidate and members of the Examining Board), which is duly confirmed.
The Chair states that all the required procedures provided for in Royal Decree 99/2011, of 28 January, and in University of Castilla- La Mancha’s doctoral studies Regulation on the elaboration and evaluation of the doctoral thesis have been fulfilled.
The Examining Board declares the public session open, with the doctoral candidate appearing before it. 
The Secretary reads out articles 14.4. and 14.7 of R.D. 99/2011, of 28 January, which regulates official doctoral studies, according to the amendment introduced by R.D. 534/2013, of 12 July.
“14.4. The Doctoral Thesis shall be assessed at a public reading which will consist of the presentation and defense, in the presence of the Examining Board members, of the research work carried out by the doctoral student. Doctors attending the public session may formulate questions within the time and in the manner indicated by the Examining Board Chair.
14.7. The Examining Board shall issue both a report and the overall grade granted to the thesis according to the following scale: “fail”, “pass”, “very good” and “excellent”.
The Examining Board may propose the thesis to be awarded the mention of “cum laude” if the overall grade is “excellent” and a unanimous positive secret vote is cast to this effect. 
The University shall enable the necessary mechanisms to materialise the final concession of the aforementioned award, ensuring that the votes for this honour are counted in a different session from that corresponding to the defense of the doctoral thesis.”
At ……. (am/pm), and applying the aforementioned precepts, the doctoral student starts his/her intervention, consisting of the explanation of the research work carried out, the methodology, content and conclusions, with a special mention to his/her original contributions.
Once the members of the Examining Board's opinions have been expressed about the thesis and when the doctoral student’s answers to the questions and objections raised by them have been heard, the Chair invites the attending doctors (attendees) to formulate questions or objections they deem appropriate.
Subsequently, the Examining Board invites the doctoral student and the attending public to leave the room and, in private session, its deliberation begins. For that purpose, every member of The Examining Board presents its criteria regarding the student’s performance in defense of his/ her doctoral thesis.
During the session, the stipulated remote assistance tools were made available, and the content of the participants' statements was secured along with the time they occurred, as well as the real-time interactivity and communication between them.
Once concluded the deliberation and after having voted in secret session, at …… : ..… (am/pm) of the aforementioned date, it’s agreed to give the doctoral thesis the mark: ……. (*)
Afterwards, just in case the thesis has been graded as “SOBRESALIENTE” (Excellent), each member of the Examining Board submits a secret vote for the proposal of the “Cum Laude” award. Considering the Court’s remote attendance circumstances facing the “Cum Laude” distinction for the doctoral thesis, the Examining Board agreed that each member of the court would cast their vote directly to doctorado@uclm.es from their respective institutional email accounts.
Should a positive vote be issued unanimously by the members of the Examining Board, the “Cum Laude” Honour would be added to the “SOBRESALIENTE” mark, and the result would be properly communicated to the doctoral candidate, to his/her director/s and to the responsible for the PhD program.
	THE CHAIR



Sgd.: …………………………………
	THE MEMBER



Sgd.: …………………………………
	THE SECRETARY



Sgd.: …………………………………


______________
(*) NO APTO (Fail), APROBADO (Pass), NOTABLE (Very Good) or SOBRESALIENTE (Excellent).
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