Appendix 3
to the Regulations of Intercollegiate Biotechnology Doctoral School of UG and MUG

TERMS OF CONDUCTING THE MIDTERM EVALUATION BY THE COMMITTEE

§1.

The committee conducts the midterm evaluation following the procedure referred to in sections
2-4.

§ 2.

1. The committee determines whether a doctoral student conducts the research according to
a submitted research plan and its amendments, in particular, to a doctoral dissertation
schedule (Yes or No).

2. In case the research is conducted in accordance with the research plan (Yes), the result is
deemed positive and the committee prepares a justification for such a result. In case the
research is not conducted according to the submitted research plan (No), the committee
follows the procedure referred to in section 3.

§ 3.

1. The committee determines whether the submitted reasons for not completing the research
plan are sufficient and accurately documented and whether the suggested corrective actions
ensure the conclusion of the plan (Yes or No).

2. If the submitted reasons are sufficient and accurately documented and the suggested
corrective actions ensure the conclusion of the plan (Yes), the committee follows the procedure
referred to in section 4.

3. If the submitted reasons are not sufficient and accurately documented and the suggested
corrective actions do not ensure the conclusion of the plan (No), the result is deemed negative
and the committee prepares a justification for such a result.

§ 4.

1. The committee determines whether the doctoral student’s progress in the implementation
of the research plan enables the completion of doctoral school education (the submission of a
doctoral dissertation) within the time frame specified in the research plan (Yes or No).

2. In case the doctoral student’s progress in the implementation of the research plan enables
the submission of a doctoral dissertation within the time frame specified in the plan (Yes), the
result is deemed positive and the committee prepares a justification for such a result.

3. In case the doctoral student’s progress in the implementation of the research plan does not
enable the submission of a doctoral dissertation within the time frame specified in the plan
(No), the result is deemed negative and the committee prepares a justification for such a result.



§ 5.

The procedure for conducting the midterm evaluation referred to in sections 2—4 is represented
in the following diagram:
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