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Annex 3.15
Minutes
Date: _________;   The Doctoral School of______________,   Time:_____________;   Location: _____________________________                     
The public defense committee, appointed by the Decision no. ____________ of ____________________ of the Rector of „Alexandru Ioan Cuza” University  of Iași, following the public defense, assessed  the dissertation defended by Ms./Mr. ___________________________ entitled “________________________________________________________”.
Qualifications granted by the members of the committee: 

	No
	Name
	Role 
	Qualification*
	Signature

	1
	
	President of the jury
	
	

	2
	
	Academic supervisor
	
	

	3
	
	Official evaluator
	
	

	4
	
	Official evaluator
	
	

	5
	
	Official evaluator
	
	


Following the members’ discussion, the committee decides to grant the qualification ___________*

Based on the qualifications received by the doctoral students for the exams, scientific reports and the assessment of the doctoral dissertation, the public defense committee decides to grant / not to grant the PhD diploma in the doctoral field of ___________________________________.

* Based on the public defense of the doctoral dissertation and the official evaluators’ reports, the public defense committee evaluates the dissertation and grant one of the following qualifications: “Excellent”, “Very Good”, “Good”, “Satisfactory” and “Unsatisfactory”. The qualification “Excellent” is usually granted to maximum 15% of the candidates that obtain the PhD title from a certain university during an academic year.

Note:
The qualification, “Excellent”, “Very Good”, or “Good” shall be written on the diploma along with its Latin correspondent, as follows:  

a) for the qualification “Excelent“ the Latin correspondent is “Summa cum laude”;

b) for the qualification “Very Good” the Latin correspondent is “Magna cum laude”;

c) for the qualification “Good” the Latin correspondent is “Cum laude“.

