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Doctoral Regulations of Faculty 2 — Cultural Studies and Aesthetic
Communication

at the University of Hildesheim (Dr. phil.)

Faculty 2 — Cultural Studies and Aesthetic Communication — has passed the following Doctoral
Regulations (Dr. phil.) pursuant to Article 44, para. 2 of the Lower Saxony Higher Education Act
(NHG, Niederséchsisches Hochschulgesetz). The Executive Committee approved the
Regulations pursuant to Art. 37, para. 1 No. 5 b) NHG on 10 July 2024.

Article 1
Conferral of Doctoral Degree

) The University of Hildesheim confers through Faculty 2 — Cultural Studies and Aesthetic
Communication — the degree of Doctor of Philosophy (Dr. phil.).

2) The doctoral programme serves the purpose of demonstrating proficiency in independent,
in-depth scientific work. Proof of this is provided by way of:

1. an academic thesis accepted as a dissertation
2. asuccessfully completed defence and
3. mandatory academic activities during the doctorate (Article 8)

(3) The scientific work (paragraph 2) must be related to the subject areas represented in the
Faculty.

(4) The Faculty is also authorised to award honorary doctorates (Dr. phil. h.c.) in recognition of
outstanding scientific work, cultural merit or excellence in services for the advancement of science.
Proposals for the awarding of an honorary doctorate are submitted to the Faculty jointly by no less
than three members of the circle of professors. They shall provide the Faculty with sufficient
relevant documents suitable to substantiate fulfilment of the criteria pursuant to sentence 1 and to
be used to obtain third-party assessments. The decision on the awarding of an honorary doctorate
requires a majority of two thirds of the members of the Faculty Council and the majority of votes
of the circle of professors on the Faculty Council. The Senate’s opinion must be obtained.

(5) An honorary doctorate is awarded by the handing over of a certificate signed for this purpose
by the President and the Dean of the Faculty which must highlight the work of the recipient of the
honorary doctorate. The honorary doctorate shall be conferred by the Dean of the Faculty as part
of a suitable ceremony.

Article 2
Doctoral Board, Doctoral Commission, Doctoral Committee

(1) The body responsible for executing the doctoral procedure is the Doctoral Board. The chair is
held by the current Dean. The Board shall further comprise members drawn from the circle of
members of the Faculty: three professors or persons who have completed upper doctorates
(Habilitierte) as well as one post-doctoral research associate who shall be elected for a term of
two years by the respective group members of the Faculty Council.

(2) The Doctoral Board shall form a Doctoral Commission with respect to each doctoral project
and shall comprise a minimum of three members. The Doctoral Board shall determine the chair of
the commission from those members on the Doctoral Board who are professors or have completed
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upper doctorates who shall appoint reviewers to examine the submitted paper in accordance with
Article 9 para. 1. (The chairs of a Doctoral Commission may not simultaneously be appointed as
reviewers of the doctoral project.) In the appointment of reviewers, the supervisors of the
respective doctoral project shall generally be considered pursuant to Article 6. The Doctoral
Commission shall also include, in addition to the chair, the appointed reviewers.

(3) The Doctoral Board shall also form a Doctoral Committee with respect to each doctoral project;
said committee shall be responsible for scientific supervision of the doctoral project in addition to
the main supervisor. The Doctoral Committee shall comprise the main supervisor and a mentor.
Additional supervisors may be added. In cases of a doctoral project carried out in co-operation
with another Faculty of the University of Hildesheim or another university, the committee shall be
complemented by a further supervisor of that Faculty or from that university.

(4) The Doctoral Board shall decide by a majority of votes cast. In the case of purely formal
decisions, the chair may decide without convening the commission. In such cases the other
members of the commission shall be notified immediately. In justified circumstances, each
member may demand a commission meeting be convened within 14 days in order to consider an
issue decided by the chair alone.

(5) All boards, commissions and committees should consist of more than one gender.

Art. 3
Joint Doctoral Supervision of Doctoral work with Other Universities or
Research Institutions

(1) Agreements on joint doctoral supervision of doctoral work with one or more other doctorate-
granting universities or research organisations in Germany or abroad are performed on the basis
of individual agreements between the University of Hildesheim and the universities or research
institutions concerned.

(2) The agreements entered into by the University of Hildesheim with other doctorate-granting
universities or research institutions on joint supervision of doctoral work may deviate from the
regulations of these Doctoral Regulations relating to the composition and the formal procedure.

(3) The joint doctoral supervision of doctoral work requires prior acceptance of the doctoral
candidate both at the University of Hildesheim pursuant to Articles 4 and 5 and at the other
doctorate-awarding university.

(4) As specified in the agreement pursuant to Article 1, the thesis may be submitted to the
University of Hildesheim or at the other doctorate-awarding university. A dissertation that has been
submitted to the other doctorate-awarding university and was accepted or rejected there may not
be submitted again to the University of Hildesheim. The agreement pursuant to Article 1 must also
ensure that any dissertation submitted to the University of Hildesheim and accepted or finally
rejected here cannot be submitted again at the other doctorate-granting university.

(5) The dissertation (Article 7) shall be submitted as agreed with the cooperating institution in
German or English and with a summary in each of the national languages of the institutions
involved. A different language can be agreed upon in individual cases between the institutions
involved.

(6) Further details of the double doctorate procedure are governed in the agreement pursuant to
Article 1.

(7) One member of the Doctoral Board who is not a reviewer shall be a member of the Doctoral
Commission of the joint doctorate. This member shall ensure that the agreement pursuant to
Article 1 is complied with, that doctoral regulations are respected, and that the results are duly
documented.
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(8) After successful conclusion of the joint doctoral project, the universities involved will issue a
doctoral certificate in which the doctorate is conferred under the respective national law. Both
certificates contain a notice that the respective doctorate is awarded jointly by the universities
involved. The agreement pursuant to Article 1 shall ensure that any additional foreign certificate
awarded contains a reference to the joint Supervision of Doctoral Work with the University of
Hildesheim.

Article 4
Requirements for Acceptance as Doctoral Candidate and the admission to the doctoral
examination procedure

(1) Previous acceptance as a doctoral candidate by the doctoral board is a requirement for
enrolment and later admission to the doctoral examination procedure.

(2) The applicant for acceptance as doctoral candidate and for admission to the doctoral
examination procedure must generally present proof of graduation with a high grade in a scientific
or scientific-artistic course of studies by way of a Diploma or Master’s Certificate, or a certificate
of the first state examination for qualification as a secondary school teacher, or equivalent (foreign)
graduation. The completed programme or course of studies must have obvious reference to the
subject areas represented within the Faculty. The Doctoral Board may consider exceptions or
specify further qualifications which serve the purpose of demonstrating the applicant’s proficiency
in in-depth scientific work.

(3) To be accepted, the planned or completed paper must not have been presented in whole or in
part at another scientific or artistic-scientific university or have been accepted or rejected as a
dissertation by any such university.

(4) The submission of a thesis of which individual parts have been previously published is possible.

(5) The submission of a previously published scientific paper may be accepted under certain
circumstances by the Doctoral Board for review.

(6) A collection of texts comprising separate independent sections shall not be accepted as a
dissertation.

Article 5
Acceptance as Doctoral Candidate

(1) The application for acceptance as a doctoral candidate shall be addressed in text form to the
Dean. The application shall include:

1. Proof of a completed scientific or scientific-artistic course of studies and, if applicable,
further certified proof of fulfilment of the requirements pursuant to Article 4, paras. 1 and 2
(graduation certificates, transcripts of records, diploma supplements).

2. Detalils of the scientific project:

a) Working title of the dissertation
b) Presentation of the planned work schedule
c) Statement of the doctoral subject.

An affidavit that there are no hindrances pursuant to Article 4 para. 3.

A supervision agreement

- in which the faculty member at Hildesheim University is named, who is to supervise the

dissertation,

- listing the individual supervisory elements (e.g. regular supervisory meetings, factual
reports or presentations about the project in colloquia),

- in which arrangements are made with respect to the required academic activities during
the doctorate (Article 8),

W



Official Journal University of Hildesheim — Issue 194 — No. 09 / 2024 (09.09.2024)

- including a proposal for the members to be appointed to the Doctoral Committee,

- including an obligation by both parties to comply with the rules of good scientific
practice.

A positive evaluation by the main supervisor with respect to the doctoral project.

A declaration on any previous acceptances as doctoral candidate and, where applicable,

any confirmations on the withdrawal of such acceptances.

o u

(2) Acceptance as doctoral candidate shall be granted if the criteria pursuant to para. 1 are fulfilled.
The Doctoral Board shall decide as to the acceptance and the appointments to the Doctoral
Committee. Acceptance shall be communicated to the doctoral candidate in writing. The Doctoral
Board may specify secondary qualifications of the doctoral candidate, which serve the purpose of
demonstrating proficiency in in-depth scientific work. The secondary qualifications shall be
included as a condition in the notice of acceptance as a doctoral candidate.

(3) With the acceptance of the applicant as a doctoral candidate, the faculty enters the obligation
to execute the doctoral project insofar as the requirements for admission to the doctoral
examination procedure are given.

(4) A positive decision of acceptance is valid for five years. The applicant must apply for admission
to the doctoral examination procedure within this period. After expiry of this term, an application
may be submitted for extension of the acceptance as doctoral candidate for another five years.
Such application does not require a specific form. The Dean, as chair of the Doctoral Board, shall
decide on the application.

(5) After acceptance as a doctoral candidate, academic activities during the doctorate will be
accompanied by a Doctoral Committee. The committee shall support the doctoral candidate in
and during their scientific qualification.

Article 6
Supervision of Doctoral Candidates

(1) The doctoral candidate shall be supervised in their dissertational work by a main supervisor
and by the Doctoral Committee. The main supervisor and any additional supervisors of a doctoral
project may be selected from the circle of professors and all members of Faculty 2 of the University
of Hildesheim who have completed upper doctorates (Habilitierte). Professors and members of
the teaching staff from other universities who have completed upper doctorates may act as
additional supervisors. Suitable selection procedures of identified junior group leaders, who are
autonomously in charge of junior research groups, for which they independently develop scientific
concepts, shall be deemed to have parity with junior professors of the Faculty with respect to
supervision and review of dissertations. The comparability of the evaluation procedure shall be
ascertained by the Faculty Council on a case-by-case basis for the leaders of the junior groups.
All members of the circle of professors, persons who have completed upper doctorates or post-
doctoral research lecturers at a university may take on the role of mentor. The Doctoral Board
shall decide as to exceptions to sentences 1 through 3 of this article.

(2) The role of supervisor is ruled out in the event of potential bias pursuant to Article 20 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (VWVfG, Verwaltungsverfahrensgesetz). If there are circumstances
that give rise to concerns of bias pursuant to Article 21 VwVTG, the Office of the Dean shall decide
on further procedure.

(3) In the case of serious issues in the supervisory relationship, the doctoral candidate shall
contact the Dean, the mentor or the representative body for doctoral candidates. They shall act
as mediators between the doctoral candidate and the supervisor in question and endeavour to
come to a solution within the possibilities available.
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Article 7
Admission to the doctoral examination procedure

(1) The application for admission to the doctoral examination procedure shall be addressed in
writing to the Dean.

(2) The application shall include:

a) four typed or printed copies of a thesis generally in German or English language
(dissertation), together with an electronic version of the same thesis in the form considered
standard at universities. (For a template of front page see Annex 1). Annexes to the
dissertation shall be submitted in a printed and a digital version. The presentation of
several scientific papers is permissible as an exception and only if the submitted papers
fulfil the requirements as per Article 1 para. 2, only if they are not part of a collaborative
effort (teamwork), and only if they are topically connected and the compilation is coherent;
the coherence of the papers must be made evident and argued in a written introduction
and conclusion.

b) proof of required academic activities during the doctorate. For more details refer to
Article 8,

c) an affidavit that the applicant wrote the thesis themselves, without unauthorised
assistance, and that all resources used are itemised in full,

d) a curriculum vitae with details of studies and education,

e) a certified copy of the graduating certificate in accordance with Article 4 para. 1 if not
already submitted as part of the procedure in accordance with Article 5; if appropriate
together with proof of required secondary qualification as specified in Article 4 para. 2
sentence 3,

f) an assurance that no hindrances exist pursuant to Article 4 para. 3,

g) an assurance that the candidate is familiar with and has complied with the “Regulations to
Safeguard Good Scientific Practice at the University of Hildesheim” (Annex 3) and the
regulations of current Doctoral Regulations,

h) a declaration of consent that the dissertation can also be used for the purpose of reviewing
compliance with generally applicable scientific standards, specifically applying electronic
data processing software.

(3) The applicant may submit proposals for the appointment of reviewers in accordance with Article
9 para. 1.

(4) The application for admission may be withdrawn by the applicant any time before the final
reviews by both reviewers have been completed and submitted. In such a case, the attempt at
admission to the doctoral examination procedure will be deemed as not undertaken.

(5) The decision as to admission to the doctoral examination procedure is ultimately that of the
Doctoral Board. If the admission is granted, the Doctoral Board shall activate the Doctoral
Commission and appoint the reviewers.

(6) The admission or rejection shall be communicated to the applicant in writing by the chair of the
Doctoral Board.

Article 8
Mandatory academic activities during the doctorate

(1) The admission to the doctoral examination procedure also presumes verification of special
scientific or scientific-artistic work to be made after graduation from the studies pursuant to
Article 4.

(2) In addition to having attained expertise in the subject of the doctorate, the applicant should
also have acquired comprehensive knowledge in scientific work, in particular in the presentation,
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discussion and interdisciplinary transfer of scientific content. In each case, it is necessary to
provide evidence that parts of the dissertational project have been presented within the framework
of university colloquia or scientific conferences. The Faculty or the departments participating in
the doctoral procedures are committed to ensuring appropriate teaching, further education and
discussion events.

(3) Proof of the mandatory academic activities during the doctorate must be submitted with the
application for admission to the doctoral examination procedure. Such proof generally comprises
either the verification of successful participation in colloquia for doctoral candidates and in doctoral
study courses at the University of Hildesheim or another doctorate-granting university by way of
active participation in scientific conferences. Also accepted are documented scientific research
activities (papers, presentations, conference participation) in the subject areas of the doctorate.
The decision on acceptance of the documented proof of work presented is the prerogative of the
Doctoral Board.

Article 9
Review of Submitted Thesis

(1) In order to review the thesis submitted as to its suitability as a dissertation, at least two
members of the circle of professors, holders of honorary professorships, guest professorships or
persons who have completed upper doctorates (Habilitierte) shall be appointed to assess the
thesis. At least one of those persons appointed to perform the assessment must be a member or
an associate of Faculty 2 of the University of Hildesheim. If it is considered necessary in order to
assess the scientific work, a further external assessment by a member of the circle of professors
or a person who has completed an upper doctorate may be commissioned. The proposals
submitted by the applicant may be considered when selecting the reviewers.

(2) The Doctoral Board may obtain further assessments if a requested assessment is not
completed in time or if further written assessments seem necessary in the decision-making
process. The Doctoral Board will also decide whether further assessments must be obtained or
whether an assessment that is submitted after expiry of the grace period should be still taken into
consideration.

(3) The reviewers shall submit their assessments within three months and shall either propose
acceptance or rejection of the paper. Should conditions be specified for the acceptance of the
thesis and the paper/thesis is not rejected, the Doctoral Commission may issue an adequate
deadline for fulfilment of the conditions. which cannot be extended without good reasons.
Thereafter the reviewers shall prepare their final assessments and, in case of acceptance, grade
the dissertation.

The following grading system shall be used:

outstanding  (summa cum laude) O
very good (magna cum laude) 1
good (cum laude) 2
sufficient (rite) 3

If the thesis is rejected, a grade of 5 shall be given (fail).

If two written assessments classify the dissertation as “outstanding” (summa cum laude) a third
assessment is required and has to be requested. In this case, one of the three assessments has
to be completed by an external reviewer.

(4) The chair of the Doctoral Commission shall distribute the assessments to the members of the
Doctoral Commission in electronic form or as a hardcopy and publicise receipt of the assessments
within the Faculty. All professors and all doctoral members of the Faculty have the right to read
the paper and the assessments. All professors and all members of the Faculty who have
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completed upper doctorates (Habilitierte) have the right to announce their own written opinion
concerning the proposed evaluation within two weeks that must be available within four weeks of
the date of the announcement. The same right to read, access and comment is also granted to
professors and members of other faculties of the University of Hildesheim who have completed
upper doctorates, insofar as the subject of the dissertation falls within the domains of their
respective research. The Doctoral Commission decides as to whether the comments and opinions
are to be considered when evaluating the paper.

(5) In the case that all reviewers propose acceptance of the thesis, and no members of the Faculty
demand a rejection, the thesis shall be deemed accepted. In this case, the grade of the
dissertation shall be specified by the chair of the Doctoral Commission based on the grades
proposed by the reviewers. The grade of the dissertation shall be determined based on the
average of the individual grades (mathematical average) and the rounding to one place after the
decimal point. A grade of 0 is designated outstanding, a grade of up to and including 1.5 shall be
designated very good, up to and including 2.5 as good, up to and including 3.0 as sufficient.

(6) If the dissertation is not accepted in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 5, the
Doctoral Commission shall decide at a meeting as to acceptance or rejection of the dissertation
and in the case of acceptance determine the grade. The reviewers, who are not already members
of the Doctoral Commission, are invited to this meeting in an advisory capacity. If the written
assessments issued by the reviewers and, if applicable, the opinions pursuant to para. 4 sentence
3 are deemed insufficient for reaching a decision as to the acceptance of the dissertation, the
Doctoral Commission may consult further reviewers. If the Doctoral Commission arrives at a tied
vote with respect to acceptance or rejection of the thesis, the paper shall be rejected. The grade
shall be calculated pursuant to para. 5; any rejected papers shall be graded with mathematical
average value of five.

(7) In the case that all reviewers propose rejection of the thesis, the dissertation shall be deemed
as rejected without the need for a meeting of the Doctoral Commission.

(8) In the case that the thesis is accepted as a dissertation, the candidate shall be advised
accordingly by the Doctoral Commission together with the grade. The candidates shall be provided
with a copy of the assessment.

(9) If the thesis is rejected as a dissertation, the doctoral programme is terminated. The applicant
shall be advised of this result by the Dean. A copy of the rejected paper shall be placed in the
Faculty’s files together with all reports and assessments. The applicant has the right to review the
doctoral file.

Article 10
Defence

(1) The oral component of the work shall take the form of a defence and shall be conducted by
the chair of the Doctoral Commission.

(2) The Doctoral Commission shall set the date for the defence within six months of acceptance
of the dissertation (Article 9 para. 5 or 6),

(3) The defence generally takes 90 minutes. It consists of

1. a lecture by the examinee of twenty-five to thirty minutes that covers the topic of the
dissertation and addresses critical observations and comments of the assessments;

2. adiscussion of this lecture, in which the results of the work are evaluated within the context
of the respective scientific discipline.

(4) The defence is held before the Doctoral Commission in German or in English. With the consent
of the examinee, the commission may agree on another language. Considering Article 11, the
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Chair shall decide whether the defence will take place in person or in digital form (video
conference) and will inform all parties concerned.

(5) During the defence, in addition to the doctoral candidate, only members of the Doctoral
Commission and the Doctoral Board have the right to speak and ask questions. The chair may
grant the right to speak to other doctoral members of university.

(6) The defence takes place before the members and associates of the university. Other persons
may be present during the defence with the consent of the candidate and the unanimous consent
of the Doctoral Commission. If it is not possible for the defence to take place in an orderly fashion,
the public may be excluded by decision of the chair. The members of the Doctoral Board have the
right to be present at all times during a defence.

(7) A member or associate of the Faculty appointed by the chair of the Doctoral Commission shall
take minutes of the defence, itemising important points of the discussion and the result of the
defence.

(8) After completion of the defence, the Doctoral Commission shall decide whether the defence
has been successful or not. In the event that the defence is successful, each member of the
commission shall grade the defence individually by entering a single overall grade using the
grading system as set out in Article 9 para. 3. The result of the defence shall be determined
pursuant to Article 9 para. 4 sentences 3 and 4. The evaluation shall take place without the
presence of the person taking minutes. The candidate shall be notified of the assessment by the
Doctoral Commission chair directly after the decision is reached. The notification and as such the
act of awarding the doctorate shall take place thereafter by reading out the PhD Certificate to be
issued (Annex 2) without referring to the grade. If, in the case of joint doctoral programmes (Article
3), the assessment scales deviate from each other, the joint commission shall assess the defence
following both assessment scales.

(9) If the defence is not successful, it may be repeated within a deadline to be set by the chair of
the Doctoral Commission. The defence may be repeated only once.

Article 11
Regulations on a Defence in Electronic Form

(1) In general, the defence shall be held in the form of an in-presence examination. For good
reasons and with the consent of the doctoral candidate and the members of the Doctoral
Commission, the chair of the Doctoral Commission may permit that the defence is carried out in
electronic form.

(2) Examinations in electronic form are held exclusively using the video conferencing systems and
web browser-based examination platforms of the University of Hildesheim. The following personal
data categories of the participants

1. university e-mail address,

2. (account) name,

3. authentication features,

4. communication contents, including but not limited to audio and video data,

5. the data technically required to provide the web browser-based examination platform and
the video conferencing system,

6. a current telephone number for the purposes stated in sentence 3,

will be recorded, stored temporarily and transferred to the participants. For the purpose of
consultations in the event of technical failures, the telephone numbers of the doctoral candidate,
the examiners and the advisors may be made available to the chair and the deputy chair to enable
them to contact the participants and to continue and conclude the defence.
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(3) The doctoral candidate must identify themselves digitally at the beginning of the defence. Their
camera must be switched on continuously and the doctoral candidate must be visible at all times,
unless the chair has permitted a break. Recording of the oral examination in electronic form is
forbidden.

(4) If the transmission of the image or sound is disrupted briefly during the oral examination in
electronic form without significant disruption to the examination, the defence will continue once
the disruption has been rectified. If the technical disruption persists or occurs repeatedly so that
the examination is significantly disrupted, the defence will be repeated at a later date. The chair is
responsible for assessing whether a significant disruption has taken place, or a significant part of
the examination has been achieved.

Article 12
Withdrawal, Discontinuation, Compensation for Disadvantages

(2) If the doctoral candidate withdraws from the defence after it has been announced within the
University of Hildesheim, or if the candidate fails to take part in the defence, the defence will be
deemed as not passed, unless the chair of the Doctoral Commission recognises a good reason
for the withdrawal. The good reason must be made known by the candidate and credibly
substantiated in writing to the chair of the Doctoral Commission without delay. If iliness is asserted
as a good reason, a medical certificate that indicates the inability to take part in the defence at the
given time of the defence must be submitted to the Chair without delay. The illness of near relatives
requiring supervision or care as defined in Article 12 (3) Nos. 1 and 3 NHG will be treated in the
same way as the illness of the examinee. A bereavement of a close relative shall be recognised
as a good reason after submission of the corresponding proof. If there is a good reason, a new
date for the defence will generally be set within ten weeks. In such a case, the defence that has
not taken place will be deemed to have not been attempted. The chair of the Doctoral Commission
shall inform the candidate accordingly.

(2) If the doctoral candidate discontinues the examination announced within the university, the
examination will be deemed as not passed, unless the Chair of the Doctoral Commision
recognises a good reason asserted by the candidate. The commission shall decide on this
immediately after the discontinued examination. The commission may also interrupt the
examination if continuation until the end of the oral examination of the following day seems
possible and if the doctoral candidate consents. The possibility for members of the university to
attend the continuation of the examination must then be ensured by the chair of the Doctoral
Commission. If the doctoral candidate asserts an unforeseen illness as a good reason, a medical
certificate that indicates the inability to take part in the examination at the given time of the
examination must be submitted to the chair of the Doctoral Commission without delay. Para. 1
sentences 6 through 8 apply mutatis mutandis.

(3) If the doctoral candidate is not able to prove by submission of a medical certificate that they
have not been in a position (e.g. due to protracted, permanent or continuous hindrance) to take
an examination in part or in full in the required form, the Doctoral Commission, with the consent
of the Dean, shall decide on regulations designed to compensate for disadvantages while
maintaining the character of the thesis.

Article 13
Determining the Overall Grade

(1) If the defence is successful, the Doctoral Commission shall determine an overall grade. In so
doing, the grade for the defence counts singly and the grade for the dissertation counts double.
The overall grade shall be calculated pursuant to Article 9 para. 5 sentences 3 and 4.



Official Journal University of Hildesheim — Issue 194 — No. 09 / 2024 (09.09.2024)

(2) The grades are recorded in writing by the chair of the Doctoral Commission and confirmed by
the signatures of the members of the Doctoral Commission. The examinee is informed of the
grades by the chair of the Doctoral Commission.

Article 14
Examination Fail

The examination is failed if the thesis submitted by the doctoral candidate is rejected as a
dissertation or if the defence is ultimately failed. The Dean shall issue a notice in accordance with
Article 19 with respect to examination failure.

Article 15
Publication of Dissertation

(1) If the doctoral procedure has been successfully completed, the dissertation must be made
accessible to the scientific community:

- as an independent book publication, usually with a scientific publisher,
- as an electronic publication or

- in a scientific journal or

- in aseries.

(2) Whichever form the publication takes pursuant to para. 1, the text must be marked as a
dissertation at the University of Hildesheim and include details of the names of the reviewers and
the date of the defence.

(3) In the case of electronic publishing, the data format and the storage medium must be
coordinated with the University Library of the University of Hildesheim. Electronic publication must
also include an abstract of the dissertation in both German and English. When submitting the
electronic version, the doctoral candidate automatically transfers to the University Library
Hildesheim, the Deutsche Nationalbibliothek and, if appropriate, the DFG special collection library
the right to publish the electronic version in data networks. The electronic version submitted to the
University Library must include a written declaration by the doctoral candidate, in which the
candidate confirms that the electronic version submitted is a true and faithful version of the
dissertation approved by the chair of the Doctoral Commission before publication.

(4) The final manuscript shall be submitted to the main supervisor. The chair of the Doctoral
Commission shall decide on permission to print. The main supervisor may impose conditions and
shall notify the chair of the Doctoral Commission of the same. When all conditions have been
fulfilled, permission to print will be granted.

(5) Three printed copies shall be to be submitted to the Faculty; in case of an electronic publication,
one printed copy shall be submitted.

(6) The mandatory copies or the publishing contract must be provided to the Faculty together with
the original within one year after passing the defence. The deadline may be extended upon
request to the chair of the Doctoral Board.

Article 16
PhD Certificate

(1) The PhD certificate shall be prepared as in the template in Annex 3. The certificate includes
both the subject of the dissertation, the grade awarded to the dissertation and the overall grade of
the doctoral project. The certificate shall bear the date of the defence and be signed by the Dean.

(2) The certificate shall only be presented after submission of the mandatory copies to the Office
of the Dean in accordance with Article 15 or after verification that the publication shall take place.
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The title of doctor may only be used by the doctoral candidate after the certificate has been
presented.

Article 17
Invalidity of Doctoral Work

Should it be determined prior to the presentation of the PhD certificate that the doctoral candidate
has acted fraudulently with respect to the doctoral work, or that essential prerequisites for
acceptance to the doctoral examination procedure are considered to be erroneous, the Doctoral
Board may declare doctoral degree to be invalid.

Article 18
Revocation of a Doctoral Degree

(1) A conferred doctoral degree may be revoked by way of withdrawal or cancellation. The
revocation of the doctoral degree shall be in accordance with the pertinent legal provisions in
force. The doctoral degree may also be revoked or withdrawn in cases outside of those specified
in Articles 48, 49 Administrative Procedure Act (VWVIG, Verwaltungsverfahrensgesetz) and in
such cases where the bearer, when preparing the dissertation, has acted in serious contravention
of the principles of good scientific practice. A crime may only be considered in accordance with
the provisions with the Federal Central Criminal Register Act (BZRG,
Bundeszentralregistergesetz). The decision as to revocation of the doctoral degree and the PhD
certificate is made by the Faculty Council. The Executive Committee shall be advised of such
measures in a timely fashion prior to execution. The Dean shall enforce the measures by way of
a notice presenting all arguments and information on legal remedies available.

(2) Should the requirements for admission to the doctoral examination procedure have been
unfulfilled without the candidate being at fault of a deception or attempt at deception, and should
this fact only become known after presentation of the certificate, this deficiency is erased by the
submitted and recognised dissertation and by passing the oral examination. In this case, there are
no grounds for revoking a doctoral degree.

Article 19
Objection to Decisions in the Doctoral Procedure

(1) Rejection decisions including but not limited to

1. non-acceptance

2. non-admission to the doctoral examination procedure
3. the rejection of the paper or

4. failure of the oral examination

shall be made in writing and shall be made known to the person concerned, providing all
arguments supporting the decision as well as information on the legal remedies available.

(2) The person concerned may file an objection to the decision in writing to the Dean within one
month of notification. The objection shall be substantiated within one month of filing.

(3) The Faculty Council shall decide on the objection. If the justification of the objection is directed
against a decision of the Doctoral Commission, the Dean shall forward the objection to the
Doctoral Commission for review. If the justification of the objection is directed against the decision
of reviewers or examiners, the Dean shall forward the objection to them. The result of the review
shall be submitted to the Faculty Council.

(4) If the Doctoral Commission or the reviewers or examiners change their decision as applied for,
the Faculty Council shall remedy the objection. Otherwise, the Faculty Council shall review the
adverse decision, specifically with regard to whether
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the examination procedure was performed properly,

the evaluation was based on a false assumption,

generally applicable evaluation principles were not taken into consideration,

a reasonable solution logically substantiated with weighty arguments was assessed as
being incorrect,

5. the reviewers and or the examiners were guided by irrelevant considerations.

PR

(5) The responsible Faculty Council may ex officio or must at the application of the person filing
the objection appoint a reviewer. The reviewer him- or herself must hold at least the same or an
equivalent qualification to be obtained through the examination.

(6) To the extent that the objection is not remedied, the rejection decision shall be substantiated
and the legal remedies available made known.

Article 20
Entry into Force

(1) These regulations come into force the day after their announcement in the Official Journal of
the University of Hildesheim. At the same time, the Doctoral Regulations of 4 May 2016, Official
Journal of the University of Hildesheim Issue 117 — No. 3/ 2016, cease to be in force.

(2) Doctoral candidates who were already accepted as such prior to the entry into force of these
regulations will be transferred to the new regulations. Doctoral candidates who were already
admitted at the time of entry into force of these Regulations or apply for admission by 31 December
2024 may apply in writing or in electronic form to the Office of the Dean of Faculty 2 to complete
their doctorate according to the previous Doctoral Regulations.
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Annex 1: Template for the title sheet of the dissertation:

Dissertation

to achieve the degree of

a Doctor of Philosophy (Dr. phil.)

in the Faculty of Cultural Studies and Aesthetic Communication

of the University of Hildesheim

(Title of the dissertation)

submitted by
(Name)
born on (date)

in (place)

Date (month/year) of submission to the Office of the Dean
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Annex 2: Wording of PhD certificate (issued in German language)

The University of Hildesheim herewith confers, though
Faculty 2, Cultural Studies and Aesthetic Communication

with this certificate

the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy,

after he/she demonstrated with the dissertation graded

and by way of the oral defence his/her ability to conduct independent in-depth scientific work

and in doing so achieved the overall grade of

Hildesheim, dated .............coevvvvviiinnnnenn.

The Dean
of Faculty
(Seal)

Grades:

0 = outstanding (summa cum laude)
1 = very good (magna cum laude)

2 = good (cum laude)

3 = sufficient (rite)

*) the original document shall specify gender (male or female)

14



Official Journal University of Hildesheim — Issue 194 — No. 09 / 2024 (09.09.2024)

Annex 3: Supervision Agreement

Purpose and objective of the agreement

“A supervision agreement has the purpose of regulating, in a transparent fashion, the cooperation
between the doctoral candidate and the supervisors with respect to content and planning. The
planning and execution of the doctoral project should be configured by way of a structured
cooperation between the candidate and the supervisors such that the project may be completed
with a high level of quality within a reasonable time period.” (German Research Foundation (DFG)
template 1.90 — 10/14)

MSIMI e (doctoral candidate) and

MS/MI..eiic (supervisor) and

MS/IMF. .o (supervisor)

conclude the following agreement subject to the proviso of acceptance as doctoral candidate with
tri(telg?-rd to the doctoral programme on the topiC Of .......cccccvviiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e, (working

1. Aregular, as a rule quarterly, meeting shall take place to discuss the preparation, progress and
completion of the project.

2. The doctoral candidate shall, according to agreements with the supervisors and with respect to
the state of the project, prepare sexposeés, interim reports or individual chapters as well as a
current timetable.

3. The supervisor shall supervise and comment on the respective output, delivered at the agreed
regular meetings, in either oral and/or written form, discuss the progress of the work and, if
necessary, review the timetable of the project.

4. An agreement shall be made between the candidate and the supervisors with regarding the
mandatory academic activities during the doctoral work in accordance with Article 8 of the Doctoral
Regulations. The agreement shall be documented in an annex to this supervision agreement.

5. Both parties enter the obligation to comply with the principles of good academic practice in
accordance with the Regulations to Safeguard Good Scientific Practice (“Ordnung zur Sicherung
guter wissenschaftlicher Praxis”) at the University of Hildesheim.

6. The supervision agreement may be supplemented and the supplements accordingly
documented in an annex to the supervision agreement. Such supplements must not invalidate or
modify the above provisions.
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