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§ 1 Habilitation

Habilitation is the procedure for obtaining the authorisation to teach (venia docendi), which is associated with the right to
freely practice academic or artistic teaching at the university that has granted the authorisation to teach, using its facilities
in accordance with their availability, and to supervise and assess academic work. The Rectorate may, in accordance with
§ 103 para. 1 UG as amended, grant the authorisation to teach an entire academic or artistic subject which falls within
the sphere of activity of the University.
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§ 2 PREREQUISITES

§ 2 Prerequisites

(1) According to § 103 para. 2 UG, the prerequisite for the granting of a teaching authorisation is proof of outstand-
ing academic or artistic qualifications and multiple teaching activities at recognised post-secondary educational institu-
tions as proof of the applicant's teaching skills.

Before submitting the application, the habilitation applicant must present the habilitation project in a presentation to rep-
resentatives of the faculty.

Proof of outstanding scientific or artistic qualifications is provided in the form of a habilitation thesis and other scientific
publications and their successful defence in a scientific presentation followed by a hearing.

Proof of the applicant's didactic qualifications is provided in the form of teaching experience and a trial lecture on a topic
to be determined by the habilitation committee.

In the case of interfaculty habilitation procedures, the process is managed by the Rectorate.

(2) The habilitation procedure in accordance with the following provisions serves to verify proof of the requirements
for the granting of the authorisation to teach.

§ 3 Application

The application for authorisation to teach must be addressed to the Rectorate and submitted to the relevant Dean's Of-
fice. It must

a) the name of the subject for which the authorisation to teach is sought, and
b) include the name of the faculty to which the habilitation procedure is assigned.

§4 Supplements

The following enclosures must be submitted together with the application:

a) Habilitation thesis
This must

i) be carried out methodically flawlessly,
ii) contain new scientific results and
iii) demonstrate academic mastery of the habilitation subject and the ability to promote it.

Several thematically related scientific publications are also considered to be a habilitation thesis. In this case, the ap-
plicant must specify in the application which of the academic works constitute the habilitation thesis and which consti-
tute the other academic works. The thematic connection must be justified in writing. If academic work includes other
authors in addition to the applicant, the applicant must enclose a declaration on the nature of his/her contribution to
these publications with the application. The habilitation thesis itself or the academic publications summarised in the
habilitation thesis must have already been published by an academic publisher or accepted for publication. Five co-
pies of the habilitation thesis must be submitted.

b) Other scientific papers
The other scientific papers submitted by the applicant must also be submitted in five copies.

c) Curriculum vitae

d) Proof of completion of a doctoral programme or an equivalent scientific or artistic qualification

Habilitation procedure 37



§ 5 REVIEW OF FORMAL REQUIREMENTS, IN PARTICULAR RESPONSIBILITY

e) Publication list
f) Presentation of previous scientific/artistic and teaching activities

g) Proposal for three topics for the trial lecture from the basics of the subject area for which the authorisation to teach is
sought.

§ 5 Review of formal requirements, in particular
responsibility

The responsible employee of the Dean's Office checks the submitted documents for completeness in accordance with
the legal requirements and the guidelines for the habilitation procedure and prescribes the fees. The Rector decides
whether the teaching authorisation applied for falls within the scope of the University after obtaining an opinion from the
Dean or Deans whose faculty or faculties are affected. If the opinion of the dean or deans is negative, the rector may
also obtain opinions from the faculty councils concerned. Any opinions of the faculty councils must be forwarded to the
Rector by the chairpersons of the faculty councils.

§ 6 Appointment of experts

(1) The university professors of the Senate must appoint at least two internationally recognised representatives of
the intended habilitation subject as reviewers of the academic or artistic work submitted, including at least one external
reviewer, at the suggestion of the university professors of the related subject areas. They may also delegate this task to
university professors in the subject area related to the habilitation subject. When selecting reviewers, a balanced gender
ratio must be ensured. External reviewers may not be members of TU Wien in accordance with § 94 UG who are in an
active employment relationship with TU Wien.

(2) Members of the habilitation committee may also be appointed as reviewers in accordance with Section 6 (1) in
accordance with Section 7. In this case, the proposal for appointment as a reviewer must be specifically justified by the
university professors of the faculty. If the university professors of the Senate do not follow this proposal for good reason,
other reviewers without membership of the habilitation committee must be proposed.

(3) The applicant is at liberty to submit further reports on his/her scientific qualifications within the deadline.
(4) The experts are obliged to maintain confidentiality.

(5) The reviewers must check for bias in accordance with the "Bias" section of the statutes and are obliged to notify
the habilitation committee immediately of any bias or dependency.

§ 7 Habilitation Commission

(1) The Senate must set up a habilitation committee with decision-making powers and the following parity as soon
as possible:

m five members from the group of university professors,
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§ 8 PROCEDURE OF THE HABILITATION COMMITTEE

B two members from the group of academic staff in research, art and teaching who can prove that they have at
least completed a relevant diploma or master's degree programme or equivalent and two members from the
group of students.

(2) Members and substitute members of the habilitation committee are delegated by the representatives of the re-
spective group of university members in the Senate upon proposal or after consultation with the respective group of per-
sons of the responsible faculty. At least one member of the habilitation committee from the group of university professors
who is academically recognised according to international standards must be external to TUW. The group of university
lecturers and academic and artistic staff involved in research, art and teaching may also delegate members with relevant
academic qualifications from outside the university. The student representatives are to be delegated by the responsible
body of the Students' Union at TU Wien.

(3) A majority of the university professors present, including the other members of the Senate with venia docendi, is
required to pass a resolution on the appointment of the commission (in addition to the other resolution requirements).

(4) The function of a Dean of Studies is incompatible with membership of a habilitation committee. Deans of Studies
can therefore not be delegated as members of habilitation committees or cease to be members of a habilitation commit-
tee when they are appointed by the Rectorate (Section 20 (5) UG).

(5) The "Bias" section of the statutes applies to the members of the habilitation committee and the persons provid-
ing information. Persons to whom the exclusion criteria listed in this part of the statutes apply are deemed to be biased
and are not to be delegated to habilitation committees or are excluded from the habilitation committee as soon as the
existence of an exclusionary reason for bias becomes known.

§ 8 Procedure of the habilitation committee

(1) The constitutive meeting of the habilitation committee shall be convened by the oldest committee member from
the group of university professors of the Vienna University of Technology and shall be chaired until the election of a
chairperson. The chairperson of the habilitation committee shall be elected by simple majority. Subsequently, the provi-
sions of the Rules of Procedure for Collegial Bodies as amended shall apply.

(2) The Dean of Studies responsible for the subject is to be invited to the meetings of the habilitation committees as
an informant.

(3) The habilitation committee routinely enquires about biases and dependencies at the constituent meeting and
when appointing the reviewers. Any reported biases and how they are dealt with must be documented in the minutes

(4) The organisational handling of the habilitation procedure, including the drafting of the award notification, is the
responsibility of the relevant Dean's Office.

§ 9 Verification of scientific qualification

(1) The chair of the habilitation committee shall commission the reviewers to prepare reviews of the habilitation the-
sis in accordance with § 4 and the other academic work submitted. A maximum deadline of three months must be set for
the preparation of the reviews.

(2) If 2 or more reviews are requested in accordance with Section 6 (1) of these statutes and 2 reviews have been
submitted by the deadline set, the habilitation committee shall decide on the basis of the available reviews, otherwise the
habilitation committee may extend the deadline by one month; after this deadline has expired, the habilitation committee
shall decide on the basis of the available reviews appointed in accordance with Section 6 (1). If there is no expert report
appointed in accordance with § 6 Para. 1, new experts must be appointed.
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§ 10 REVIEW OF DIDACTIC SKILLS

(3) After submission of the required expert reports, the chairperson of the habilitation committee must inform the
committee members, the university professors of the relevant faculty and the applicant of the opportunity to inspect the
anonymised expert reports within a period of four weeks and to submit comments on the expert reports. The committee
members have access to all documents received.

(4) After obtaining the expert opinions and statements, a publicly accessible defence of the habilitation thesis must
be held.

§ 10 Review of didactic skills

(1) In order to test the didactic skills, in addition to the evaluation of the teaching work performed to date, a trial lec-
ture is held in which the applicant must demonstrate that he/she is able to present scientific problems and trains of
thought in a didactically understandable and appealing manner. On the basis of the available documents on teaching
activities, including the course evaluations and their impressions from the trial lecture, the members of the students' com-
mittee draw up an expert opinion, which is presented at the final meeting of the habilitation committee at the latest.

(2) The Chair of the Habilitation Commission invites students to a trial lecture and announces the date publicly.

(3) At least 5 members of the habilitation committee, including at least one student representative, must take part in
the trial lecture.

§ 11 Decision of the habilitation committee

(1) The habilitation committee must decide by separate resolution whether the applicant has provided evidence of
outstanding academic or artistic qualifications for the entire subject as well as teaching skills.

(2) In justified cases, the habilitation committee may decide to repeat the trial lecture once on a different topic. If this
is again assessed negatively, the procedure is concluded negatively.

(3) Both decisions are made on the basis of the available reviews and statements (including the statements of the
university professors of the responsible faculty), taking into account the results of the defence of the habilitation thesis
described under § 9 para. 4 and the evaluation of the trial lecture conducted in accordance with § 10 para. 1-3.

§ 12 Granting of teaching authorisation

(1) The member of the Rectorate responsible in accordance with the rules of procedure issues the decision on the
application for authorisation to teach on the basis of the decision of the habilitation committee. An appeal against this
decision may be lodged with the Federal Administrative Court.

(2) At the same time, the Rector makes a decision regarding the assignment of the Privatdozent to an organisa-
tional unit of the University with the involvement of the responsible Dean.

(3) The member of the Rectorate responsible in accordance with the rules of procedure must refer back a decision
of the habilitation committee if essential principles of the procedure have been violated. In this case, the habilitation com-
mittee must make a new decision, taking into account the legal opinion of the Rectorate, and rectify the procedural short-
comings pointed out by the Rectorate.
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§ 13 ENTRY INTO FORCE

(4) The granting of the authorisation to teach (venia docendi) neither establishes an employment relationship nor
changes an existing employment relationship with the university.

(5) The applicant has the right to use the title Privatdozentin or Privatdozent after being granted authorisation to
teach.

§ 13 Entry into force

The amendment to the statutes section MBI. 2024, 43rd edition, no. 450 enters into force on the day after its publication
in the bulletin.
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