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Preliminary Report and Recommendation of an Examiner on a 

Candidate for the Degree of PhD by publication
	1. The Candidate

	Name in full:



	Name of any Collaborating Establishment:



	Field of investigation:


	Date of submission:



	2. Name of external/internal examiner (delete as appropriate)


	3. Summary


	Please tick:

YES

NO

N/A

3.1
Does the portfolio of publications represent a significant contribution to knowledge of the subject?

3.2 Are the publications at doctoral level?

3.3 Does the portfolio demonstrate competence in the investigation of / critical study of the chosen topic(s)?

3.4 Is the critical overview satisfactory as regards literary presentation and succinctness?

3.5 Does the critical overview demonstrate how the outputs can be linked together into an inter-related body of work?

3.6 Does the critical overview indicate clearly the individual contribution of the candidate?

Provisional recommendation – please tick one:

a. Pass

b. Pass, subject to minor amendments to the critical overview, such amendments to be completed within 2 months

c. Resubmit the critical overview within 6 months, supported by the same publications.

d. Resubmit the critical overview with different or additional publications. The examiners should specify the timescale within which the amended portfolio should be submitted, up to a maximum of three years.

e. Fail



	4 Report



	The Examiner is requested to give a reasoned assessment of the candidate’s submission with particular reference to the criteria for award. A report of about 300 words should be made.
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