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Preliminary Report and Recommendation of an Examiner on a 

Candidate for the Degree of Doctor of Philosophy

	1. The Candidate

	Name in full:



	Name of any Collaborating Establishment:



	Title of thesis:



	Date of submission:



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


	3. Summary


	Please tick:

YES

NO

N/A

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

3.2 Does the thesis provide evidence of originality?

3.3 Does the thesis demonstrate competence in the investigation of / critical study of the chosen topic?

3.4 Is the thesis satisfactory as regards literary presentation and succinctness?

3.5 Is the abstract of the thesis submitted acceptable?

3.6 In the case of a candidate whose research programme is part of a collaborative group project, does the thesis indicate clearly the individual contribution and the extent of the collaboration?

Provisional recommendation – please tick one:

a. that the candidate be awarded the degree

b. that the candidate be awarded the degree subject to minor amendments, to be completed within two months

c. that the candidate be awarded the degree subject to major amendments, to be completed within six months

d. that the candidate be permitted to resubmit a substantially amended version of the thesis for re-examination, within twelve months.  A second oral examination is normally obligatory.
e.
the candidate be awarded the alternative degree of MPhil in lieu of PhD.  (The examiners may require suitable amendments to be made, within a maximum of six months.) 
f.
that the candidate be neither awarded the degree nor permitted to resubmit.



	4 Report



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