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Joint Recommendation and Report of the examiners on a candidate for the 

Degree of Doctor of Philosophy (Resubmission)
This report should be completed by the examination panel and returned by the internal examiner to the Graduate School staff member responsible for the examination arrangements on the day of the oral examination.  The report will be referred to the Graduate School Academic Board (GSAB) for approval of the recommended result.  Please provide detailed comments in each relevant section for the information of the GSAB.  If the examiners are not in agreement, each examiner should complete a separate report form. Handwritten reports will not be accepted.


	1     The Candidate
Surname

Forename

Collaborating Establishment(s)  (if any):

Date of submission:

Thesis Title:



	2      Examination Panel
Internal Examiner:

Post held:

External Examiner:

Post held:

External Examiner:

Post held:

Observer at oral:

Date of oral



	3     Type of examination
Is this a re-examination?                                                                                                                                 Yes
Only one re-examination is permitted.    

Are there any special circumstances regarding the examination?                                                                  Yes/No
(eg practice-based research, adjustments for special needs, change of venue, oral examination waived)
If yes, please specify:

	4      Recommendation

We recommend (highlight one recommendation only):


	(a) the candidate to be awarded the degree.



	(b) the candidate to be awarded the degree subject to minor amendments, to be completed within two months of the Examiners’ report being sent to the candidate*



	(c) the candidate to 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 of the Examiners’ report being sent to the candidate. This award may only be made if the Examiners are satisfied the candidate has met the criteria for the award of MPhil but is not able to meet the criteria for the award of PhD**.



	(d) the candidate to be neither awarded the degree, nor permitted to resubmit, nor awarded an alternative degree.



	The final report will indicate which Examiner(s) will be responsible for verifying that all, and only, the prescribed amendments have been satisfactorily completed. Where recommendation (b) or (c) is made, please specify here which member(s) of the examination panel will be responsible for checking the amended thesis.

Amendments to be checked by: ……………………………………………………………………

* Minor amendments are normally checked by the internal examiner

** The examiners should decide who is to be responsible for checking amendments (internal or both). 

 

	Report on the PhD thesis
Please provide comments on the extent to which the thesis has satisfied the criteria for the degree.
5.1   Comments on the presentation and style of the thesis.
5.2    To what extent does the thesis show evidence of being a significant contribution to knowledge?
5.3     To what extent does the thesis show evidence of the candidate’s capacity to pursue further research

         with out supervision?

5.4     How much material worthy of publication does the thesis contain?

         Please also indicate how much, if any, has already been published or accepted for publication. 


	6     Comments on the candidate’s defence of the thesis at the oral examination


	7     Please give here any other comments on the thesis
       In the case of recommendation 4 (b), 4(c) or 4(d), specify in detail the corrections, substantial amendments or substantial revision required.  Use an additional sheet if necessary.



	8      Signatures
              Internal examiner:……………………………………………………………………..

              External examiner……………………………………………………………………..

              External examiner……………………………………………………………………..

              Date:……………………………………………………………… 
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