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	RESEARCH DEGREE: Examiners’ Report

Guidance to the candidate on a thesis submitted for Doctor of Philosophy



	This form must be completed by both examiners together in all cases where a recommendation is made which involve amendments to the thesis or a re-submission. 
Examiners should provide comments on the work to guide the candidate and should also provide a clear specification of the amendments (on a separate sheet if required). 
Please submit this form to the NTU Doctoral School (doctoralschool@ntu.ac.uk) immediately following the examination.
It is the responsibility of the NTU Doctoral School to pass this form on to the candidate. 
TO BE COMPLETED BY THE NTU DOCTORAL SCHOOL 

	

PART A: THE CANDIDATE



	1. Candidate ID: 
	

	2. Name in full: 
	

	

PART B: APPROVED SUPERVISORY TEAM

3. Name

Designation

Director of Studies

Co-supervisor



	

PART C: EXAMINING TEAM



	4. Name
a) Internal Examiner(s) 
b) External Examiner(s) 


	

PART D: GUIDANCE



	Date of Examination: ................................


TO BE COMPLETED BY THE EXAMINERS
	

PART E: CONCLUSION



	Delete the conclusion which does not apply:

5.1 The candidate has satisfied the examiners as a candidate for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy*.
5.2 The candidate has not satisfied the examiners as a candidate for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy* in the following respects:

	

PART F: RECOMMENDATIONS



	Delete the recommendations which do not apply:
6.1 that the candidate be granted the award of PhD*

6.2 that the candidate be granted the degree of PhD* subject to minor amendments and corrections being made to the thesis to the satisfaction of the internal examiner(s) and/or external examiner(s)*

6.3† that the candidate be granted the degree of PhD* subject to substantive amendments being made to the thesis to the satisfaction of the internal examiners(s) and/or external examiner(s)*

6.4† that the candidate be permitted to re-submit for the degree of PhD* and be re-examined as follows:

i) *the thesis must be revised and if deemed satisfactory by the examiners, the candidate will be exempt from further examination, oral or otherwise;

ii) *the thesis must be revised and the candidate must undergo a further oral or alternative examination;

iii) *the thesis is satisfactory, but the candidate must undergo a further oral or alternative examination;

iv) *the thesis is satisfactory, but must undergo a further examination, which shall take the form of: 

...............................................................

6.5 that the candidate not be granted the degree of PhD* and not be permitted to be re-examined (if Paragraph 6.4 above does not explain why this recommendation is made, a short report signed and dated by the examiners must be appended to this form.

6.6 In the case of a candidate being examined for PhD, that the candidate be granted the degree of MPhil subject to the presentation of the thesis amended to the satisfaction of the examiners.

Where the recommendation is 6.2-6.4 and 6.6, the examiners must complete form RD10G together, which should be returned to the NTU Doctoral School immediately after examination for forward transmission to the candidate. 
In the case that 6.5 or 6.6 are the recommendation, they are subject to approval by the School Research Degrees Committees.


	
PART G AMENDMENTS AND CORRECTIONS



PART H EXTERNAL EXAMINER COMMENTS


E1. Are you satisfied that the thesis is the candidate's own work? 

YES / NO
E2. Did the candidate show a satisfactory knowledge and understanding of:

i) Matters relating to the thesis? 






YES / NO
ii) Background studies to the subject of the thesis? 



YES / NO
E3. In the case of a candidate whose research was part of a collaborative group project, did the oral demonstrate that the candidate's own contribution was worthy of an award?












YES / NO

E4. Does the thesis make an original contribution to knowledge? 

YES / NO
E5. The NTU Doctoral School provides guidance for External Examiners regarding their roles and responsibilities. Was the material sufficient for you to act effectively as an External Examiner? 








YES / NO 

E6. Did you receive in good time all the appropriate documentation and information you required to undertake your role? 






YES / NO 

E7. Was sufficient time scheduled during the meeting to allow you to arrange and conduct the Viva Voce examination effectively? 




YES / NO 

E8. Was the candidate dealt with fairly and objectively at the Viva Voce examination? 










YES / NO

E9. Do you feel that the candidate was adequately prepared for the Viva Voce examination? 









YES / NO 

E10. Any other comments:

Electronic signature by External Examiner (a) ..................................... 

Print Name ........................................

Date ..................

	
PART I INTERNAL EXAMINER COMMENTS
Please make any comments on the examination process or note any incidents of good or poor practice here:
Electronic signature by Internal Examiner .....................................

Print Name ........................................

Date ..................
ON COMPLETION PLEASE RETURN TO THE INDEPENDENT CHAIR FOR FINAL SIGN OFF AND RETURN TO THE NTU DOCTORAL SCHOOL (doctoralschool@ntu.ac.uk) .
Chair's Name: ............................................. 

Electronic signature by Independent Chair ............................................. 

Date ................




WHERE TWO EXTERNAL EXAMINERS ARE PRESENT DURING THE VIVA VOCE, EXAMINER (B) PLEASE FILL IN HERE.
	

PART J EXTERNAL EXAMINER (B) COMMENTS


E1. Are you satisfied that the thesis is the candidate's own work? 

YES / NO
E2. Did the candidate show a satisfactory knowledge and understanding of:

i) Matters relating to the thesis? 






YES / NO
ii) Background studies to the subject of the thesis? 



YES / NO
E3. In the case of a candidate whose research was part of a collaborative group project, did the oral demonstrate that the candidate's own contribution was worthy of an award?












YES / NO

E4. Does the thesis make an original contribution to knowledge? 

YES / NO
E5. The NTU Doctoral School provides guidance for External Examiners regarding their roles and responsibilities. Was the material sufficient for you to act effectively as an External Examiner? 








YES / NO 

E6. Did you receive in good time all the appropriate documentation and information you required to undertake your role? 






YES / NO 

E7. Was sufficient time scheduled during the meeting to allow you to arrange and conduct the Viva Voce examination effectively? 




YES / NO 

E8. Was the candidate dealt with fairly and objectively at the Viva Voce examination? 










YES / NO

E9. Do you feel that the candidate was adequately prepared for the Viva Voce examination? 









YES / NO 




E10. Any other comments:

Electronic signature by External Examiner (b) ..................................... 

Print Name ........................................

Date ..................
