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RESEARCH DEGREE RESULT AND REPORT FORM:

PhD BY PUBLISHED WORKS

GUIDELINES ON THE COMPLETION OF:

RESEARCH DEGREE RESULT AND REPORT FORM: PhD BY PUBLISHED WORKS
Purpose
The Research Degree Result and Report Form provides guidance for External and Internal Examiners and Chairs of Examining Boards, and its intended use is to communicate outcomes of Examining Boards to Registry so that official notification can be sent to candidates following the examination.

Process
Procedures for the conduct of research degree examinations are detailed in the ‘Procedures for the Conduct of Research Degree Examinations’ section of the Research Degrees Handbook and are available online at http://www.cardiff.ac.uk/regis/sfs/rdqh/procedures-for-the-conduct-of-research-degree-examination.html 
Examiners are asked to read the ‘Procedures for the Conduct of Research Degree Examinations’ before completing the Examination of Research Degree Result Form.

Action to be taken by the Convenor of the Examining Board:

Please complete Sections A and H of the Research Degree Result form.

Action to be taken by External Examiner(s):

Please complete Sections B, D and E of the Research Degree Result form. Please note that Section B must be completed before the oral examination.  

Action to be taken by Internal Examiner(s):

Please complete Section C and D of the Research Degree Result form.

Section C must be completed before the oral examination.  

Section G must also be completed where the recommendation of the Examining Board requires amendments to be made to the thesis as a condition of award.

Action to be taken by the Chair of the Examining Board:
Please complete the Examining Board’s Formal Recommendation page of the Research Degree Result form, ensuring that the form is signed by all examiners.  The Chair should ensure that the Research Degree Result form is forwarded to Registry as soon as possible following the examining board.

The Chair should ensure that the Examining Board’s Formal Recommendation page is completed and returned to:

Student Records, Second Floor, Mackenzie House, 30-36 Newport Road, Cardiff, CF24 0DE
EXAMINATION OF RESEARCH DEGREE RESULT FORM: PhD BY PUBLISHED WORKS

The Chair should ensure that this form is completed and returned to:

Student Records, Second Floor, Mackenzie House, 30-36 Newport Road, Cardiff, CF24 0DE

SECTION A: CANDIDATE’S DETAILS

	Candidate’s LAST name
	

	Candidate’s First name(s)
	

	candidate’s ID Number
	

	School
	

	Title of Thesis

	


Please note, under the terms of the 1998 Data Protection Act, candidates have the right to request access to any comments made about them in these reports.

SECTION B: EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT ON THE THESIS 

(To be completed before the Oral Examination)

External Examiners are asked to report below their comments on the thesis to be examined.  Examiners may wish to comment on the following issues in particular:

· How does the thesis match the criteria for the award, as outlined in the programme regulations?

· An evaluation of strengths and weaknesses;

· Does the abstract accurately reflect the findings of the thesis?


It would be helpful if the report is written, as far as possible, in terms that are intelligible to those who are not specialists in the particular field of the thesis.  You may also wish to note that on average, examiners submit reports in the region of 800 words.
	Please continue on an additional page(s) if required


SIGNATURE OF EXTERNAL EXAMINER

	SIGNATURE:
	

	PRINT NAME:
	
	DATE:
	


SECTION C: INTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT ON THE THESIS 

(To be completed before the Oral Examination)

Please note that two external examiners examine some candidates. In such instances where there is no internal examiner, Section C of the report form need not be completed.

Internal Examiners are asked to report below their comments on the thesis to be examined.  Examiners may wish to comment on the following issues in particular:

· How does the thesis match the criteria for the award, as outlined in the programme regulations?

· An evaluation of strengths and weaknesses;

· Does the abstract accurately reflect the findings of the thesis?


It would be helpful if the report is written, as far as possible, in terms that are intelligible to those who are not specialists in the particular field of the thesis.  You may also wish to note that, on average, examiners submit reports in the region of 800 words.

	Please continue on an additional page(s) if required


SIGNATURE OF INTERNAL EXAMINER

	SIGNATURE:
	

	PRINT NAME:
	
	DATE:
	


SECTION D: JOINT EXAMINERS’ REPORT ON THE CANDIDATE AT THE ORAL EXAMINATION 

The oral examination is an integral part of the research degree examination process.  Examiners are asked to report below their comments on candidate’s performance in the oral examination.  Examiners may wish to comment on the following issues in particular:
· Whether you are satisfied that the work reported in the thesis is the candidate’s own work;
· Whether the candidate was able to relate the work reported in the thesis to his or her broader subject area;
· Whether you are satisfied that the candidate understands the research that s/he carried out and what s/he has written in the thesis.

Examiners are also asked to:
· Draw together any disparate views on the thesis that may have been expressed by the examiners in their individual reports.  

· Include a brief agreed view on the candidate's principal strengths and weaknesses, the approach to the topic, and on the performance at the oral examination.  

· Comment on any difficulties experienced during the examination process and, especially in the case of unsuccessful candidatures, on the manner in which the examination was conducted and on whether the candidate was given the opportunity to draw the examining board's attention to any particular circumstances which might have affected his/her performance.
	Please continue on an additional page if required


SIGNATURE OF INTERNAL AND EXTERNAL EXAMINERS

	INTERNAL EXAMINER:
	

	EXTERNAL EXAMINER:
	


SECTION E: COMMENTS ON QUALITY AND STANDARDS

External Examiners are asked to report below any comments that they may have regarding: 

Examination documentation:

Was the documentation provided clear?  Did it help you fulfill your role as an External Examiner?
Are there ways in which the documentation could be improved?

Oral Examination:

Were arrangements for the viva satisfactory?

Was the Examining Board conducted properly and in accordance with the ‘Procedures for the Conduct of Research Degree Examinations’?

Standards and Quality in respect of this particular candidature:
Did the examination identify any issues with the quality of research training, supervision and monitoring of the candidate’s progress?

	Please continue on an additional page if required


SIGNATURE OF EXTERNAL EXAMINER

	SIGNATURE:
	

	PRINT NAME:
	
	DATE:
	


SECTION F: EXAMINING BOARD’S FORMAL RECOMMENDATION

Please read the Advice to Examining Boards on interpreting the decisions available to them before selecting one of the options below. 

The Convenor/Chair of the Examining Board must ensure that a copy of the Examination of Research Degree Result Form is forwarded to Registry immediately following the meeting of the Examining Board.

The EXAMINING BOARD recommends:

Please select one of the following options by ticking the appropriate box    
	1
	PASS: that the candidate be approved for the degree of PhD. 

	

	2
	PASS SUBJECT TO MINOR CORRECTIONS AND/OR AMENDMENTS: that the candidate be approved for the degree of PhD subject to the satisfactory completion of such corrections and amendments to the critical summary as may be required by the Examining Board.  Such corrections and amendments shall be completed within a period of twelve weeks of the date of the decision of the Examining Board.  The Examining Board may stipulate that the minor corrections made shall be scrutinised by either/both examiner(s) prior to the award process being initiated. 
	

	3
	NOT APPROVED, RE-TAKE ORAL PRESENTATION: that the candidate be not approved for the degree of PhD, but be allowed to re-take the oral presentation on one subsequent occasion, not later than one year from the date of official communication to him/her of the result by the University Registry. A re-examination fee will be payable by the candidate. *
	

	4
	NOT APPROVED: that the candidate be not approved for the degree of PhD.  (In such circumstances the award of an MPhil or equivalent may not be made. After a first submission, where the published work has been found to be not satisfactory, the Examining Board may, at its discretion, permit a further submission (to include additional works of an appropriate quality and standard) within a period not exceeding five years, to be determined by the Board, for the degree of PhD on payment of a re-submission fee). *
	


Please note: Option 3 does not apply in the case of a candidate being re-examined
SIGNATURES OF EXAMINING BOARD 

	
	SIGNATURE
	NAME
	DATE

	EXTERNAL EXAMINER
	
	
	

	INTERNAL EXAMINER
	
	
	

	CHAIR 
	
	
	


SECTION G: CONFIRMATION OF COMPLETION OF 12 WEEK CORRECTIONS
I confirm that the corrections required to be completed have been carried out to the satisfaction of the Examining Board.

SIGNATURE OF HEAD OF SCHOOL OR CONVENOR 

	SIGNATURE:


	

	PRINT NAME:


	
	DATE:
	


SECTION H: CONFIRMATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS OF PRESENTATION OF THESIS FOR LIBRARY DEPOSIT

I confirm that the thesis has been bound/presented in a format appropriate for library deposit in accordance with current requirements.

SIGNATURE OF HEAD OF SCHOOL OR CONVENOR 

	SIGNATURE:


	

	PRINT NAME:


	
	DATE:
	


CRITERIA FOR THE AWARD OF PhD BY PUBLISHED WORKS
The criteria for the award of the degree of PhD (by Published Works) shall be the same as those established for the degree of PhD, as detailed below.
The degree of PhD may be awarded by the University in recognition of the successful completion of a programme of further study and research, the results of which are judged to constitute an original contribution to learning and to give evidence of:
· the creation and interpretation of new knowledge, through original research, of a quality to satisfy peer review, extend the forefront of the discipline and merit publication;

· a systematic acquisition and understanding of a substantial body of knowledge which is at the forefront of an academic discipline or area of professional practice;

· an ability to relate the results of such study to the general body of knowledge in the discipline;

· the general ability to conceptualise, design and implement a project for the generation of new knowledge, applications or understanding at the forefront of the discipline, and to adjust the project design in the light of unforeseen problems;

· a detailed understanding of applicable techniques for research and advanced academic enquiry.

Advice to Examining Boards on interpreting the decisions available to them for the examination of a thesis submitted for the award of PhD by Published Works

1. A thesis may be passed subject to the correction of minor or typographical errors in the critical summary, prior to the work’s deposit in the libraries.  Such errors might consist, for example of poor punctuation, mis-spellings, sentences which lack total clarity, badly-labelled graphs, figures or photographs, which do not detract from the view of the examiners that a sound piece of work has been presented.  The errors should be corrected by the author within twelve weeks of the date of the viva. The Examining Board may stipulate that the corrections made shall be scrutinised by either/both examiner(s) prior to the award process being initiated.

2. A thesis may be passed subject to corrections and amendments to the critical summary.  The critical summary may be deemed satisfactory in substance but defective in presentation or in detail.  The defects might consist, for example, of illegible or poorly-argued passages, sub-standard figures, graphs or photographs, or misinterpretation of some data.  There should be evidence that the candidate knows what he/she is doing, that the work substantially addresses the problems or issues posed but that its execution in thesis form requires modification of a scale capable of being accomplished within a period of twelve weeks of the date of the viva. 

3. A thesis may be deemed on the grounds of scope, approach, execution, orginality etc to fail to meet the standard required for the award of PhD by Published Works.  The Examining Board may allow the candidate to re-take the oral presentation on one subsequent occasion, no later than one year from the date of the official communication to him/her of the result by the Registry.  A re-examination fee will be payable by the candidate.

4. That the candidate be not approved for the degree of PhD.  (In such circumstances the award of an MPhil or equivalent may not be made). After a first submission, where the published work has been found to be not satisfactory, the Examining Board may, at its discretion, permit a further submission (to include additional works of an appropriate quality and standard) within a period not exceeding five years, to be determined by the Board, for the degree of PhD on payment of a re-submission fee.

5. A thesis should be deemed to fail, with no provision for re-submission, if the research design and execution and/or the thesis itself is flawed to such a fundamental extent that there are insufficient grounds for the examiners to believe that the candidate can salvage it.
