EVALUATION OF DISSERTATION PROPOSAL PAPER (to be distributed by Committee Chair)

INSTRUCTIONS:  (Individual ratings by committee members) Please complete items 1-11 prior to the oral exam. Following the oral exam, review and revise (if you wish) items 1-11, complete item 12, & provide the overall evaluation on the next page.

(Committee as a group) For any item with an average score of ‘unacceptable’ or ‘needs improvement,’ there must be a written plan indicated for remediation.  

(Committee chair) The Committee Chair is responsible for summarizing the ratings, and summarizing any required changes and plans for remediation onto one sheet to be given to student.  All original ratings and the summary sheet with the student’s signature are returned to the Clinical Science Program Specialist.

Student’s Name: _________________________________________

Committee Chair:  ________________________________________
1.  Quality of organization and writing style

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

2.  Understanding and mastery of the background literature

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

3.  Clarity and significance of specific aims

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

4.  Quality of methods (clarity, appropriateness for research question)

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

5.  Scope and feasibility of overall design as a dissertation project

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

6.  Match of proposed data analysis plan to research design and hypotheses
_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

7.  Appropriateness of timeline

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

8.  Attention to issues of diversity--including individual differences and social context  (ethnicity, culture, race, age, gender, sexual identity, sexual orientation, religion, nationality, geographic locale)

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent  ______ Not













     Applicable
9.  Attention to protection of human subjects and ethical concerns related to proposed sample and study design

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent  ______ Not













     Applicable
10. Overall potential of the proposed research to make a contribution to the literature

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

11. Suggestions to enhance the contribution of this proposed research:

12. Quality of performance in the oral exam

_____Unacceptable    _____Needs improvement    _____Satisfactory    _____Excellent 

Student’s Name______________________    Date______________

Check one:

________Dissertation Proposal Exam

OVERALL RATING—to be determined after oral exam

_____   Fail
_____   Pass

_____  High Pass

|

_____________________________________    ____________________________________

Student signature




    Committee chair signature

CHAIR’S SUMMARY FOR REQUIRED CHANGES ON DISSERTATION PROPOSAL (can continue to additional pages as needed):

*updated 8/22/16


