Neuroscience Graduate Group

Candidacy Examination Report
Revised August, 2010

Student’s Name:

Date of Exam:

Thesis Advisor: 

Committee Members:     ___________________ Chairperson
                                            ___________________

                                            ___________________

                                            ___________________

Passed  _______   Conditional Pass*  _________      Fail* ________
*Describe the Committee’s recommendations for remediation, and the timeline:  

1.  Student’s academic file:

a.  
Did the Committee examine the student’s file, particularly transcripts & lab rotation evaluations?

b.  
Please comment below if concerns in the student’s file were noted.
2.
Title of Proposal:
3.
Quality of written proposal: 

a.
How independently did the student develop the proposal?

b.
Are the Specific Aims directed towards a clear goal?


c.  
How well did the student interpret the outcomes of the experiments?
d.
Would the proposed experiments succeed? 
e.
Clarity of the writing / command of language?


f.
Did the student adequately describe and cite the relevant literature?
4.
Quality of oral defense:

a.
Comment on the quality of presentation?

b.  
How well did the student respond to questions?  Think on his/her feet? Take challenges?


c.   For non-US students – is there a language barrier?
5.
Comment on the overall strengths of the student:

6.
Comment on areas to be targeted for improvement:  

7. 
Comment on any other issues or concerns that should be considered and/or addressed by the student’s Thesis Committee (Note:  the first TC meeting will be held about 6-12 months after the Candidacy Exam):
_________________

Chairperson’s signature

The Candidacy Exam Committee’s evaluation and final decision were discussed with me.  I understand the steps that need to be taken to remediate a Conditional Pass or Fail, and the timeline for their completion.  
_________________

Student’s signature

