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Graduate School of Biomedical Sciences


Doctor of Philosophy

Evaluation of Oral Qualifying Examination
with Scoring Rubric

Name:
      


EMPL ID:       
Discipline:      
Exam Date:       
Evaluation by the Committee (see attached scoring rubric): 
	Dimensions (Detailed Description of Dimensions on attached page)
	Unacceptable
	Acceptable
	Very Good
	Outstanding (Distinction)

	Demonstrates integrated knowledge of biomedical sciences
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Demonstrates knowledge of discipline-specific subject matter
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Addresses Questions Appropriately
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



	Demonstrates Ability to Synthesize information Clearly
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 




 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Outstanding (passed with distinction)      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Very Good      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Acceptable  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unacceptable 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
Must repeat the exam by ______________________(insert deadline date).

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Failed Second Attempt. As this is the second attempt to successfully complete the oral 


qualifying examination,  it is recommended that the student either be allowed to complete the 

requirements for the Master of Science degree or is dismissed from the 
Graduate School of 
Biomedical Sciences at the discretion of the discipline and dean. The discipline must recommend an action 

in writing to the dean.

	Committee Signatures:
	
	Discipline Signatures:

	
	
	

	     ,  Exam Committee Chair
	
	     ,  Graduate Advisor

	
	
	

	     ,  Committee Member
	
	     ,  Department Chair

	
	
	

	     ,  Committee Member
	
	

	
	
	

	     , Committee Member
	
	Dean’s Signature:

	
	
	

	     , University Member
	
	Johnny He, Ph.D., Interim Dean


Doctor of Philosophy

Oral Qualifying Examination Scoring Rubric
1. Demonstrates integrated knowledge of biomedical sciences

Unacceptable -  Student demonstrates knowledge of factual materials limited to a level appropriate to a baccalaureate graduate in the sciences; knowledge of bioscience related to the student’s  research area is unrelated to the current research literature

 Acceptable -  Student demonstrates advanced knowledge of factual materials consistent with graduate level training; displays an awareness of the research literature in the student’s research area 
 Very Good - Student demonstrates ability to apply fundamental and advanced concepts to topics in bioscience and ability to relate the current research literature to her or his area of research

Outstanding - Student demonstrates ability to apply fundamental concepts to advanced topics in bioscience and a command of the current research literature related to her or his area of research; evidence of critical assessment and synthesis of elements of bioscience is apparent

2. Demonstrates knowledge of discipline-specific subject matter

Unacceptable -  Student demonstrates knowledge of factual materials limited to a level appropriate to a baccalaureate graduate in the sciences; knowledge of bioscience related to the student’s  research area is unrelated to the current research literature

 Acceptable -  Student demonstrates advanced knowledge of factual materials consistent with graduate level training; displays an awareness of the research literature in the student’s research area 
 Very Good - Student demonstrates ability to apply fundamental and advanced concepts to topics in bioscience and ability to relate the current research literature to her or his area of research

Outstanding - Student demonstrates ability to apply fundamental concepts to advanced topics in bioscience and a command of the current research literature related to her or his area of research; evidence of critical assessment and synthesis of elements of bioscience is apparent

3. Addresses Questions Appropriately

Unacceptable – Limited awareness of expectations of examiner; consistently fails to be appropriately responsive independently; structure of responses weak and/or difficult to follow
Acceptable -  Generally aware of expectations of examiner; generally independently responsive to questions with occasional prompting or “leading” required; structure of responses adequate; some clarification / expansion of answers may be required 
Very Good -  Aware of expectations of examiner; seeks clarification if warranted;  independently responsive to questions with limited need for prompts; structure of responses provides evidence of reflective organization of information
Outstanding  -  Displays informed awareness of expectations of examiner; independently responsive to questions; structure and breadth of content of responses provides evidence of reflective and creative organization of information; evidence of creative synthesis of information suggested / related to questions  
4. Demonstrates Ability to Synthesize Information Creatively

Unacceptable -  Confused presentation of information and evidence in support of answer(s) 
 Acceptable – Organization of evidence and analysis is generally clear but may contain flaws
Very Good -  Organization of evidence and analysis reflects clear relationships of information supporting response
Outstanding – Organization of evidence and analysis is exceptionally clear in showing relationships of information supporting response including an indication of the relative importance of components of the evidence presented and a critical assessment / analysis of the validity of the information.
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