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Form E – Oral Defense

STUDENT: PLEASE FORWARD TO YOUR DEPARTMENT DISSERTATION DESIGNEE
	Student Information

	Name: 
	Student ID: 
	Campus:   

	Dissertation Chair: 
	Reader(s): 
                       
	Academic Advisor: 

	Dissertation Title: 
	


Overall Evaluation                                  1

2

3

4                    
Total: 
The Committee has determined that this student has:  FORMDROPDOWN 
 
Specify concerns:       
*If the oral defense is failed, student must re-submit form E by       (date of re-scheduled oral defense).
Dissertation Chair Signature

You understand that typing your name will serve as an electronic signature
Signature: 
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Reader Signature

You understand that typing your name will serve as an electronic signature
Signature: 
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Reader Signature (if applicable)

You understand that typing your name will serve as an electronic signature
Signature: 

Committee Rating and Decision

Scoring ranges from 1-5 on any item, and can include positioning between a whole number, such as 1.5, or 3.8. A minimum score of 3.0 is needed in each category in order for the dissertation to pass.
	Quality of overall defense

	Conversation moved to a collegial level:   
4 – Pass with Distinction: Discussion proceeds with exceptional, creative interchange among student, chair, and reader(s) in which participants in exchange knowledge and converse as colleagues
3 – Pass: Acceptable level of mutual, collegial dialogue between participants
2 – Fail with minor revisions: Minimal collegial dialogue between participants
1 – Fail: Conversation remained in a presentation/reception format, involving little or no dialogue among participants

Student engaged critically and directly with questions posed: 
4 – Pass with Distinction: Student showed exceptional and direct engagement with questions asked, answering them thoroughly and non-defensively
3 – Pass: Acceptable answering of questions, with the process showing acceptable level of engagement and minimal defensiveness

2 – Fail with minor revisions: Minimal engagement with questions posed
1 – Fail: Avoided or unable to respond to questions posed

Discussion moved beyond a discussion of the dissertation content: 
4 – Pass with Distinction: Discussion addressed related topics, questions, and ponderings/speculations that were inspired by, but moved beyond, the dissertation content

3 – Pass: Discussions progressed to issues beyond the content of the dissertation, but continually returned to reporting of the content
2 – Fail with minor revisions: Discussion minimally reached beyond the content of the dissertation, mostly stayed on topic of the dissertation
1 – Fail: Discussion did not proceed beyond the mere restatement of the dissertation content

Student placed the discussion in the larger field of psychology:  
4 – Pass with Distinction: Able to show a thorough understanding of his or her research in terms of the history and future endeavors of the field, such that the field may be understood in new and creative ways

3 – Pass: Understands how their research belongs within the field of psychology, but in more limited and generic ways
2 – Fail with minor revisions: Minimal discussion reaching into the broader field of psychology
1 – Fail: No understanding of the placement within or relevance of the research within the field of psychology

Average of the Above Categories (Total/4): 
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