Department of Anatomy and Cell Biology
Comprehensive Examination

FINAL EVALUATION REPORT

Mentor: You will receive Part A and Part B of the written evaluation from each jury member, and you must summarize
those results on this form. Following the exam, the committee will have a closed discussion regarding the oral
presentation, and as the mentor, you must then complete the oral evaluation on this form based on the outcome of that
discussion.

Student Name: Date:
Written Oral
Criteria Thesis Proposal PhD Project / Thesis Proposal
Meets Needs Meets Needs
Expectations | Improvement | Unacceptable N/A Expectations | Improvement | Unacceptable N/A

Quality of the literature search / intro

Coherence of the project

General interest of the project
(understanding of context)

Capacity to formulate hypotheses

Demonstrated ability to organize results

Demonstrated detailed knowledge with
previous work in the field

Differentiated his own data from the
laboratory data

Demonstrated ability to present his/her
data in an organized, clear and
understandable fashion.

Demonstrated ability to interpret data

Demonstrated ability to discuss them in
respect to the literature.

Understanding of the methods

Correct choices of the methods

Scientific Originality

Evolution of the project

General quality of writing / presentation

Presented a solid PhD project




Criteria

Written

Article Critique

Oral
Discussion of Article Critique

Meets
Expectations

Needs

Improvement | Unacceptable N/A

Meets Needs
Expectations Improvement

Unacceptable

N/A

General Understanding of the field

Understanding of the article

Ability to critically evaluate the article

Ability to expand on the research

Originality of the hypothesis proposed

Feasibility of the approach

General quality of writing / presentation

Criteria

General Knowledge

Meets
Expectations

Needs
Improvement

Unacceptable

N/A

Knowledge of the field of study

Knowledge of related field of study

Knowledge in areas unrelated to the field of]
study

Recommendations from the committee:

PASS FAIL
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Supervisor:
Print Name Sign
Mentor:
Print Name Sign
Departmental Jury Member 1 (Internal):
Print Name Sign
Departmental Jury Member 2 (Internal):
Print Name Sign
Departmental Jury Member 3 (External):
Print Name Sign

Graduate Program Director
or delegate (i.e. Mentor):

Print Name
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