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PhD Program Comprehensive Exam Evaluation Rubric

Student Name:  Click here to enter text.
Committee Member Name:  Click here to enter text.
Date:  Click here to enter text.

Committee Member’s Evaluation: ☐ Pass	☐ Fail (with revision)    ☐ Fail (without revision)
The committee has up to three weeks from receipt of the completed exam to grade it and should submit their completed rubric to the student’s advisor. The advisor will submit the completed rubrics to the PhD Program Director and Program Manager for PhD Program, and will notify the student of their exam results.
Scientific Content
	Criterion
For each attribute that a committee member feels is unacceptable, a short explanation should be provided.  Comment sections are provided at the bottom of the rubric for explanations of the overall evaluation of the examinee’s performance if desired.  
	Not Acceptable
(important aspects are neglected or incomplete)
	Acceptable
(meets requirements)
	Distinguished
(exceeds requirements)

	Demonstrates ability to select, organize, and summarize the current state of knowledge related to the areas of inquiry in which the student is developing expertise.
	☐
	☐
	☐

	Synthesizes and critically evaluates the supporting literature relevant to the
student’s area of inquiry.
	☐
	☐
	☐

	Develops a logical argument for the basis of their research project that is supported by evidence drawn the literature.
	☐
	☐
	☐

	Demonstrates capacity for original thought.
	☐
	☐
	☐

	Demonstrates a high level of knowledge of research method(s) related to the areas of inquiry in which the student is developing expertise.

	☐
	☐
	☐

	Describes the theoretical perspectives and
conceptual issues that inform the student’s conceptual or historical framework.
	☐
	☐
	☐



Rhetorical Aspects
	Criterion
For each attribute that a committee member feels is unacceptable, a short explanation should be provided.  Comment sections are provided at the bottom of the rubric for explanations of the overall evaluation of the examinee’s performance if desired.  
	Not Acceptable
(important aspects are neglected or incomplete)
	Acceptable
(meets requirements)
	Distinguished
(exceeds requirements)

	Achieves general cohesion of ideas within each response
	☐
	☐
	☐

	Creates a logical text and organizational structure
	☐
	☐
	☐



Technical Aspects
	Criterion
For each attribute that a committee member feels is unacceptable, a short explanation should be provided.  Comment sections are provided at the bottom of the rubric for explanations of the overall evaluation of the examinee’s performance if desired.  
	Not Acceptable
(important aspects are neglected or incomplete)
	Acceptable
(meets requirements)
	Distinguished
(exceeds requirements)

	Uses correct spelling and punctuation
	☐
	☐
	☐

	Employs proper grammar and usage
	☐
	☐
	☐

	Adheres to scientific style (e.g., APA,
Chicago), as determined by faculty review committee.
	☐
	☐ 
	☐


Comments:
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