Department of English

University of Washington
PhD Written Examination Assessment Form

[DATE]
Written Ph.D. Examination for [NAME]
Write your comments on this sheet or e-mail your comments to Ali Dahmer (englgrad@uw.edu) in the English Graduate Office and to the student’s committee chair.  [NB: If a committee member does not respond within 15 days of receiving the written exam, then their vote is null.] Comments from committee members will NOT be shared directly with the student unless a committee member expressly authorizes the committee chair to forward their written comments.  Otherwise, the committee chair is responsible for summarizing and synthesizing the substance of the written comment sheets for the student and for communicating the collective results.   
Return comments to the English Graduate Office by [TWO WEEKS FROM SUBMISSION DATE]
The qualifying exam has two, closely inter-related aims:

· To demonstrate broad reading in a field or interlocking fields of study, and an understanding of defining issues and debates within that (those) field(s); and

· To explore and develop a research focus, situate its core question(s) and methodologies, and articulate its stakes, which will carry through to prospectus and the dissertation.  

In this framework, please evaluate the following components of the exam.  For each question, your answer should specify whether the exam materials met the expectation very well, satisfactorily, marginally, or unsatisfactorily.

An affirmative answer (the student met this expectation very well, or in a satisfactory manner) to at least 4 of the 6 questions posed below should be construed as constituting a passing result.   A negative reply (the student met this expectation only marginally, or unsatisfactorily) to 3 or more of these questions would be a basis for requiring re-examination. 

A. Syllabi and Rationales

1. To what extent did the syllabi demonstrate the student’s grounding in their areas of expertise? Were the two syllabi (one for a general course in a primary field; the other for a topics course) distinct – that is, did they engage different topics, questions and/or materials? 

· Very well

· Satisfactorily

· Marginally

· Unsatisfactorily

2. For each syllabus, to what extent was the selection of course materials clearly motivated and explained?  Was this selection contextualized in relation to key approaches and debates within the field?  How well did the course design reflect thought-out pedagogical priorities? 

· Very well

· Satisfactorily

· Marginally

· Unsatisfactorily 

Further/detailed comments:

B. Research Statement

3. To what extent did the research statement define and trace a line of inquiry? Did it identify the stakes (historical, methodological, and/or critical) in the proposed research? 

· Very well

· Satisfactorily

· Marginally

· Unsatisfactorily
4. To what extent did it situate the research in relation to other scholarship and debates in the student’s fields?  How well did it clarify how the student’s research might contribute to (or intervene in) this scholarship or these debates? 

· Very well

· Satisfactorily

· Marginally

· Unsatisfactorily
5. To what extent did the statement identify the theories and methods on which the proposed research will draw?  How well did it discuss the affordances and limitation of these theories and methods? 

· Very well

· Satisfactorily

· Marginally

· Unsatisfactorily
6. To what extent did the statement identify the materials (genres, media, archives, data) the research will engage? For students in literature and culture:  did the research statement offer a demonstration of this engagement in the form of sample close-readings? 

· Very well

· Satisfactorily

· Marginally

· Unsatisfactorily
Further/detailed comments: 

Overall Assessment:

· Pass
· I am undecided and would like a meeting to evaluate the exam collectively with other committee members

· Fail [NB:  one or more negative votes on an exam automatically triggers a meeting of the committee members before any results are communicated to the student. The DGS may also participate in meetings to consider a possible failing result.]

_______________________________________

(Signature of Committee Member & Date)
