ensure that the research proposal is sound;

determine if the study can be completed within a normal PhD program;

determine ithe studenthassufficientknowledgein thefield to pursuethe proposedesearch;
to ascertairanyknowledgegapsand

suggestemedialactionif necessary.

X X X X X

The examination consists 028 minute presentation given by the student on the proposed thesis work
followed by a question period of approximately one and a half to two hours. This oral examination will
allow the student to demonstrate advanced expertise in their chosen area of resealagpechas

well as their undergraduate level mastery of the disciplines related to their research topics, and the
ability to defend a strong research propo®alestioning by the appraisal committee will explore the
FDQGLGDWHTYV JUD Vdaicépts Snderi@imoLiiseQtHdy, Ehufe tkat methods are appropriate,
and make suggestions for improvement of the research program. The questions should be challenging
and in depth.

The emphasis will be on the theory and proposed approach, rather tharymss to date. At the end
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performance. A positive vote of at least four members of the committee confirms that the student has
passed. A negativautcome requires that the student retake the exam wiahimmonths by

considering suggestions offered by the committee for improving the thesis research proposal. The
outcome of the second exam will be either pass or withdraw from the profnar@hair of the exam
committee is responsible for returning appropriate documentgincluding the completedPhD

Proposal Examination Repor) and a copy of the research proposal to the graduate office after

the exam.

PhD Proposal Appraisal Committee

The Appraisal Committee consists of the supervisor (arglipervisor if relevant), the two members
of the supervisory committee atwlo other faculty appointed to the program or drawn from
cognate departmentspne of whom will act as the examination chair

Two weeks before theroposaExam the student must provide committee members with a PhD
Proposal, a written report of 5,000



Wwork

Whatwerethe observationsproblemsyesearcmeedstcthatleadto aninterestin this topic?
Whatis therationalefor looking atthe problen®

. LiteratureReview

Whatstudieshavealreadybeendoneon this or relatedquestionor similar systems?

Whathypothesispredictions explanation®r questionslerivefrom the scientificliterature?
Whatarethe gapsin knowledge?

. Hypotheses/Resear@bjectives

a. Statewhathypothesegouareproposingo test,and/or

b. Clearlystatetheresearclobjectives.

. Significance/Relevance

a. Whatis the point of doingthis work in anapplied,environmentabr societalcontext

. Methods

a. Clearlystatewhatmethodsyou will useto obtainandanalyzeyour data
b. Associatehe methodswith yourresearcthypothesesr objectives

c. Provideanideaof howto restructurevork if certainportionsdo notyield results

. PreliminaryResultg(if available)

a. Summarizeanyresultsalreadyobtained
b. Organizeby hypothesesr objectives
c. Interprettheresults,donf merelyshowthedata

d. Whatdatastill needto



b. Costof technicalhelp

c. Any equipmenthatmaybe specificallyrequired

It is importantthat thestudentdemonstratéo the committeethathe or sheana) clearlystatethe
problemandtherationaleandmethodgo studyit,



