
PROFESSIONAL RESEARCH DOCTORATE (DRES) ON THE COMPETITIVE BEHAVIOUR OF SMALL ORGANIZATIONS PRELIMINARY VIVA REPORT FORM

SECTION 1: CANDIDATE AND VIVA EXAMINATION INFORMATION
	Name of Candidate
	

	Registration number
	

	Institute/Centre
	

	Title of Thesis
	

	Name of Principal Supervisor
	

	Name of Co-Supervisor/s 
	



It is essential that all sections of the form are typed and completed in the English language and as fully and clearly as possible.
Within six weeks of receipt of the thesis, and before the viva examination takes place, each examiner shall have submitted confidentially this independent preliminary report to the Convenor, via the Examiner Panel Secretary.
Following the viva, this report together with a joint examiners’ report (DOC 137) will be submitted to the Doctoral Degree Committee within two weeks of the candidate’s viva completion.


SECTION 2: PRELIMINARY EXAMINER’S RECOMMENDATION 
The below is a preliminary recommendation on the Professional Research Doctorate thesis according to the outcome indicated below. In case Minimal/Significant amendments are needed, the award will be conditional to the re-submission of the amended thesis.
The Examiner recommends the following (tick one box to indicate the overall recommendation)
☐ Option 1: Pass with No or Minimal Amendments
☐ Option 2: Pass with Lesser Amendments
☐ Option 3: Pass with Significant Amendments  
☐ Option 4: Viva Repeat and Thesis Revision and Resubmission 
☐ Option 5: Fail 	

SECTION 3: REPORT ON THESIS
Examiners’ Considerations
Examiners should take into consideration the following during their evaluation of the thesis:
1. Does the thesis demonstrate originality (contribution to the field [theoretical, methodological, or applied])?


2. Does the thesis demonstrate evidence of independent reflection and critical analysis (ability to critique, synthesize, and argue)? 


3. Does the thesis demonstrate clarity and academic writing quality (coherence, style, organisation)?


4. Does the build-up to the thesis show evidence of peer-reviewed publication work that has already challenged the research being demonstrated in the final thesis?


SECTION 4: MINIMAL/SIGNIFICANT ISSUES OF THE THESIS
Following the viva, any minimal/significant amendments requested by the examiners in this section will be collated into one joint report (DOC137) by the Examiner Panel Convenor. This joint section will then be provided to the candidate. 
Therefore, this section must be in the form of an unambiguous itemised list of the necessary corrections and modifications, clearly identifying the specific sections of the thesis that require revision. The examiners must provide enough detail to direct the candidate towards the expected amendments.
If NO minimal/significant amendments are required, please write NA.


EXAMINER’S SIGNATURE 
	Role
	Full Name
	Signature
	Date

	Choose an item.
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Notes for Section 2:
Option 1: Pass with No or Minimal Amendments
The Examiner Panel is highly satisfied with the Doctoral Thesis and approves the thesis manuscript with no or minimal amendments that can be completed within up to four (4) weeks of being formally notified of viva outcome.
A recommendation to the DDC, through the Doctoral Convenor, that the student be awarded the DRes shall be made after the Convenor confirms that the requested changes have been adequately addressed.

Option 2: Pass with Lesser Amendments 	
The Examiner Panel is satisfied with the Doctoral Thesis and approves the thesis manuscript with limited amendments that can be completed within up to twelve (12) weeks of being formally notified of viva outcome. 
A recommendation to the DDC, through the Doctoral Convenor, that the student be awarded the DRes shall be made after the Convenor confirms that the requested changes have been adequately addressed.

Option 3: Pass with Significant Amendments  	
The Examiner Panel considers the Doctoral Thesis to be a pass, but identifies significant amendments that can be completed in up to six (6) months and need to be approved by both the Principal and the Second Supervisor. 
The Examiner Panel confirms that the requested changes have been adequately addressed following approval by both the Principal and the Second Supervisor.
Option 4: Viva Repeat and Thesis Revision and Resubmission 	
The Examiner Panel considers the Doctoral Thesis to be a marginal fail, and requests that a significant revision and resubmission takes place within one (1) academic year. Candidate shall sit for a second and final repeat viva approximately one year after this first viva. This will be the final viva opportunity of the candidate. 
The Examiner Panel confirms that the resubmission and the repeat viva are successful.
Option 5: Fail 	
The Examiner Panel considers the Doctoral Thesis to be a significant fail and requests that the candidate terminates his or her doctoral journey forthwith. The Panel may opt to recommend to the DDC, through the Doctoral Convenor, that the candidate is awarded a Master by Research, if it is deemed justified that the work being submitted is of adequate master’s-level rigour. 
If the Examiner Panel deems that the work being submitted is of adequate master’s-level rigour and the Master by Research option is selected, the ‘Academic Research Grading Rubric’ (DOC382) is to be used by the Examiner Panel to provide the final thesis mark and grade.


Notes for Section 3: 
Examiners should evaluate whether the thesis includes the following:
· Clearly articulated aim and objectives, research problems/questions and justification of topic choice and relevance (academic, professional, or societal); and context for the research (background, rationale).
· Critical analysis of previous work and identification of gaps in knowledge.
· Explanation and justification of chosen methods (including of research design, sampling, tools, data collection, and analysis), alignment between methods and research questions.
· Consideration of validity, reliability, and ethics.
· Evidence of methodological rigour and reflexivity.
· Clear presentation of data/findings, integration of findings with research objectives and literature and evidence of critical analysis and synthesis.
· Development of strong, well-reasoned arguments.
· Original contribution to knowledge, theory, or practice, including indication of new insights or directions for future research.
· Realistic and meaningful recommendations for further research or practice.
· Proper and consistent Harvard referencing, appropriate formatting and style.
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