18.

Examination Outcomes

18.1

18.2

Unless operating under Regulation 19, a copy of the final joint report shall be
issued to the student. In the case of 18.2 b) and c) below the student will be given a
written statement of the work to be done to achieve his/her degree within an agreed
timescale. The criteria for assessing the degree of MA/MSc by Research/MPhil
shall be in accordance with Regulation 1.3 and those for PhD shall be in accordance
with Regulation 1.4.

The final report of the examiners on the student shall recommend one of the
following:

a) the student should be awarded the degree sought;

b) the student should be awarded the degree sought, provided that minor
amendments and corrections in the submitted work are made to the satisfaction
of the nominated examiner(s) within a specified period not exceeding three
months from the notification of the result to the student;

c) the student be permitted to re-submit for the degree sought and be re-examined
as follows:

i) the thesis to be revised and if deemed satisfactory by the Examiners, the
student will be exempt from further examination, oral or otherwise; or

i) the thesis to be revised and the student must undergo a further oral or
alternative examination; or

iii) the thesis is satisfactory, but the student must undergo a further oral
examination or other such examination as the examiners shall specify.

In this case the examiners shall specify the maximum period open to the
student to re-submit, this period is not to exceed 12 months. The maximum
period shall date from the notification of the result to the student.

Examiners shall not make recommendations 18.2 c) if they are examining a
student who is already re-presenting unless the re-presentation is the outcome
of an appeal;

Decision to recall the student for further oral or other examination:

Where examiners require revision of a thesis careful consideration should be
given as to whether the candidate should undergo further oral (or other)
examination. Practical tests of the distinction are:

1)  Whether carrying out the revisions requires significant new work (such as
the gathering of new or additional data and/or any new analysis) that may
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affect the results and conclusions of the study, such that oral defence of the
revised thesis and its findings is likely to be necessary;

i)  Whether the candidate’s knowledge of research methods and the field of
study in general require a level of professional development that can only
be evaluated by further oral examination ;

iii) Otherwise, where the examiners are of the view that the specific
requirements of the viva voce examination (regulation 17.2) have fallen
short of an acceptable standard,;

In any event, the decision made by the examiners in respect of the above
will be adhered to. Any requirement for, or waiver of, further oral or other
examination specified shall be binding.

d) if a student for PhD, the student should be awarded the MPhil, if appropriate,
subject to corrections on the basis stated in 18.2 b) above. Examiners must only
make this recommendation for positive achievement by the student in
accordance with Regulation 1.3; or

e) the student should not be awarded any degree and should be given no further
opportunity of examination.

f) the examiners may also offer a PhD student a choice between accepting an
MPhil as in 18.2d) or requiring major revisions over a period of time in 18.2c)
to achieve PhD. The student shall be given no more than two weeks to select
the route that they wish to follow.

Where examiners recommend in terms set out in Regulations 18.2 b), c) or d) they
must complete the statement of thesis deficiencies via myResearch as soon as
possible and definitely within 20 days of the oral examination (excluding
grammatical and typographical errors, which may be advised to the student
separately).

Where the examiner recommends that a student should not be awarded the degree
sought as set out in 18.2 ) above, and should have no further opportunity of
examination, the examination team must complete the 'Statement of Reasons for
Failure' form. If the student appeals against the outcome they will be provided with
a copy of this statement, it should therefore be as practicable whilst safeguarding
the confidentiality of the examining process.

Where the examination team are recommending that the student should be awarded
the degree sought ‘subject to minor amendments and corrections’ we would ask that
they consider an appropriate length of time. In some circumstances three months
might be too long, and examiners are encouraged to specify a shorter time in these
instances.
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18.3

Before forwarding a recommendation for the award of a degree to the Graduate
School the examiners must be satisfied that the format of thesis is in accordance
with the University’s regulations (see Regulation 15).

Examiners should be aware of the distinction between the decision to pass a student
subject to correction of minor amendments and the decision not to award a degree
to a student but to permit the student to revise and re-present the thesis. The
following aim to clarify the distinctions:

a) one factor, among many others, in assessing a thesis is to judge whether it
demonstrates satisfactorily the student’s ability to produce a substantial and
coherently argued report on the research. Ultimately, a successful thesis is one
which is judged worthy to be lodged for public access in the Library.
Nonetheless, it is not immediately clear in every case when a thesis is
unsatisfactory which of the recommendations summarised in Regulation 18
above is appropriate. These guidelines are intended to aid examiners in coming
to an appropriate decision in such cases;

b) it should be borne in mind that there is a substantive difference between
recommending the award subject to correction of the thesis, and not
recommending the award but permitting the student to revise and re-present the
thesis;

c) a practical yardstick is whether the external examiner wishes to see the thesis
again in order to check matters of substance. If he or she does so wish then the
decision should be not to award the degree but to permit the student to revise
and re-present.

If the external examiner believes the thesis can be brought to an acceptable
standard and does not need his or her further inspection then it can be
recommended that the student be awarded the degree subject to minor
amendments. The basis for this distinction is that a student who has been
permitted to revise and re-present has to have his/her thesis re-examined
formally in its entirety, while a corrected thesis simply has the corrections
checked by the examiner(s);

d) minor amendments (18.2 b) are changes that do not alter the arguments or
conclusions of the thesis. They include corrections of editorial, typographical
and grammatical errors, as well as corrections to references and minor re-
writing to clarify context or interpretation.

Normally, errors of presentation can be remedied by minor amendments unless
they are judged as fundamentally and comprehensively impairing the argument
of the thesis, which would require substantial re-writing or re-structuring. In
such a case it is advisable to recommend major amendments as the final form
of the thesis would differ substantially from its original form and would need
reassessing as a whole. For example, the inclusion of new data, fieldwork or
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19.

20.

21.

practice, new analysis or substantial new additions to literature would be major
amendments.

18.4 Awards of the University are formally conferred upon Research Degree students by
a representative of the Vice-Chancellor acting on behalf of the Academic Board and
the Board of Governors. The Graduate School Head or representative is responsible
for reviewing, checking and completing the recommendation paperwork for
signature by a representative of the Vice-Chancellor.

Disagreement Amongst Examiners

Where examiners fail to agree on a recommendation they shall report separately on the
appropriate form to the Graduate School. The Director of the Graduate School in
consultation with the Research Degrees Committee may:

a)  accept a majority recommendation, provided that this includes the recommendation
of at least one external examiner; or

b)  accept the recommendation of the external examiner or, if more than one, the
agreed recommendation of the external examiners; or

c) appoint an additional external examiner.

Where an additional external examiner is appointed, he/she shall not be informed of the
recommendations of the other examiners but shall prepare an independent preliminary
report on the basis of the thesis and, if he/she considers it necessary, conduct a further
oral examination. On receiving the report of this additional external examiner the
Director of the Graduate School in consultation with the Research Degrees Committee
shall have options 18.2 a), b) or c) available to it.

Students' Rights of Appeal

20.1 A student has the right to appeal against a decision of:

a) the University to terminate his/her registration

b) the University to decline an application for formal review

C) the examination team to recommend the examination outcome of 18.2¢),
d) ore)

20.2 Grounds for appeal are limited to those set out in the 'General Regulations and
procedures Affecting Students' which also sets out the appeals process.

Academic Offences Panel
Academic Offences often involve plagiarism. The University considers such offences to

be a serious issue and it is important that students make themselves aware of what is
meant by plagiarism and how to avoid it. The regulation concerning Academic Offences
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