Scoring Rubric for Ph.D Oral Comprehensive Exam (Department of Geological Sciences)

Student

Date

Committee Member

Initial the appropriate box in each category. Each student’s performance will be scored in four categories listed below. The

committee’s ranking will be based upon a five-point scale (5 = Exemplary, 4 = Strong, 3 = Competent, 2 = Marginal, 1 = Unacceptable).

The minimum successful score will be “Competent” or better from a majority of the Committee.
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