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Qualifying Exam Internal Score Sheet

Student Name:

Prospectus Advisor:

Qualifying Exam Chair:

Other Committee Members:

Score Sheet

1. | Quality of Prospectus. Is the prospectus well written? Is it of an appropriate | 1. [ ] High Pass
length and quality? 2. [ ]Pass
3. [ ] Pass with Reservations
4. [ ]Fail
2. | Intellectual Merit of Proposed Research Question. If executed well, is 1. [ ]High Pass
this a contribution to the literature? Could this be a dissertation chapter? 2. [ ]Pass
Could this be a published paper? 3. [ ] Pass with Reservations
4. [ ]Fail
3. | Command of the Literature. Is the student familiar with the relevant 1. [ ]High Pass
literature? 2. [ ]Pass
3. [ ] Pass with Reservations
4. [ ]Fail
4. | Relationship to Literature. Can the student describe in precise terms how 1. [ ]High Pass
the proposed project will contribute to this literature? How exactly is it 2. [ ]Pass
different than what has come before? 3. [ ] Pass with Reservations
4. [ ]Fail
5. | Thoroughness of Current Work. If the paper is empirical, has the student 1. [ ]High Pass
shown what regressions she will run and what estimation strategy she will 2. [ ]Pass
use? If the student already has access to the data, has the student done a 3. [ ]Pass with Reservations
“reasonable” amount of analysis already? If the data is not available, does 4. [ ]Fail
the student know what the dataset includes, what the unit of observation is,
how feasible it will be to obtain, etc.? If theoretical, has the student fully
characterized the model and performed some informative comparative
statics?
6. | Feasibility. Is this project viable? Does the student have a basic timeline for | 1. [ ] High Pass
completing the project? Has the student run some preliminary regressionsor | 2. [ ]Pass
done power calculations? 3. [ ]Pass with Reservations
4. [ ]Fail
Overall grade 1. [ ]High Pass
2. [ ]Pass
3. [ ]Pass with Reservations
4. [ ]Fail
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