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This course is mandatory for students in the MSc by course works (CWMSc) program in the 
Department of Population Medicine. This two-semester course has 1.0 credit points. Students 

sign up for the course during their last 2 semesters of their program. The course is not offered to 
students in other programs. 

Completion of this project requires the completion of a project report (i.e. a manuscript in 
“publishable” format), and the presentation and defence of the research in a public forum similar 

to the defence of an MSc thesis defence (see Graduate Calendar for details). The project report 

and the presentation will be graded by the Examination Committee as outlined below. 
 

 

Preparing the project report 
 
1) In consultation with the advisor, the student should identify the journal he/she wishes to 

submit the manuscript to and follow the style and format of that journal, including 
references, tables and figures. 

2) The manuscript should be appropriate for submission to the peer review research journal.  

This means that the manuscript should not contain an extensive explanation about, or 
defence of, the methodology used in the study; the literature review should be concise 

and in keeping with the style of the journal selected. 
3) Additional material, not intended to be part of the journal submission, may be included as 

appendices. 
4) Departures from 1) and 2) are not allowed unless the advisor has explicitly agreed to 

modifications of the above procedures (i.e. The advisor must inform, in writing, the other 
examiners about what has and has not been agreed to with regard to the style and content 

of the manuscript). 

 
 

Evaluating the manuscript and general knowledge 
 

1) The examiners will assess the manuscript as if they were doing a peer review for the 

specified journal.  This includes noting that the objectives, methods, results and 

discussion are consistent and appropriate; noting the clarity and conciseness of the 
written presentation; noting spelling and grammatical errors, and verifying that the 

reference style, table heading, etc. are appropriate for the specified journal. The 

examiners should not, at this stage, downgrade the manuscript because it requires 
explanation unless this is a major failing of the manuscript. Rather, these explanations 

should be sought during the oral defence of the project/manuscript. 
 



2) The oral examination should concentrate on questions arising from the review of the 

manuscript as well as more wide-ranging questions concerning epidemiology that arose 
from either the written or oral presentation. These questions should probe both areas of 

suspected weakness as well as areas of strength. The intent of the oral examination is to 

evaluate the student’s general knowledge, in epidemiology, as well as matters 

pertaining to the project itself. 
 

 

Grading the project 
 

1) Normally, there will be three examiners. Each examiner will mark the manuscript out of 
15, with an “average” manuscript receiving a mark of 11. 

2) The advisor will assign a mark out of 10 reflecting her/his quantitative and qualitative 
input to the final status of the manuscript. A manuscript requiring an average amount of 

input from the advisor would receive a mark of 7. If excessive input is required, the 
student may be downgraded accordingly. The student’s overall knowledge, ability, 

organization, clarity of thought, and conciseness of expression will be evaluated by the 
advisor during the process of performing the research and writing the manuscript. 

3) The presentation and defence of the manuscript shall receive a maximum mark of 10, 

from each of the three examiners, an average performance receiving 7 marks. 
4) Each examiner will assign a maximum mark of 5 to the assessment of the student’s 

general knowledge, an average student receiving a mark of 3. 
 

To assist in accomplishing marking (items 1 to 4) each examiner will be given an “assessment 
sheet” with appropriate areas to, independently, place the marks [for items 1) to 4)] and any 

explanation the reviewer deems necessary. The student’s final project mark will be the sum of 
the marks received under items 1) to 4). 

If a fourth reviewer is present, then items 1), 3) and 4) will be weighted accordingly. 

 
 

Date of presentation and general examination 
 

The Examination Committee will normally be comprised of three members of the Graduate 
Faculty, at least one will not be a member of the Advisory Committee. At least two of the 

examiners will be members of the Departmental Epidemiology Group, or epidemiologists on 
Associate or Special Graduate Faculty. 

The examination will normally occur near the end of the third semester of study. The date 
should not be set until the Advisory Committee agrees that the manuscript is acceptable for 

examination. Normally this will require at least 2 weeks for the initial screening of the paper, and 

feedback to the student, by the Advisory Committee. Once this agreement is obtained, the date 
can be set, and this should be at least 3 weeks prior to the examination date to allow the 

examiners to schedule their times accordingly. All examiners should be allowed a period of two 
weeks prior to the examination to review the manuscript. 
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Category 

 

Maximum Mark Assigned Mark 

 

Presentation 

 

10  

 

Paper 

 

15  

 

General Knowledge 

 

5  

 

Supervisor Input 

 

10  

 

Total 

 

  

 

 

Student’s name: 

 

 

 

Examiner (Name, date and signature): 

 

 

 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 


