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2 April 2018 

RECORDS MANAGEMENT SECTION 

 

The University of Edinburgh 

File ref:  T3/26/299 

Old College 

 

South Bridge 

Edinburgh EH8 9YL 

Mr Michael Lee 
 

Direct Dial  0131 651 4099 

Sent by email: request-468443-

Switchboard  0131 650 1000 

xxxxxxxx@xxxxxxxxxxxxxx.xxx 

Email  xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx@xx.xx.xx 

Dear Mr Lee 

Freedom of information request 

Thank you for your emails of 2, 12 and 15 March 2018, requesting PhD viva voce 
statistics.  On 15 March 2018, in response to our email of 14 March 2018, you confirmed 
that you wished to receive information about whether a student was successful or 
unsuccessful, and whether this outcome related to initial submission or resubmission.   

The University of Edinburgh is a global university, rooted in Scotland.  We are globally 
recognised for our research, development and innovation and we have provided world-
class teaching to our students for more than 425 years.  We are the largest university in 
Scotland and in 2016/17 our annual revenue was £929 million, of which £265 million was 
research income.  We have over 39,000 students and over 9,700 full-time equivalent 
staff.  We are a founding member of the UK’s Russell Group of leading research 
universities and a member of the League of European Research Universities. 

The University's Postgraduate Assessment Regulations for Research Degrees govern 
how research programmes are assessed, and can be found on our website at 
http://www.ed.ac.uk/academic-services/policies-regulations/regulations/assessment.  
These regulations also include links to the University’s Common Marking Scheme which 
is applied to all assessed work, including examinations.  The University’s Degree 
Regulations and Programmes of Study contains further information about study, 
assessment and awards, and can also be found on our website at 
http://www.drps.ed.ac.uk/. 

Oral examination statistics 

From 2006/07 to 2016/17, you asked for the number of viva voce, or oral examinations, 
undertaken by PhD students, by school, date, and whether or not the thesis satisfied the 
requirements for the award of doctoral degree.   

The oral examination is led by officially nominated examiners and chaired by a third 
academic colleague serving as a non-examining chair.  Each examiner submits a 
preliminary report on the thesis before the oral examination takes place.  After the oral 
examination, the examiners write a joint report, agreeing a recommendation to make to 
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the relevant College Postgraduate Committee.  The Committee then makes a final 
decision, following consideration of the reports and the recommendation made by the 
examiners.  Information about oral examination assessment is contained within the 
Postgraduate Assessment Regulations for Research Degrees, the link for which I have 
provided above.  Information about the University’s colleges is published on our website 
at https://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/colleges-schools.   

During the majority of the specified time period, the University’s central student 
management system recorded the date on which a thesis was submitted, and the 
effective date of the examination outcome, following the Committee’s consideration.  It 
did not, however, record the date on which an oral examination took place, between the 
submission and outcome dates.  A significant time period can elapse between 
submission and award decision; the oral examination can be held at any time up to three 
months after submission of the thesis, the student has three months to make any minor 
corrections following the examination, and up to 12 months to make more substantial 
revisions.  Therefore, from 2006/07 to 2014/15, the academic year before which the 
student management system was adapted to record oral examination date, it is not 
always possible to ascertain in which academic year an oral examination was held from 
centrally held information.  

I have therefore provided information by the academic year in which the final outcome 
was recorded, with resubmissions as a separate category.  As a result, individual 
students appear only once within the data, regardless of whether they have undertaken 
multiple oral examinations.  I have enclosed this information in a ‘comma-separated 
values’ format, as requested.  ‘Successful’ students are those who were awarded a PhD, 
and ‘Unsuccessful’ students are those who achieved a lesser award, or no award.   

You will see that I have provided information by college rather than school and I have not 
provided the exact number where the number is fewer than five,  This is due to the small 
numbers of PhD students in some schools and because disclosing low numbers, or data 
from which low numbers can be calculated, could enable individuals to be identified.  This 
would breach the data protection principles set out in the Data Protection Act 1998.  The 
Freedom of Information (Scotland) Act 2002 does not require us to provide this sort of 
information as it is exempt under section 38(1)(b). 

The University has three colleges: College of Arts, Humanities and Social Sciences 
(CAHSS), College of Medicine and Veterinary Medicine (CMVM) and College of Science 
the Engineering (CSE).  Further information about the colleges and schools is published 
at https://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/colleges-schools.  

In accordance with the University’s retention schedule for student records, 
documentation associated with the final assessment of research degrees, including 
record of the oral examination date, is destroyed one year after graduation.  For this 
reason, information about oral examination dates is not held by the University prior to 
2015/16.  More information about our retention periods in relation to records of this type 
is published on our website at https://www.ed.ac.uk/records-management/records-
management/staff-guidance/retention-schedules/student-records.         
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Right to review 

If you are dissatisfied with this response, you may ask the University to conduct a review 
of this decision by contacting the University's Records Management Section 
(www.ed.ac.uk/records-management/about/contact) in writing (e.g. by letter or email) or 
in some other recorded form (e.g. audio or video tape).  You should describe the original 
request, explain your grounds for dissatisfaction, and include an address for 
correspondence.  You have 40 working days from receipt of this letter to submit a review 
request.  When the review process has been completed, if you are still dissatisfied, you 
may appeal to the Scottish Information Commissioner using the guidance at 
www.itspublicknowledge.info/Appeal.  If you do not have access to the Internet, please 
let me know and I will provide a copy of the relevant web pages. 

Yours sincerely  

Lorraine Peters 
Information Compliance Officer 
 
Enc. University of Edinburgh PhD thesis submissions and outcomes, 2006/07 to 2016/17 
 
If you require this letter in an alternative format, such as large print or 
a coloured background, please contact the Records Management 
Section on 0131 651 4099 or email xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx@xx.xx.xx 
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