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Candidate Examiners of the Research Proposal Review Committee
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Research Proposal Review Applicant’s Name

HEMHA -
Supervisor
fREmh# A .

Assistant Supervisors
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Chief Examiner
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Sub-chief Examiner
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Sub-chief Examiner
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Date and Time of the Review Committee:

&
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Venue:

X OFEBRIL3AL LT, MRS EOBKEZATL2ETHD Z L,
The number of examiners shall be more than three (3), and all shall be qualified as
Research Supervisors.

X HEHA O EHB R OREMBBA Z TEICIEAT 5 2 LIETE R0,
The applicant’s supervisor and assistant supervisor may not be appointed as the Chief
Examiner.
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In principle, one supervisor or assistant supervisor shall be appointed as the Sub-chief
Examiner.
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Notification of Research Proposal Review Result
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Date:
HI &6
Applicant:
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(Student ID: )
J
Mr./Ms.
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WHIERHR
Dean, the Graduate School of Health Innovation
Kanagawa University of Human Services
WEFERE H
Research Title
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We hereby notify you that the Doctoral Dissertation Review Committee has reviewed the
above research proposal submitted on (date), and the review result is as follows.
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Review Result Passed . Failed
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Summary of the review



