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Reflections on Accelerating the Development of Graduate Professional Degree Education

YANG Xu-hui, WANG Min-sheng

(Institute o f Higher Education Research , Shanghai Second Polytechnic University . Shanghai 201209)

Abstract: Accelerating the development of graduate professional degree education is the keynote of a government policy. From
the perspectives of the cause, model and trend of development, the accelerated development of professional degree programs
will be noted for its compensative, pluralistic and exemplary characteristics.
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An Empirical Study and Suggestions for Peer Review of Ph, D. Dissertations

MA Ling

(Graduate School , East China Normal University, Shanghai 200241)

Abstract: It is required that dissertations for the doctoral degree shall be subject to peer review. Currently, the peer review
system consists of two parts: open review by relevant departments, and blind review organized by postgraduate supervision
authorities. Blind review has advantages in that it avoids social biases. But due to different levels of familiarity with a subject,
reviewers may make misjudgments. By analyzing the data of dissertation peer review at one university in the past two years, the
author finds that the best solution to the problem is to have a good system design to maximize the advantages of the two types
of review.
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