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I. GENERAL PROVISIONS
1. The description (hereinafter – the Description) of special requirements and procedures for the preparation and defense of master’s degree theses (hereinafter – the theses) at the Faculty of Bioeconomics Development (hereinafter – the Faculty) of Agriculture Academy (hereinafter – the Academy) of Vytautas Magnus University (hereinafter – the University) shall establish special requirements for the theses prepared at the Faculty, for students preparing them, and for other participants of final thesis preparation and defense process, and shall also establish the procedures of preparation and defense of the theses.
2. The Description was prepared in accordance with the University’s Regulations of Studies, the Description of General Procedure for the Preparation and Defense of Final Theses, and the experience of final thesis preparation and defense accumulated at the Faculty.
3. The purpose of the Description is to create the conditions for the assurance of transparent and high-quality preparation and defense of final theses by associating them with the academic rights of students, the type and purpose of the study programs  conducted at the Faculty, and the results of the studies that are intended to be achieved.
4. The final thesis is the final written work of the master’s degree study program those independent preparation and defense generally proves the student’s ability to solve scientific or practical problems specified in the program and the acquisition of other competences planned in the program. When the student’s master degree studies are of scientific nature, the final thesis shall be dedicated to the identification and solution of a scientific problem; when the student’s master degree studies are of practical nature, the final thesis shall be dedicated to the identification of a practical problem and its solution using scientific methods.
II. REQUIREMENTS FOR FINAL THESES AND THEIR PREPARATION
5. The preparation of final theses shall begin from the selection of the theses’ subjects and the appointment of the supervisor. 
6. The lists of the final theses’ themes shall be prepared by the Study Program Committees in accordance with the priority themes of the scientific activities conducted at the Faculty, the type of the study programs, their goals, and the intended study results. The themes shall be kept up to date thanks to maintained associations with the latest scientific trends and issues related to professional activities and practices. The final thesis themes shall be prepared separately for the final theses of scientific nature and for the theses of practical nature. Along with the themes of the final theses, it is required to specify the department’s lecturers and research fellows, as well as other researchers – potential supervisors of final theses (hereinafter – the Supervisors) – working on those themes. The lists of the final theses’ themes must be approved in the meetings of the departments’ that supervise the study programs. The lists of the themes of final theses shall be updated as required but at least once every two study years. The approved lists of the themes of final theses shall be publicly published and available to students. 
7. Students shall choose the topics of the final theses during the first semester. Students shall present a written application for the permission to prepare a final thesis, with the specified topic, to the Dean’s Office of the Faculty. The student shall have the right to propose a theme which is not included in the approved list of final theses’ themes. The suitability of the topic proposed by the student shall be determined by the Study Program’s Committee, and it shall provide the student with a response in writing.

8. Eligible supervisors are researchers (lecturers, research fellows and other researchers who have a doctoral degree) who are conducting research activities on the topic selected by the student. If the master’s degree studies are of practical nature, eligible supervisors also include researchers who do not have a doctoral degree but have accumulated no less than three years of professional experience related to the final theses’ themes over a period of the last seven years. Supervisors shall be appointed by the Chairs of the Study Program Committees (hereinafter – Committee Chairs).
9. Before the end of the first month of the second semester, the heads of departments and the Chairs of the study programs shall approve the final thesis themes selected by students of all study programs and the appointment of the supervisors. The selected themes of the final theses cannot be changed throughout the entire period of the preparation of these works. The theme selected during the preparation of the final thesis shall be refined until it becomes a specific topic of the final thesis. The topic of the final thesis may be fine-tuned and adjusted without changing the selected theme until the final approval by the ruling of the Faculty’s Dean no later than one month before the public defense of the final thesis.
10. The preparation of the final thesis shall be conducted coherently in accordance with the Individual Plan for the Preparation of the Final Thesis (hereinafter – the Plan) and the subjects planned in the program (Scientific research paper, Applied research, Final thesis, etc.) that are directly related to the justification of the final thesis’ methodology, conducted research, and other activities of final thesis preparation (hereinafter – the related subjects). The student shall prepare the Plan together with the supervisor in accordance with the form provided by the Faculty’s Dean’s Office in one month after the supervisor’s appointment. The Plan shall be approved by the Chair of the Study Program’s Committee.
11. Supervisors shall provide consultations to students during the designated consultation hours. Starting from the second semester, during the exam session, the student shall provide the supervisor with detailed reports on the activities included in the plan. After examining the provided report, the supervisor shall discuss the results of the final thesis preparation with the student, present notes and suggestions to the student, and shall make notes in the plan regarding the timeliness and quality of the final thesis preparation.
12. For the semesters that include the related subjects in accordance with the study program, the reports on the activities included in the plan shall be combined with the assessment for the related subjects. These assessments shall be subject to the requirements of taking and re-taking exams determined by the University. Assessments shall be organised and conducted in accordance with the following procedure:

12.1. no later than one month in advance, the head of department and the Chair of the Study Program Committee shall schedule the dates for the assessment and shall establish a commission of 3–5 members for the evaluation of the assessment results.

12.2. for the assessment, no later than 5 days before the assessment date, students shall prepare and present all independent works planned in the descriptions of the related subjects and the reports of works indicated in the plan, in a single file, to the supervisors. The Study Program Committee may provide that independent works and the reports of works indicated in the plan shall be presented in the form of a final thesis which has an established degree of completeness. Students shall also prepare presentations of the completed works and their results.
12.3. the supervisors shall analyse the students’ works and present their opinion about the quality of the completed works, as well as their compliance with the requirements, in their file.
12.4. the department’s scientists, other researchers, doctoral students, social partners, students who are not involved in the assessment, and other interested parties shall be invited to attend the assessments.
12.5. during the assessment, the student shall briefly present the completed independent and other works indicated in the plan, the applied research methods, and the achieved results, linking them directly to the researched scientific or practical problem and the aim and goals of the final thesis.

12.6. the members of the Commission and other participating persons can give questions related to the assessments; they listen to the student’s answers and explanations.

12.7. at the end of the assessments, taking into account the evaluation criteria specified in the descriptions of the related subjects and the opinions of the supervisors, the Commission’s members shall evaluate the completed and presented works, discuss the problems that arose during the assessments, and formulate the recommendations for the improvement of the preparation of the final thesis. The evaluation results shall be recorded in writing, and the Commission Chair shall transfer them to the online system of study results in accordance with the procedure established at the University.
13. The prepared master’s degree final thesis of a scientific nature shall meet the following special requirements:
13.1. it shall reflect the student’s knowledge and ability, at least at the threshold level, to:

- provide a well-reasoned identification of a scientific problem which arises in the selected field of research, justifying the relevance, object, aim, and goals of its research; 

- employ scientific discussion in the analysis and synthesis of scientific theories, concepts, latest research results, and individual scientists’ opinions in order to comprehensively reveal the essence of the researched scientific problem, its genesis, causal links, and further development tendencies; 

- adequately choose and correctly employ scientific research methods in order to examine the expressions and tendencies of the scientific problem under the conditions of specific context and limitations; 

- interpret and summarize the results of the scientific research, determine the conditions for their application, and prepare conclusions;

- other achievements of the studies that are determined in the descriptions of the study program’s subject “Final thesis” and other related subjects.
13.2. it shall consist of the following components:
- Title page;

- Table of contents;

- Summary is prepared in two languages: Lithuanian (1-2 pages) and one of the European Union’s working languages (English, French or German) (1-2 pages);

- Glossary of the main concepts;

- Introduction, which presents a scientific problem and describes all principal parameters of the research: object, aim, goals, etc.;

- Theoretical section;

- Methodical section;

- Results’ section;

- Conclusions and recommendations;

- List of referenced literature and other sources of information;

- Appendices. 

14. The prepared master’s degree final thesis of a practical nature shall meet the following special requirements:

14.1. it shall reflect the student’s knowledge and abilities, at least at the threshold level, to:

- provide a well-reasoned identification of a practical problem which arises during the practical activities in the selected field of research, reveal its essence, and justify the relevance, object, aim, and goals of the research;

- while analysing and synthesizing the scientific literature, summarize the scientists’ views toward the practical problem, its research methods, and potential solutions;  

- adequately choose and correctly employ empirical research methods to familiarize oneself closely with a practical problem, and to model and/or design solutions under specific conditions of practical activity;

- interpret and summarize the results of the empirical research, determine the conditions for their applications, and prepare conclusions;

- other study results that are specified in the descriptions of the study subject “Final thesis” and other related subjects.

14.2. it shall consist of the following components:
- Title page;

- Table of contents;

- Summary is prepared in two languages: Lithuanian (1-2 pages) and one of the European Union’s working languages (English, French or German) (1-2 pages);

- Glossary of the main concepts;

- Introduction, which presents a scientific problem and describes all principal parameters of the research: object, aim, goals, etc.;

- The situation’s analytical section;

- Methodological section (must also encompass theoretical aspects that are necessary for the solving of the practical problem and for the justification of the methodology);

- Results’/projects’ section;

- Conclusions and recommendations;

- List of referenced literature and other sources of information;

- Appendices. 
15. The titles of the main sections of the final thesis shall be specified taking into account the object and context of the research and other important characteristics. The content of the required main sections of the final thesis shall be described in detail in “Methodological guidelines for the preparation of written works by students of the Faculty of Bioeconomics Development” (https://zua.vdu.lt/en/faculties/faculty-of-bioeconomy-development/studies/information-for-students/). 
16. The final thesis, like the reports of the related subjects and other independent works, shall meet the established requirements for quotations and other requirements for academic ethics, composition of list of references, and formalisation of written works that are presented in “Methodological guidelines for the preparation of written works by the students of the Faculty of Bioeconomics Development” (https://zua.vdu.lt/en/faculties/faculty-of-bioeconomy-development/studies/information-for-students/).
17. The length of the final thesis shall be from 50 to 70 pages without the appendices. The thesis that does not meet the formal requirements of the structure and scope of the work cannot be defended in the Final Work Assessment Commission.
18. Students must publish at least 1 article in a scientific or popular science publication. A presentation at a scientific or practical conference must also be made. It is recommended that articles and presentations at conferences be the subject of the thesis.
19. During the preparation of the final thesis, the student shall:

19.1. actively and systematically follow the latest scientific trends, the published research results, practical problems and their solutions that are related to the subject of the final thesis.
19.2. communicate and cooperate with the supervisor, consult with him on the fundamental questions of the final thesis preparation, especially the justification of the methodology.
19.3. meet the deadlines specified in the plan, including the deadlines for the reports on the tasks specified in the plan and for the submission of independent works of the related subjects.

19.4. comply with the requirements of academic ethics and formalisation of works.

20. During the preparation of the final thesis, the student shall have the right to:

20.1. change or modify the topic of the final thesis, without changing the theme.

20.2. make a reasoned request for a replacement of the supervisor.

20.3. address companies and other organisations on behalf of the University regarding the provision of data or other information and conducting of surveys and interviews.

20.4. prepare the final thesis or conduct research commissioned by a company or other organisation. 
20.5. consult with the supervisor during the time allocated for consultations. 

20.6. receive methodological support during preparation of logical schemes for research as well as selection and justification of research methods and data processing methods.

21. The supervisor shall:
21.1. in the beginning of the final thesis preparation, inform the student about the requirements of academic ethics and the consequences of not following them, promote participation in international academic exchange, and, if possible, involve the student in the scientific research conducted by the department.

21.2. consult the student regarding the fundamental issues of final thesis preparation during the time allocated for consultations.

21.3. provide methodological support regarding the elucidation of the scientific / practical problem, the definition of the research aims and goals, the preparation of the logical schemes for the conducting of research, and the selection and justification of research methods.
21.4. examine the student’s reports on the tasks specified in the plan, the independent works of the related subjects, the final thesis or its separate sections, present an opinion regarding their quality and the timeliness of their completion, make the appropriate notes in the plan.

21.5. inform the head of department about the process of the final theses’ preparation, the problems that arise, and the students who did not receive the passing mark during the exam session for the works that were included in the plan and for the related study subjects.
21.6. perform a verification of the originality of the final thesis in the plagiarism detector software used by the University and prepare a report on this verification, if it is included in the relevant internal documents of the University. 

21.7. prepare an official review on the final thesis for the Commission of the Final Thesis Assessment (hereinafter – the Assessment Commission). 
21.8. if possible, take part in all assessments, including the defense of the final thesis. 

22. The supervisor may:

22.1. after evaluating the student’s abilities and the current affairs of science and practices, suggest for the student to change or modify the topic of the final thesis.
22.2. refuse to supervise the student’s preparation of the final thesis if the student has not received the passing mark for tasks included in the plan for two or more semesters, does not comply with the requirements of academic ethics, if the supervisor cannot ensure consultations for the student and management of performance of tasks specified in the plan as a result of illness, long-term traineeship or other objective reasons. Refusal to supervise shall be agreed upon with the Chair of the Study Program Committee. The decision regarding replacement of supervisor shall be made by the head of department.
III. PREPARATION FOR THE DEFENSE OF FINAL THESES 
23. Preparation for the defense of the final theses can be started by the students who had completed all other assignments indicated in the study program, including the related subjects. The list of students prepared for the defense of the final theses shall be approved by the Dean of the Faculty.

24. No later than six weeks before the defense of the final thesis, the Chairs of the Study Program Committees shall appoint a lecturer of the department who, after getting acquainted with the final thesis, shall prepare a report for the Certification Commission, set up Certification Commissions consisting of scientists who are members of the Study Program Committee, and determine the dates for the meetings of these commissions. Meetings of the Certification Commission shall be held no later than three weeks before the defense of the final theses.
25. No later than eight days before the review of the final theses in the Certification Commission, students shall present the paper variants of the prepared final theses to the department. If the final thesis is not presented before the established deadline, the student shall forfeit the right to continue managing and defending his/her final thesis. The head of department shall prepare a proposal to the Dean of the Faculty regarding the removal of students who did not present final theses from the University.
26. The registered final theses shall be handed over to the lecturer of the Deartment appointed by the Chairs of of the Study Program Committees. The reviewer shall examine and evaluate the relevance and phrasing of the scientific / practical problem, the aim and goals of the research, the adequacy of the selected research methods, the correctness of the achieved research results and their interpretation, and the compliance with the requirements of the final thesis structure, academic ethics, and formalization; he specifies the shortcomings that must be corrected. The results of the review process shall be presented in the prescribed form of review (see appendices 2 and 3). The review shall be presented to the department along with the final thesis no later than one day before the meeting of the Certification Commission.
27. The presentation of the final theses shall take place during the meeting of the Certification Commission in the following sequence:
27.1. the student shall briefly (in up to 10 minutes) introduce the scientific / practical problem, the object of the research, the aim, the goals, and their implementation, providing justification in the form of the achieved research results and the applied research methods, and shall present the conclusions and recommendations in the end regarding the methods and measures for solving the problem and the conditions for their application.

27.2. members of the Certification Commission shall present questions and make remarks to the student that are related to the final thesis and shall listen to the student’s responses.

27.3. the report prepared by the reviewer is read, and the student shall be given the opportunity to respond to the drawbacks identified by the reviewer.
28. In a meeting behind closed doors, members of the Certification Commission shall discuss the final thesis, presentation, and review of each student, and prepare a conclusion regarding the final thesis’ eligibility for the defense before the Assessment Commission. The conclusion made by the Certification Commission may be:

- the final thesis meets the requirements in full and can be defended before the commission of the final thesis assessment (hereinafter – the Assessment Commission);
- the final thesis has shortcomings (they are specified) but they can be eliminated, and the amended thesis is defended before the Assessment Commission;

- the final thesis has fundamental deficiencies (they are specified) because of which the thesis cannot be defended before the Assessment Commission. Fundamental deficiencies include non-compliance with the compulsory principal sections of the final thesis’ structure, incorrect implementation of research methods, fundamentally inadequate presentation and interpretation of research results, and other major faults that cannot be eliminated without preparing a new final thesis.  
29. The conclusions of the Certification Commission shall be documented in the form of the minutes of the meeting, those extracts shall be presented to the students and the commission of the final thesis assessment. If the conclusion of the Certification Commission is that:

29.1. the final thesis meets the requirements in full, it is to not be improved further, and only corrections of grammatical errors or proofreading are possible.

29.2. the final thesis has shortcomings, but they can be eliminated, the student can revise only the shortcomings specified by the Certification Commission and also correct grammatical errors and proofread.

29.3. the final thesis has fundamental deficiencies and the thesis cannot be defended; the head of department prepares a proposal to the Faculty Dean regarding the removal of the student from the University.
30. No later than 10 days before the public defense of the works, the students who received permission from the Certification Commission to defend their final theses shall submit the completed final theses (1 paper copy in hardback) to the Faculty Dean’s Office, where they are registered in the Journal of the Registration of the Master’s Degree Final Theses. No later than ten days before the start of the public defense of the final theses, students of all levels and forms must submit the electronic version of the final thesis to the specific place in Moodle environment and CRIS repository (https://vdu.lt/cris), in accordance with the description of the procedure of the collection and storage of the electronic documents of VMU final theses, doctoral dissertations and their abstracts (ETDs). The students who do not present the final theses before the established deadline shall forfeit the right to defend them.  
31. Before presenting the final theses to the Faculty Dean’s Office, the students shall:
31.1. correct the shortcomings in the final thesis identified by the Certification Commission.
31.2. In accordance with the procedure established by the University, upload the completed final thesis into the plagiarism detection system and receive the report of the detection.
31.3. prepare the final thesis’ copyright notice which guarantees that the final thesis has been prepared honestly and independently, following the requirements of academic ethics and without violating copyright of other individuals.
31.4. conclude a licensing agreement which confirms the finality and authenticity of the thesis as well as the conditions of the access to the thesis at the VMU Scientific e-Publication Repository and the Lithuanian Academic Electronic Repository.
32. In an envelope attached to the third page of the cover of the bound final thesis presented to the Faculty Dean’s Office, the student shall include the supervisor's review, the reviewer’s review, documentation of the minutes from the Certification Commission, a certificate about a conference paper, copyright notice, plagiarism check report and the copies of published articles. Additionally, it may also include an agreement with a company or other organisation regarding the preparation of the final thesis based on its activities and feedback on the final thesis from the head of such a company or other organisation.
33. An employee of the Faculty Dean’s Office shall verify all documents presented by the students. If there is the fact of plagiarism documented in the report on plagiarism detection, this is reported to the Faculty Dean, who employs the disciplinary measures in accordance with the procedures of the Code of Academic Ethics and other internal documents of the University.

34. No later than eight days before the defense, the documents that were presented to the Faculty Dean’s Office and registered shall be handed over to the reviewers and the final thesis supervisors for them to prepare their feedback. The reviewers shall be selected from the ranks of researchers on the basis of the proximity between the theme of the final thesis and their competence. For final thesis of a practical nature, appointed reviewers may also be practicians who have no less than three years of experience related to the themes of the final theses. The appointment of reviewers shall be formalized by the order of the Faculty Dean no later than two weeks before the start of the defense. The reviewers of the final theses shall not be announced to the public.
35. The appointed reviewers shall examine the final theses in detail and prepare feedback in the prescribed format (see appendices 4 and 5). The reviewer shall evaluate the final thesis in a special table based on multiple criteria and determine a final evaluation. The feedback shall be presented in two copies, one of which shall not specify personal data about the reviewer and also shall not indicate the final evaluation. No later than one day before the defense, the feedback prepared by the reviewers shall be presented along with the final theses to the Faculty Dean’s Office; no later than two days before the defense, the feedback is presented (or sent by e-mail) to the student. If the reviewer’s evaluation is negative, the feedback shall be given to the secretary of the commission of the final thesis assessment. The reviewer’s participation in the public defense of the final theses is desirable.
36. The supervisors shall prepare feedback in the prescribed format which shall provide assessments whether the shortcomings specified by the Certification Commission were corrected in the final thesis and formulate a proposal on whether it should be assessed positively or negatively (without indicating a specific grade). No later than 5 days before the scheduled start of the public defense, the thesis supervisor shall present the feedback (Appendix 1) to the commission’s secretary. An employee of the Faculty Dean’s Office shall put the feedback into an envelope attached to the final thesis. The supervisor’s participation in the public defense of the final theses is desirable. 
37. If the supervisor and the reviewer evaluate the same thesis negatively, the student has the right to apply to the Final Work Assessment Commission with a request for permission to defend the thesis, stating the reasons in written way. The student must submit the request to the employee of the faculty dean's office no later than 1 day before the announced start of the public defense.
IV. DEFENSE AND EVALUATION OF FINAL THESIS 
38. For the public defense of the final theses, by the proposal of the Faculty’s Dean or the Chair of the Study Program Committee and by the Chancellor’s ruling, a Defense Assessment Commission is established, consisting of 3–5 members, experts of the study field (fields): researchers, practicians/professionals, social partners. The chair of the commission or at least one member of the commission must be from another institution (social partners, alumni or researchers from other universities or research institutions). 

39. No later than one month in advance, the dates of the meetings of the Assessment Commission shall be established by the Chair of the Study Program Committee and approved by the Dean of the Faculty.

40. Members of the Assessment Commission shall have the right to get acquainted with the final theses that will be defended one day before the defense. When a member of the Assessment Commission takes a final thesis in order to get acquainted with it, she/he shall sign in the Journal of the Registration of the Master’s Degree Final Theses.
41. The following documents shall be presented for the meeting of the Assessment Commission: 

41.1. The Rector’s order regarding the establishment of the Assessment Commission.
41.2. The Faculty Dean’s order regarding the students that are permitted to defend their final theses.
41.3. the schedule of the Assessment Commission’s agenda;

41.4. the form for the minutes of the defense of final theses;

41.5. the student’s final theses (1 copy) along with all required documents in an attached envelope;
41.6. the requests by the supervisor, the head of department, student or company or other organisation in which the thesis was prepared asking to defend the final thesis in a meeting behind closed doors.

42. The meeting shall be presided over by the Chair of the Assessment Commission. The meeting shall be valid if more than a half of Assessment Commission members take part in it. Participation of supervisors and reviewers shall be desirable.
43. If required, in the beginning of the Assessment Commission meeting, a discussion shall be organised behind closed doors during which the cases are examined when:

43.1. the feedback from the reviewer and supervisor of the same final thesis is negative. After examining the arguments presented in the reviews and the student's application and reviewing the submitted thesis, a decision is made by the majority of the members of the Assessment Commission whether or not to allow the defense of the final thesis.
43.2. the Assessment Commission has received requests from the supervisor, the head of department, student, or company or other organisation in which the thesis was prepared to defend the final thesis in a meeting behind closed doors. If the final thesis used data which is sensitive (confidential), the Assessment Commission may decide to permit the thesis to be defended during the part of the meeting which takes place behind closed doors. Apart from the Assessment Commission members and the student, this part of the meeting can also be attended by the reviewer and the supervisor. Participants of the meeting behind closed doors shall sign a confidentiality commitment of a specific format.
44.  The defense of each final thesis shall take place in the following sequence: 

44.1. before the start of the defense of final theses, the Chair of the Assessment Commission or a commission member authorised by him/her shall inform the students about the process and procedures of the defense and the procedure of the assessment of final theses.
44.2. the student shall present the thesis, indicating the scientific or practical problem of the research, its aim and goals, describing the object, the achieved results, and the reliability of the applied methods, presenting the conclusions and justifying them, and providing recommendations. The duration of the presentation shall be up to 15 minutes.

44.3. after presentation of the thesis, questions to the student can be presented by the Assessment Commission members and other persons participating in the defense. The student shall answer the presented questions.

44.4. the supervisor and the reviewer shall read their feedback and the assessments indicated in it. If the supervisor and/or the reviewer are not attending the meeting, their feedback shall be read by the secretary of the meeting or another commission member appointed by the Chair of the Assessment Commission. The student shall be provided the opportunity to explain the remarks or drawbacks noted in the feedback. The Chair of the Assessment Commission shall present the feedback from the head of the company or other organisation in which the research was made, if such feedback was given.
44.5. on request, a discussion on the problematic issues of the final thesis shall be initiated. All participants of the meeting can take part in the discussion. After the discussion, the Chair of the Assessment Commission shall declare the end of the defense of the final thesis. 
45. After the defense of all final theses, a discussion of the Assessment Commission meeting shall be organised behind closed doors, which is attended only by the members of the Assessment Commission. Each member of the Assessment Commission shall evaluate the final thesis and its defense separately. The Commission shall also take into account the assessments specified in the feedback from the reviewer and the supervisor. The overall assessment of the final thesis shall equal to the arithmetic mean of the assessments by all members of the Assessment Commission rounded to the nearest whole number. The assessments by the reviewer and the supervisor shall not be included in the calculation of the arithmetic mean. In the cases when an Assessment Commission member is the supervisor of the final thesis, his/her assessment shall not be included in the calculation of the arithmetic mean. If the assessments by an individual member of the Assessment Commission diverge strongly from the calculated mean, he/she shall explain the rationale behind his/her assessment. After the general discussion of the indicated rationale, the final assessment may be modified. The final decision in such a case shall be made by the Chair of the Assessment Commission.
46. The final assessments of the final theses shall be recorded in the minutes of the Assessment Commission’s meeting and in the summary of the final grades. If the final assessment grade equals 5 or above, it is acknowledged that the final thesis has been defended successfully and the student shall be granted the master’s degree. In the case of a failing grade, the rationale behind such an assessment shall also be recorded in the minutes. The minutes shall be signed by all members of the Assessment Commission who attended the meeting.
47. After the meeting, the Chair of the Assessment Commission shall publicly describe the defense process and shall announce the summarized results of the defense. Each student shall be informed about the final assessments of the final theses personally.

48. The Assessment Commission’s rulings regarding the assessment of the final theses shall be without appeal to the Court of Appeals. Appeals regarding procedural violations shall be considered in accordance with the procedure specified in the Regulations of Studies.
49. Students who did not defend or did not successfully defend their final theses shall be removed from the University. 
50. After concluding a study agreement with the University, a student is allowed to defend the final thesis a second time during the exam session no earlier than after six months, if a group of defenders is formed in accordance with the procedure established by the Study Regulations (at least 5 students). If the final thesis is not successfully defended for the second time, a new final thesis has to be be prepared after concluding the relevant study agreement.

51. No later than after two years, the final thesis can be defended once externally by signing an external studies contract, if the thesis was prepared, presented and recommended for defending during the previous study year.
52. By request of the persons who did not successfully defend their final theses, they can be issued an academic certificate, which lists the studied subjects, their credits, and the final assessments of the study achievements.
V. FINAL PROVISIONS
53. The final theses shall be preserved in accordance with the procedure established by the VMU Rector’s ruling of 18 May 2020 No. 253 “The description of the general procedure for the preparation and defense of final theses” (https://www.vdu.lt/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Baigaim%C5%B3j%C5%B3-darb%C5%B3-tvarka.pdf).
54. The procedure of distance defense of final theses is presented in accordance with the procedure determined by the VMU Rector’s ruling of 18 May 2020 No. 253 “The description of the general procedure for the preparation and defense of final theses”, Chapter 7 (https://www.vdu.lt/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Baigaim%C5%B3j%C5%B3-darb%C5%B3-tvarka.pdf).

55. The monitoring of the results of preparation and defense of the final theses shall be conducted by the departments and the Faculty Dean’s Office, the assessment shall be conducted and proposals for the improvement of the final thesis preparation and defense shall be presented by the Study Program Committees and the Faculty Council’s Study Commission.
APPENDICES

Appendix 1
Vytautas Magnus University 

Faculty of Bioeconomy Development

Department ……….………………..……………………. 

…………………………………………………………

(position, academic degree, name and surname) 

To the Final Work Assessment Commission
SUPERVISOR’S REVIEW  

ON THE MASTER’S THESIS

….  …………………… 20..
Akademija

Author of thesis…………………………………………………………………………………….……..

Title of thesis ………………………………………………………………………………………….

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

Study programme ……………………………………………………………………………………………

1. Meets / does not meet the formal requirements of the work structure and scope

..............................................................................................................................................................
2. Assessment of thesis results (novelty of the topic, harmony of work aim, objectives and conclusions; adequacy and applicability of theoretical solutions; the validity of the used research methods; interpretation of empirical research results; originality, reasonableness and applicability of proposed solutions)

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

3. Assessment of the thesis preparation process (student’s effort, consistency of work preparation, adherence to deadlines, creativity and independence, consultation with supervisor, ability to respond to supervisor's comments)

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

4. The amount of total coincidence by percentage ……………………..……………………………………...
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....................................................................….….……………………………………………………………

2. Adequacy of work volume, sufficiency of scientific and other literature sources, correctness of language style and gramma.

....................................................................….….……………………………………………………………
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………………………...……..............................................................................................................................
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