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Definitions

This section sets out what a thesis is, in accordance with national legislation and university
regulations (listed below).

In that legislation and those regulations, a thesis (bachelor or master level) is a precondition for
acquiring the respective academic degree or professional qualification.!

A bachelor thesis is expected to be based upon 400 hours of independent work under the guidance
of a supervisor (15 credit points).

A master thesis is expected to be based upon 800 hours of independent work under the guidance of
a supervisor (30 credit points).

A thesis should contain:

1) result of a theoretically oriented research, focused on development of particular theoretical
concepts or approaches, on history of anthropology or on methodological issues of
research, or

2) ethnographic report based on student’s original fieldwork, or

3) a combination of both.

Requirements for a thesis and its submission are regulated by the Law on Scientific Activity?, the
Law on Institutions of Higher Education®, the Regulations on Final Examinations at the University
of Latvia, the Order on Producing and Defending Theses* [at the University of Latvia].

! Nolikums par nosléguma parbaudijumiem Latvijas Universitaté [tieSsaiste]. Apstiprinats ar LU 27.12.2011.
Senata lemums Nr.183. Riga : LU, 27.12.2011. [skatits 2025. gada 22. septembrT]. Pieejams:

https://www.lu.lv/fileadmin/user_upload/LU.LV/www.lu.lv/Dokumenti/Dokumenti_EN/3/nr_183 nosleguma_par

baudijumi_eng.pdf

2 https://likumi.lv/doc.php?id=107337

3 https://likumi.lv/doc.php?id=37967 4
4

https://www.lu.lv/fileadmin/user_upload/LU.LV/www.lu.lv/Dokumenti/Dokumenti EN/3/nr_183 nosleguma_par

baudijumi_eng.pdf
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Thesis writing deadlines

Thesis research plan
Academic week BA thesis — 15 credit points — 400 hours of work
MA thesis — 30 credit points — 800 hours of work
Christmas and Easter vacations are not included in this plan.
AUTUMN SEMESTER
1
2
3
4 Setting of deadlines
5
6
7 Application and description of thesis topic
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
EXAMINATION PERIOD
SPRING SEMESTER
1
2 Submission of detailed thesis plan
3
4
5
6
7
8 Progress review (BA)
9 Progress review (MA)
10
11
12
13
14
15
16 Thesis submission
EXAMINATION PERIOD | Thesis defense (BA)
Thesis defense (MA)




Deliverables checklist

Thesis title and outline

v Formal application form with thesis title (see

Attachment 1)

v One page outline of thesis proposal
Both are submitted to the study consultant

Detailed research plan

v

Plan outline submitted on paper to the study
consultant and uploaded with a detailed research
proposal on the bachelor’s theses seminar Moodle
page or for master’s level — on master thesis e-studijas
course.

Submission of draft thesis
and progress review

Draft thesis - students submit 50% of the work
required for the thesis according to their work plan in
two paper copies to the study consultant and an
electronic copy on the Moodle page of the bachelor’s
thesis seminar, or master’s thesis e-studijas course for
master’s students.

Presentation prepared for thesis progress review

Submission and defence of
thesis

Thesis - students submit two paper copies (one soft-
and one hard-cover copy) to the study consultant and
upload an electronic copy to LUIS

Presentation prepared for thesis defence




Description of deliverables

Thesis title and outline

Students formulate their thesis title in Latvian and English. A one-page outline of the thesis proposal,
either in Latvian or English, should be attached to the application. The outline should consist of a
research question and topic, choice of location, method and indications of the relevance of the
problem/topic. Before submitting the thesis title, students may consult with their prospective
supervisors. After the submission, supervisors and reviewers will be appointed. To assist students in
formulating their research topics and proposals, a round of discussions is organized in the Fieldwork I
course.

Detailed research plan

Students provide a detailed plan of thesis research which details weekly goals. It is recommended that
some preliminary fieldwork is conducted before the submission in order to better estimate the thesis
workload and ensure that the field is open for the research. To elaborate the research proposal and
plan, students present their work progress in Bachelor’s thesis seminar. The progress review grade
counts towards the Bachelor’s thesis seminar final grade. For master students an informal seminar is
organized during writing-up stage to discuss their detailed research plan.

Draft thesis

Students submit their work-in-progress text according to their work plan. As the work for each thesis
involves an individual schedule, it is expected that the thesis draft will include at least 50% of the
work envisaged by the work plan. The plan is used for the evaluation of the thesis draft at the progress
review (see progress review evaluation form). Students are entitled to a written review at least one
calendar day before the progress review.

Thesis progress review

The thesis progress review procedure includes 5-7 minutes presentation of the draft thesis, including a
response to the review. After the presentation, direct questions concerning clarity of the presentation
may be asked. Reviewers present their review comments and may ask questions, not exceeding a 5-
minute period each. Afterwards, the student responds to the review and takes questions if asked. The
progress review is not a public event and only current students within LU anthropology programmes
may attend and participate. For Bachelor students thesis progress review grade contributes towards
the final grade of the course Bachelor Thesis Seminar. For master students formal thesis progress
review contributes towards the final version of the thesis in the form of advice which is taken into
account at the final evaluation of thesis.

Thesis

Details are described in the next chapter.

Thesis defence

The thesis defence procedure includes 5-7 minutes presentation of the thesis, including a response to
the review. After the presentation, direct questions concerning clarity of the presentation may be
asked. Reviewers present their review comments and may ask questions, not exceeding a 5-minute
period each. Informal student peer-review is also welcomed but is optional. It should not exceed 5
minutes. Afterwards, the student responds to the review and takes questions if asked. The defence is a
public event. Thesis defence contributes towards the final grade of the thesis.



Thesis length, structure and format

Length

The required length of Bachelor thesis is between 100,000-120,000 characters (including spaces)
from Introduction till Conclusion (including), excluding footnotes.

The required length of Master thesis is between 150,000-200,000 characters (including spaces)
from Introduction till Conclusion (including), excluding footnotes.

Contents

According to Order on Producing and Defending Theses [at the University of Latvia], a thesis
should consist of the following parts:

1. Title page

Abstract and keywords
Contents

Abbreviation list (if applicable)
Introduction

Chapters and subchapters
Results and discussions
Conclusion

N S

. Acknowledgments (if applicable)
10. Bibliography

11. Appendices (if applicable)

12. Submission sheet

Students can structure their thesis (parts 6-7) according to the logic of their argumentation and topic.
Thesis should contain description of research methodology and ethics.

v The title page should be set out and include information according to the example in the
specimen provided.

v The abstract must be provided in both Latvian and English. The abstract should describe the
research problem, the main line of argumentation and results. The maximum and advised
length of the abstract is 850 characters including spaces.

v" Keywords (3 to 7 key terms) succinctly characterise the thesis topic, approach and methods.
Keywords are placed after the abstract.

v' A content page includes the titles page numbers of all chapters and subchapters. Thesis
pages are numbered using Arabic numerals. The scope of what is deemed as being ‘contents’
start the page containing the list of abbreviations; where no such list appears, abbreviations
used should be noted in the body of the thesis text.

v" The introduction details and characterises the research problem, its theoretical and

ethnographic context and significance, line of argumentation, method and the logic of
structuring thesis. It should inform the reader of the thesis what follows in the other sections

6 https://www.lu.lv/par/dokumenti/nolikumi/parbaudijumi/ [in Latvian]
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and chapters of the thesis. According to University regulations, the research objectives and
main data sources should also be highlighted and described.

v" Chapters and subchapters form the main body of the thesis. These should include the
description of the theoretical approach employed, the theoretical argument, a description of
methodology, the approach to research ethics, an outline of data and its analysis. Chapters
should have an introductory part (presenting the structure and logic of the chapter) and
concluding part (summarising the content and argument).

v" Results and discussion can be presented as a separate chapter, or merged with data
presentation and analysis in thematic chapters.

v" Conclusions provide a broader generalisation of research findings and their relation to the
research problem, point at further direction for research and/or provide recommendations. The
conclusion part can be structured with sub-chapters.

v" Acknowledgements include information on support and/or funding received during the thesis
production process.

v Bibliography. In all cases when the author of the thesis refers to the works outside of the
thesis — whether the work of others or the author’s own previous work — this must in all
circumstances be referenced. The thesis should use one system of referencing throughout. It is
recommended that students use Chicago Manual of Style author-date system of referencing?7
as this is most commonly used style within the discipline of anthropology.

v' Appendices such as lists of informants, illustrations, interview guidelines or sample
interviews may be added if the author thinks this will add to their argument and/or quality of
the work. An appendix does not count towards the total thesis word length.

v" The submission sheet includes the following details:

o Thesis title and faculty

o The author’s acknowledgment that thesis has been produced independently using
referenced sources of information and that printed copies of the thesis correspond to
the submitted electronic copy

o An acknowledgment by the supervisor that the thesis is recommended for defence (in
cases where there is no such acknowledgment, it is assumed that thesis was produced
without supervision and the supervisor acts as a second reviewer)

o Acknowledgment of submission and the date this occurred (verified by the study
consultant)

Names, titles and positions of thesis reviewers

The date of defence (meeting of the thesis evaluation commission) and its protocol
number (completed by the study consultant)

Formatting the thesis

Theses are written in either Latvian or English.

A4 paper size format is used. The thesis may be printed single- or double-sided. The recommended

font is Times New Roman at 12-point size for the main body of text and 14 for chapter titles. 1.5 line

7 http://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/tools_citationguide/citation-guide-2.html



spacing should be used. The left margin indent should be 30mm and 20mm for the right, upper and

lower margins.

The first lines of paragraphs should have an indent of 10mm. Chapters take a new page. Pages should
not end with titles. Bold upper case is used in chapter titles only while bold lower case should be used
for in subchapters headings. No punctuation is used after a title. An extra line should be inserted after
a title, before beginning with a new piece of text. Pages are numbered using Arabic numerals placed

in the centre of the page footer. Page numbering begins with the page which follows the thesis title

page.

Tables should be titled and numbered. Tables are numbered according to the chapter structure in
italics with the number placed to the top right corner above the table (for example, Table 2.3
represents the third table in the second chapter). The title of the table is placed above it in bold text at

11-point size. No punctuation is used after a title.

Figures [attéli] (illustrations, pictures, schemes, diagrams, etc.) should be titled and numbered.
[lustrations are numbered according to chapter structure, in italics, placing the number above the
figure (for example, Figure 2.3 represents the third figure in the second chapter). The title of the

figure is placed below it in bold text at 11-point size. No punctuation is used after a title.

Electronic thesis copy

The electronic copy of thesis (including abstracts) is submitted in PDF (portable document format)
and uploaded to Latvijas Universitates Informativa Sistema (University of Latvia Information System,
LUIS). The abstracts (Latvian and English versions) (anotacijas) must be pasted separately into the
text box provided. The file name must include — in the following order — the surname and forename of
the student as well as the student ID number/IT username, separated by underscores but not including
diacritics. For example, a student called Janis Berzin$ with jb00001 as a student ID number/IT

username would name his file ‘Berzins_Janis_jb00001.pdf’. The maximum file size is SOMB.

Paper copies of thesis

Two bound copies of the thesis are submitted in paper form and one of these must be with a hard-
bound cover. The front cover must include the following information: University of Latvia, Bachelor
Thesis/Master Thesis (as appropriate), ‘Riga’, Year of submission (see specimen cover). A

representation of the university armorial bearings or logotype is optional.

Theses are first submitted to the relevant supervisor who acknowledges their recommendation via
their signature on the submission sheet that the thesis is of sufficient quality so that the student should

defend their thesis. In the case that the supervisor does not recommend the thesis for defence, a

10



written statement providing justification for this is provided to the student and to the chair of the
thesis examination commission. In this case the student can withdraw the thesis or may decide to

submit the thesis despite the recommendation of the supervisor against such a course of action.

Signed copies of the thesis are submitted to the study consultant before the state deadline but not

earlier that one week before it. Students should note that no theses will be accepted after the stated

deadline has passed.

Before submitting paper copies, the student should upload their electronic copy. The submission sheet
contains the student’s acknowledgment of the full correspondence between the electronic and paper
copies of the thesis. In cases where a thesis contains sensitive information preventing thesis
publication, the student should submit a request to the dean of the faculty requesting restricted
publication of the thesis which must be supported by the supervisor. When such a request is agreed to
by the dean, the decision for restricted publication is forwarded to the study consultant who processes
the thesis accordingly. Electronic copies are available to supervisors, reviewers and the thesis

examination commission.

The study consultant forwards theses to reviewers, or they can be downloaded from LUIS. Reviewers
use the thesis valuation form approved by the board of Anthropology study programmes. The

completed form is available to the student at least one day before the defence.

Students should note that the thesis will be subjected to electronic plagiarism detection procedures

before the defence procedure.

11



Thesis evaluation (guidance for students)

To ensure transparent and coherent evaluation of thesis we use the thesis evaluation form attached

here.

As the thesis is the final condition for acquiring the degree, it should demonstrate which programme

learning outcomes have been reached and at which level. Therefore, thesis is assessed:

1)  according to categories which are linked to programme learning outcomes (indicated by

letters and numbers). Each category has a different weighting (percentage of the total grade);

2)  quality indicators which describe the level of attainment of outcomes in each category.
The relevant information is underlined and commented when the reviewer considers
additional information should be provided to explain the evaluation of quality within the
category. Particular comments on the thesis which fall outside of the comments in the quality
level indicators may be added. This may be, for example, to highlight something particularly

well done, or to comment on why some parts of the thesis fall into different quality levels.

General comments are provided at the end of the Form. These comments might, for example, be

used to explain why a thesis taken as a whole does not meet the standards.

A grade of 0-3 is not a pass; a grade of 4 or above represents a pass grade. Note that formal

requirements for the thesis (length, format, etc.) should be met irrespective of the total grade.

Comprehension, application and syntheses of anthropological knowledge (25%) use learning
outcomes Al-2, B1-2, C1-3, F1-2, G1-2 and H1,3. In short, this means your ability to select and apply
theory, your skills to operate with ethnographic contexts, and present them in solid argumentation is

evaluated here.

Comprehension, application, synthesis and analysis on the basis of own ethnographic data
(25%) use learning outcomes B1-2, C1-2, F1-3, G1-3 and H3. Your ability to interpret your own
ethnographic data is evaluated here. Note, interpretations should be in accordance with your
argumentation. Remember, as Lienhardt (1985, 647) noted, that ‘ethnography and theory are
sometimes combined (as Clifford Geertz once remarked) like the ingredients of elephant and rabbit
stew; one elephant of ethnography to one rabbit of theory. It is a good recipe for a cook who can bring

out the flavour of the rabbit’.

Selection and application of research methods (20%) demonstrate skills in A3, B2, C1-3, E2, F3
and H1. Your formulation of research question, research design and application of research methods

is evaluated here.

12



Ethical stance and its integration (10%) test learning outcomes D1, E1,3 and H3. An ethical stance

which you develop and hold to should be reflected in all aspects of your research.

Quality of writing, structure of work and referencing (15%) tests your attainment in learning
outcomes D1 and E1,3. Your thesis should correspond to the formal requirements of thesis. Note, one
system of refencing should be used. Further, all information used from other sources (including your

own work outside your thesis) should be referenced. Be careful and proofread your thesis for errors.
The oral defence

You are entitled to receive the completed thesis evaluation form at least one calendar day before the
defence procedure. Remember, the oral defence is part of the thesis evaluation and allows you to
demonstrate your skills, achievements and knowledge. The oral defence is an opportunity to present

and discuss your research in the earned role of expert in the given field or topic.

13



Evaluation at progress review (guidance for students)

The progress review is designed to help you assess your progress towards the completion of the thesis
and to allow you to formatively experience the formal defence procedure in a supportive environment.

In comparison, the final thesis defence is a public procedure.

Evaluation of your thesis draft is based upon the implementation of your thesis plan up to that point

and not the content of your thesis draft. However, feedback on the content will be provided.

The level of attainment in each category will help you to reflect on your time management and
progression and adjust your work plan accordingly. It is expected that you will have conducted 50%
percent of the work set out according to your work plan. Be careful that the work you have done is

reflected in the draft version of your thesis.

Your progress is graded with reference to each category, using the stated weighting. You may achieve
more that 50% in one category and less in another (as individual work style, objectives and planning
may differ). The different category weightings will balance out to give your total grade. A grade of 7
is awarded upon completing 50% of the work required for the achievement of the minimum pass

grade (4) in the final thesis defence process.

The total progress review grade makes up part of the final grade of the bachelor work seminar (for
bachelor students). It is compulsory that the progress review grade is a pass grade before the student is

allowed to progress to the final thesis defence.

To give feedback on the content of your thesis, the same criteria as those used in the final evaluation
are applied. You are not double graded on content of your work. This feedback is given so that you
may improve your work. It will also give you a better understanding of the system of grading used at
the final thesis defence and an evaluation of your work-in-progress against the programme learning

outcomes.

14



Final thesis evaluation (instructions for graders)

It is compulsory to use this form for grading of theses within the anthropology study programmes. We
use it in order to provide students with a clear, uniform explanation of why they have received the
grade given. Such grading forms, known as ‘rubrics’, ensure that transparency, clarity and uniformity
are maintained in the situation where multiple graders evaluate student work. Students are therefore
treated equally as is required.

Please read the instructions below so that you may understand what is required.
Information at top of form

. The top section should be filled in. There are fixed spaces for the information required. The
grader should tick the box relevant to their role after their own name.

Programme outcomes assessed in category

. The combination of numbers and letters given refer to the programme outcomes. These
should be consulted before beginning marking to have in mind what is expected of students.

Category (weighting in grading)

. This refers to the particular aspects being assessed in the category as well as the weighting (as
a percentage) the category carries with regards to the total grade.

. The grader should read carefully what is being assessed and note that overlapping between
categories should be avoided. Students should not be rewarded/penalised on multiple occasions for
the same work.

Quality indicators

. This section is where the main focus of grading should take place as the quality indicators
referenced to the category and programme outcomes must be the central factor in grading so as to
maintain transparency, clarity and consistency across the multiple graders involved.

. Note that a grade of 0-3 is not a pass; a grade of 4 or above represents a pass grade.
. Please note that a grade of 10 is meant for exceptionally high-quality work.
. The grader, once having read the thesis, will preferably be able to place the student’s work

into one quality indicator for the category, representing a consistent piece of work by the student. The
box in the relevant quality indicator box must be ticked.

. Notwithstanding the above point, it is often the case that a student’s work may inconsistently
meet more than one quality indicator level for the category assessed. Although the grader will tick the
box which most corresponds to the level of achievement, if, however, the work better corresponds in
some aspect to another quality indicator, you should underline the relevant part of another quality
indicator box.

. The grader’s attention is drawn to the fact that it is the quality indicator content and the
student’s work’s meeting of the points contained within them that the grade is based on. The grader
should not decide on a grade and then shoehorn the student’s work into the quality indicator level.

15



Particular comments

. This section allows the grader to write particular comments on the thesis which fall outside of
the comments in the quality indicators. This may be, for example, to highlight something particularly
well done, or to comment on why some parts of the thesis fall into different quality levels.

. As the philosophy behind the use of a rubric form is to standardise the process of grading,
only necessary additional comments should be made here.

. Unless there is a justifiable reason, points made in the quality indicators should not be
repeated (as this would undermine the rationale of having the indicators in the first place).

. Comments, if given, should be clear and to the point and written in an understandable way:.
Verbosity should be avoided so that clarity is maintained. It is the student who has written the thesis;
it is not for the grader to write a second!

Additional comments (if any)

. This, like the previous section, should be clear and to the point and not repeat previous
material.
. It might be used to give a general, short overview of the quality of the thesis as a whole or to

comment on the good work the student has done. Likewise, it might be used to explain why a thesis
taken as a whole does not meet the standards.

The oral defence: additional instructions

. It must not be forgotten that the oral defence is a teaching and learning event. Therefore,
graders should remember that feedback given should aid the teaching and learning process for the
individual student, the cohort and of others attending who are expected to defend their own thesis at
another point in time. It is also a public event and professionalism should be demonstrated to show the
quality of teaching and learning in the department and university.

. The oral defence is for the student to present the results of their research in front of their peers
and the public. It is thus an opportunity for them to demonstrate their achievements.

. In terms of assessment, students should be rewarded for achievement and this event should be
a positive experience as far as possible. This is not to say that negative points cannot be made.
However, the positive should be highlighted.

. Given this is an opportunity for students to present their research, the focus should be on
students presenting their work, and each grader must be aware that they should not provide oral
feedback which matches or exceeds the length of the student presentation.

. Graders should be aware of the timetable and the time allotted for their feedback.

. The grader has already provided feedback using the rubric sheet before the oral defence and
this should not be read verbatim. Instead, comments should be summarised, and relevant questions
should be asked.

. Questions asked should be to the point. Questions should be helpful and allow the student to
demonstrate their knowledge.

. Questions should not be used to catch students out. Questions should not be used as an
opportunity for grandstanding, or the airing of grievances resulting from the supervision process or
individual theoretical/ethnographic hobbyhorses.

16



Thesis progress review evaluation (instructions for graders)

It is compulsory to use this form for grading of theses within the anthropology study programmes. We
use it in order to provide students with a clear, uniform explanation of why they have received the
grade given. Such grading forms, known as ‘rubrics’, ensure that transparency, clarity and uniformity
are maintained in the situation where multiple graders evaluate student work. Students are therefore
treated equally as is required.

Here, in the grading of the progress review, we focus on two different aspects: the progress the
student has made towards the completion of their thesis, and the quality of the work produced so far.
However, the grade the student will receive is based only on the former.

Please read the instructions below so that you may understand what is required.
Information at top of form

. The top section should be filled in. There are fixed spaces for the information required. The
grader should tick the box relevant to their role after their own name.

Programme outcomes assessed in category

. The combination of numbers and letters given refer to the programme outcomes. These
should be consulted before beginning marking to have in mind what is expected of students.

Category (weighting in grading)

. This refers to the particular aspects being assessed in the category as well as the weighting (as
a percentage) the category carries with regards to the total grade.

. The grader should read carefully what is being assessed and note that overlapping between
categories should be avoided. Students should not be rewarded/penalised on multiple occasions for
the same work.

Statement of current progress in percentage, with progress standards related to these

The grade given at the defence is based on the current progress of the student, in a weighted average
of progress in each category, matched against the student’s own work plan for their thesis. This is
individual, and the grader must not grade against any imaginary plan they believe the student should
instead have.

In this section, for each category, the grader should mark in the relevant box on the scale provided the
progress they assess that the student has matched in the category against their research plan. Due to
technical constraints, this is somewhat approximate. Note that a precise percentage is given
elsewhere.

Quality indicators with indicative grades related to final thesis standards

. This section is where the main focus of giving feedback (but not giving a grade) should take
place as the quality indicators referenced to the category and programme outcomes must be the central
factor in grading so as to maintain transparency, clarity and consistency across the multiple graders
involved.
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However, this is not the basis of the grade, as noted above. Use of the quality indicator levels is
indicative and students should not under any circumstances be told they will receive this grade at the
final defence. This is based solely on the quality of the work thus far presented for assessment.

. Note that a grade of 0-3 is not a pass; a grade of 4 or above represents a pass grade.
. Please note that a grade of 10 is meant for exceptionally high-quality work.
. The grader, once having read the thesis, will preferably be able to place the student’s work

into one quality indicator for the category, representing a consistent piece of work by the student. The
box in the relevant quality indicator box must be ticked.

. Notwithstanding the above point, it is often the case that a student’s work may inconsistently
meet more than one quality indicator level for the category assessed. Although the grader will tick the
box which most corresponds to the level of achievement, if, however, the work better corresponds in
some aspect to another quality indicator, you should underline the relevant part of another quality
indicator box.

. The grader’s attention is drawn to the fact that it is the quality indicator content and the
student’s work’s meeting of the points contained within them that the grade is based on. The grader
should not decide on a grade and then shoehorn the student’s work into the quality indicator level.

Particular comments, and advice for completion of the final version

In the space for ‘percentage complete’ a more precise percentage of the completion level, in keeping
with the general level given by the ticked box, should be provided.

. This section also allows the grader to write particular comments on the thesis which fall
outside of the comments in the quality indicators. This may be, for example, to highlight something
particularly well done, or to comment on why some parts of the thesis fall into different quality levels.
It will also likely be a good place to comment on progress towards the completion of the final thesis
against the student’s own work plan.

. As the philosophy behind the use of a rubric form is to standardise the process of grading,
only necessary additional comments should be made here.

. Unless there is a justifiable reason, points made in the quality indicators should not be
repeated (as this would undermine the rationale of having the indicators in the first place).

. Comments, if given, should be clear and to the point and written in an understandable way.
Verbosity should be avoided so that clarity is maintained. It is the student who has written the thesis;
it is not for the grader to write a second!

Additional comments (if any)

. This, like the previous section, should be clear and to the point and not repeat previous
material.
. It might be used to give a general, short overview of the quality of the thesis as a whole or to

comment on the good work the student has done.

The oral defence: additional instructions
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. It must not be forgotten that the oral defence is a teaching and learning event. Therefore,
graders should remember that feedback given should aid the teaching and learning process for the
individual student, the cohort and of others attending who are expected to defend their own thesis at
another point in time.

. The oral defence is for the student to present the results of their research-in-progress in front
of their peers and the public. It is thus an opportunity for them to demonstrate their achievements so
far. It is not an event in which they should be belittled, unnecessarily demoralised or personally
criticised and/or put off the research process.

. In terms of assessment, students should be rewarded for achievement and this event should be
a positive experience as far as possible. This is not to say that negative points cannot be made.
However, the positive should be highlighted and helpful feedback given.

. Given this is an opportunity for students to present their research, the focus should be on
students presenting their work, and each grader must be aware that they should not provide oral
feedback which matches or exceeds the length of the student presentation.

. Graders should be aware of the timetable and the time allotted for their feedback.

. The grader has already provided feedback using the rubric sheet before the oral defence and
this should not be read verbatim. Instead, comments should be summarised, and relevant questions
should be asked.

. Questions asked should be to the point. Questions should be helpful and allow the student to
demonstrate their knowledge.

. Questions should not be used to catch students out. Questions should not be used as an
opportunity for grandstanding, or the airing of grievances resulting from the supervision process or
individual theoretical/ethnographic hobbyhorses.

Master’s theses only: Recommendation for continuing with research plan

As a full grade is not provided at the end of a master’s progress review. Rather, a recommendation is
given. This recommendation is based a joint decision by the supervisor and reviewer (or two
reviewers, if circumstances require) and must not be communicated to the student before being agreed
jointly.

The recommendations available are either (1) that the student should continue with their current
research plan, (2) that the student should continue but with minor modifications to their research plan,
(3) that the student should continue but with substantial modifications to their research plan, or (4)
that the student should not proceed with the current research plan.

Recommendation 1 should be given if it seems the student is making good progress and no issues are
likely to hinder their progress in so far that their research plan seems sensible and can be followed
without likely problems arising.

Recommendation 2 should be given if generally good progress is being made but minor issues will
likely arise that their plan be altered to take these into account. Recommendation 3 would be given
should be given if moderate progress is being made but significant issues will likely arise that their
plan be altered to take these into account.
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Recommendation 4 should be given if progress is being hindered by an unwise research plan that is
proving impracticable given the evidence provided at progress review and the student will be unlikely
to provide a thesis at the end of sufficient quality to meet the pass criteria.

If either recommendation 2, 3 or 4 is given then this should be accompanied by advice as to why the
recommendation was given and what steps the student should take to rectify the situation.
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Learning outcomes of the BA programme in socio-cultural
anthropology

Having completed the programme, students should be better able...

A Knowledge

Al | Torecall and to be aware of core anthropological approaches, theories and concepts
according to the programme curriculum and their pathway through it

A2 | Torecall and to be aware of ethnographic cases

A3 | Torecall and to be aware of diverse anthropological research methods and
approaches
B Comprehension

B1 | To understand, process and interpret writings, presentations and discussions of
anthropological relevance

B2 | To understand implications and limitations of data and its interpretation
C Application

C1 | To apply anthropological theories and comparative contexts in known and novel
situations

C2 | To employ relevant anthropological methods in fieldwork-based research contexts

C3 | To conduct research in ethically-responsible ways
D Communication

D1 | To produce written and spoken communication relevant to the context, whether
academic or public

D2 | To establish the necessary rapport with research participants

D3 | To share responsibility and work effectively in teams
E General skills

E1 | To identify and use appropriate digital and other tools (software and hardware)

E2 | To practice effective time and work-load management

E3 | To use information resources responsibly and effectively
F Analysis (breaking down into components to understand meaning)

F1 | To recognize basic to moderately complex theoretical concepts

F2 | To identify relevant comparative ethnographic contexts

F3 | To identify and code data units
G Synthesis (combining elements and aspects into a whole)

G1 | To use relevant theoretical concepts in argumentation

G2 | To apply relevant ethnographic contexts in advancing argumentation

G3 | To establish logical connections between data units, theoretical and comparative
contexts
H Evaluation (judging value and fitness for purpose)

H1 | To choose relevant methods and approach for anthropological investigations

H2 | To assess ethical challenges and find adequate solutions

H3 | To review and evaluate one’s own work and that of others
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Learning outcomes of the MA programme in socio-cultural
anthropology

Having completed the programme, students should be better able...

A Knowledge

Al To recall and to be aware of an extensive range of anthropological approaches,
theories and concepts according to the programme curriculum and their pathway
through it (see attached)

A2 To recall and to be aware of ethnographic cases

A3 To recall and to be aware of diverse anthropological research methods and
approaches

A4 To recognize societal and scientific significance of research
B Comprehension

B1 To understand, process and interpret writings, presentations and discussions of
anthropological relevance

B2 To understand implications and limitations of data and its interpretation

B3 To recognize and understand nature of knowledge and its implications

B4 To understand and reflect ethics and professional fieldwork relationships
C Application

Cl To apply anthropological theories and comparative contexts in known and novel
situations at an advanced level

C2 To create and implement relevant research design in fieldwork-based research
contexts

C3 To conduct research in ethically-responsible ways
D Communication

Dl To produce written and spoken communication relevant to the context, whether
academic or public

D2 To establish the necessary rapport with research participants

D3 To share responsibility and work effectively in teams
E General skills

El To identify and use appropriate digital and other tools (software and hardware)

E2 To practice effective time and work-load management

E3 To use information resources responsibly, independently and effectively
F Analysis (breaking down into components to understand meaning)

F1 To recognize moderately complex to complex theoretical concepts

F2 To identify relevant comparative ethnographic contexts

F3 To identify and code data units
G Synthesis (combining elements and aspects into a whole)

Gl To use relevant theoretical concepts in argumentation at an advanced level

G2 To apply relevant ethnographic contexts in advancing argumentation

G3 To establish logical connections between data units, theoretical and comparative
contexts at advanced level
H Evaluation (judging value and fitness for purpose)

H1 To choose relevant methods and approach for anthropological investigations

H2 To assess ethical challenges and find adequate solutions

H3 To review and evaluate one’s own work and that of others at advanced level
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Bachelor thesis evaluation form

UNIVERSITY OF

LATVIA

Name of student:

Date:

Completed by:

University of Latvia | ESZF | Socio-cultural anthropology | BA thesis grading form

[ Supervisor [] Reviewer

Quality indicators with indicative grades

=

S Did not meet

g o Met course outcomes

S = Category course outcomes

S O . . .

weighting in .
°E' = (weig q - Particular comments
e grading)
<

g @ 0-3 4-10

&3

E &

' i Total or near-total Basic but adequate

Al-2 Comprehension, selection and application of | Moderate to good selection Excellent and innovative

B12 application and
cl13 syntheses of
Fl12 anthropological

absence of theoretical
component in research
and/or inadequate
selection and

theory and ethnographic
context synthesized into
somewhat coherent
argumentation. However,

and application of theory

and ethnographic context

synthesized into generally
coherent argumentation.

Very good selection and
application of theory and
ethnographic context
synthesized into solid

selection and application
of theory and
ethnographic context
synthesized into very

knowledge lication of th
Gl-2 0 application o t'eory significant errors, However, some minor errors | argumentation .[] solid argumentation. []
(25%) and ethnographic . .
HI1,3 context. [1 fragmentation and chaotic can be found. []
’ dispersal can be found. []
2 Basic use of own
Comprehension, | Lack of or inadequate ethnographic data within
application, placing of work rather limited ethnographic Very good, skilful and Excellent, potentially

Bl-2 synthesis and

Cl2 analysis on the

F1-3 basis of own

G1-3 ethnographic
H3 data (25%)

within broader
theoretical and
ethnographic material.
Largely inadequate or
lacking theory in data
analysis. Largely
inadequate or lacking
presentation of own
ethnographic data. (]

and theoretical context
synthesized into somewhat
coherent argumentation but
possible errors in
understanding or
construction of arguments.
Possible lack or
fragmentation and chaotic
dispersal of theory in
analysing data. (]

Moderate to good

use of own ethnographic
data within somewhat
limited ethnographic and
theoretical context
synthesized into generally
coherent argumentation. []

appropriate use of own
ethnographic data within
broader ethnographic and
theoretical context
synthesized into solid and
coherent argumentation.

innovative, skilful and
appropriate use of own
ethnographic data within
broader ethnographic and
theoretical context
synthesized into very and
coherent solid
argumentation. []

23




Highly problematic,
strange or bizarre
formulation of

Problematic
formulation of research
question, basic research

Moderately good
formulation of research
question, generally

Good and appropriate
formulation of research

Excellent and highly

A3 research question design and application of appropriate research design question, independently appropriate formulation
; . ? research methods. Lack of and application of research i . of research question,
B2 3 Selection and research design and/or . . . created and applied .
C1-3 anplication of anplication of transparency in presenting methods. Some evidence of research desien and independently created and
PP pprication o research methodology. independent working and . g applied research design
E2 research research methods . R application of research ..
Lo . Marked insufficiency of thought. Some lack of and application of
F3 methods (20%) Lack of justification . . . . methods. Very good
of usage of methods data or errors in obtaining transparency in presenting evidence of independent research methods.
H1 usag ) data, some lack of research methodology. vicel P Potentially innovative
Inability to create own . . . working and thought. (]
research questions and judgement as to the Possible insufficiency of approach. []
desien |—j appropriateness of chosen data or errors in obtaining
2n. methods. (] data. (]
B2 . . . Excellent, integrated and
4 Ethical stance . . Generally adeq}late cthical Moderate to good ethical Ve1ty good and integrated well outlined ethical
C3 . Little or no evidence approach and signs of X . ethical approach and .
and its . . g approach and its outline. X . approach. Sophisticated
D2 . . of an ethical approach  possible lack of judgment . . outline. Very good signs . ..
integration . LS Signs of reflexivity towards .. signs of reflexivity
E3 to research. [] in some cases. Missing or of reflexivity towards the
(10%) . . the role of researcher. [] towards the role of
H1-3 incoherent outline. [] role of researcher. []
researcher. (]
Unacceptable quality . . - . .
of writing, possibly Basm' quality of writing Mngrate to good quality of Ve?}{ good qu'allty of 4 Excellent quality of
. showing some fluency and writing showing reasonable writing showing pleasing .. .
confusing, and lack of o . . o writing showing very
. ability to communicate fluency and ability to fluency and ability to i,
coherence in . . . good fluency and ability
resentation of topic argumentation. Many (but communicate communicate to communicate
. "Pi“he focus on the pic. generally not obstructive to | argumentation. Style of argumentation. Style of areumentation. Style of
5 anllty of research questions comprehension) spelling, writing generally writing mostly wfitin highl e
DI writing, may be lcc;lst through punctuation and grammar appropriate. A few (but not appropriate. Very good abnro griatge I)Elxcellent
structure of Y e errors. Style of writing obstructive to spelling, punctuation and PProp ) ?
El,3 the document. Style of . . . . perhaps near perfect,
work and . . mostly inappropriate. May comprehension) spelling, grammar. The focus on . .
writing inappropriate. . . ) .. spelling, punctuation and
referencin: . be issues in the coherence punctuation and grammar the research topic is
g Poor spelling, . . . . L grammar. Excellent focus
0, . .
of the presentation of the and/or consistent referencing | consistently maintained
(15%) punctuation and on the research topic and

grammar. Mistakes in
numbering pages and
chapters. Referencing,
if present, highly
problematic. []

research topic and research
questions may be answered
incoherently. Consistent
and significant errors in
referencing. (]

errors. The focus on the
research topic is generally
maintained and research
questions somewhat well
answered. (]

and research questions
answered well.
Referencing well done
with potentially minor
errors. [

questions totally
answered. Referencing
potentially without error.
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D1
E13
H3

6 Oral pre-
defence (5%)

Weak presentation
which is inadequate.
Audience may be left
confused. Does not
address work or issues
raised at review and
defence, if relevant.

Adequate presentation with
some oral fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation using
generally appropriate tools
but may have evidence of
audience left confused.
Presentation partly
addresses work and issues
raised at review and
defence, if relevant.

Moderate to good
presentation with some oral
fluency and ability to
communicate
argumentation, using
appropriate tools.
Presentation gives moderate
to good overview of work
and issues raised at review
and defence, if relevant.

Very good presentation
with good oral fluency
and ability to
communicate
argumentation, using
appropriate tools.
Presentation gives very
good overview of work
and issues raised at
review and defence, if
relevant.

Excellent presentation
demonstrating flawless
and persuasive
argumentation, using
appropriate tools. Highly
capable of (a) either
defending author’s stance
in relation to the points
raised in review and
defence, or (b)
incorporating reviewer’s
comments so that the final
argumentation is visibly
improved.

Graded after defence presentation

Additional comments (if any)
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Master thesis evaluation form

University of Latvia | ESZF | Socio-cultural anthropology | MA thesis grading form

UNIVERSITY OF Name of student: Date: Completed by: [] Supervisor [[] Reviewer
2 Quality indicators
>
g 3 Did not meet
= oF Met course outcomes
- Category course outcomes
s S . ..
weighting in .
°E’ = (weig . 8 Particular comments
g3 grading)
= % 0-3 4-5 6-7 8-9 10
en ¥
3z
Ve d selecti . .
. €Ty g0od selection Excellent and innovative
. Moderate to good selection and application of . L
Basic but adequate L selection and application of
1 Total or near-total . L and application of theory theory and .
Al24 . selection and application of . . theory and ethnographic
[ Comprehension absence of theoretical . and ethnographic context ethnographic context Lo
B1-3 p: > . theory and ethnographic S o . context synthesized into
lication and component in research hesized i synthesized into generally synthesized into solid . R
Cl1-3 app dor inad context synthesized into . . very solid argumentation.
and/or inadequate coherent argumentation. argumentation. Very .
syntheses of . somewhat coherent . Exceptionally good
F1-2 . selection and areumentation. However However, some minor errors good or excellent anthropological reasonin
Gl1-2 anthropological application of theory reu ' ’ may be found despite anthropological PoI0g g
knowledge d eth hi significant errors, d 4 - dh and has demonstrable
H1.3 and ethnographic . . moderate to goo reasoning and has some . .
> o fragmentation and chaotic . . . L scientific and/or social
(25%) context. [] . anthropological reasoning. indications of scientific | .
dispersal can be found. (] . importance. (]
and/or social
importance. []
Basic use of own Very good, skilful and
Lack of or inadequate  ethnographic data within appropriate use of own Excellent, potentially
2 placing of work rather limited ethnographic ethnographic data innovative, skilful and
Comprehension, | Within broader and theoretical context Moderate to good within broader appropriate use of own
B1-3 application theoretical and synthesized into somewhat use of own ethnographic ethnographic and ethnographic data within
Cl1-2 svnthesis a;l d ethnographic material. ~ coherent argumentation but | data within somewhat theoretical context broader ethnographic and
F1-3 Y Ivsi th Largely inadequate or ~ possible errors in limited ethnographic and synthesized into solid theoretical context
Gl1-3 ana. ysts on the lacking theory in data understanding or theoretical context and coherent synthesized into very solid
H3 basis of own analysis. Largely construction of arguments. synthesized into generally argumentation. and coherent argumentation.
ethnographic inadequate or lacking Possible lack or coherent argumentation. [] Potential enhancement Ethnographic interpretation
data (25%) presentation of own fragmentation and chaotic of theory through leads to innovative use of
ethnographic data. (] dispersal of theory in ethnographic theory. (]

analysing data. []

interpretation. O

26




Highly problematic,
strange or bizarre
formulation of

Problematic
formulation of research
question, basic research

Moderately good
formulation of research

Good and level-
appropriate formulation

Excellent and highly level-

A3 . design and application of question, generally level- of research question, appropriate formulation of
research question, . . . . .
; . ? research methods. Marked appropriate research design independently created research question, highly
B23 3 Selection and research design and/or . . . . L .
s . insufficiency of data or and application of research and applied research sophisticated creation and
C1-3 application of application of . . . . L L
B2 h research methods errors in obtaining data, methods. Some evidence of design and application application of research
researc o Lack of iustification some lack of judgement as level-appropriate of research methods. design and application of
F3 methods (20%) of usa eJ of methods to the appropriateness of independent working and Very good evidence of research methods.
H1 Inabili% N ov.vn chosen methods. Some thought. Possible sophisticated working Innovative and/or creative
researcl}ll estions and lack of transparency in insufficiency of data or and thought. (] approach. []
desi |—j presenting research errors in obtaining data. O
esign. methodology. (]
Very good and Excellent, integrated and
B2.3.4 . . Moderate to good ethical integrated ethical .’ g K
595 4 Bthical stance Little or no evidence . . . well outlined ethical
C3 of an ethical approach Generally adequate ethical approach and its outline. approach and outline. approach. Sophisticated
and its PP ¥ acequate et Expression of reflexivity Very good level of PP - SOph
D2 . . to research and/or approach and/or missing or - . level of reflexivity towards
integration R . . . toward the role of researcher reflexivity towards role
E3 lack of judgement in incoherent outline. [] . . . the role of researcher and
(10%) . and their professional of researcher and their . .
H1-3 fieldwork practice. [] . . . their professional fieldwork
fieldwork relationships. (] professional fieldwork relationships. []
relationships. (] ps:
tabl lit . lity of
Unac?e'p able ql.la x4 Basic quality of writing Moderate to good quality of Ver}{ good qu'a 1y o
of writing, possibly . - - writing showing
. showing some fluency and writing showing reasonable . . o,
confusing, and lack of o . . pleasing fluency and Excellent quality of writing
. ability to communicate fluency and ability to L . .
coherence in . . ability to communicate showing very good fluency
resentation of topic argumentation. Many (but communicate argumentation. Style of | and ability to communicate
. P pic. generally not obstructive to | argumentation. Style of eu -t ¥
5 Quality of The focus on the . . " writing mostly argumentation. Style of
y . comprehension) spelling, writing generally . " . .
itin research questions . N appropriate. Very good writing highly appropriate.
D1 witing, may be lost through punctuation and grammar appropriate. A few (but not spelling, punctuation Excellent, perhaps near
structure of Y e errors. Style of writing obstructive to P & P > P . P
El,3 the document. Style of . . . . and grammar. The perfect, spelling,
work and . g mostly inappropriate. May comprehension) spelling, .
writing inappropriate. . . ) focus on the research punctuation and grammar.
referencin: . be issues in the coherence punctuation and grammar . .
g Poor spelling, . . . topic is consistently Excellent focus on the
o . of the presentation of the and/or consistent referencing L . .
(15%) punctuation and maintained and research topic and questions

grammar. Mistakes in
numbering pages and
chapters. Consistent
and significant errors
in referencing. []

research topic and research
questions may be answered
incoherently. Consistent
and noticeably significant
errors in referencing. []

errors. The focus on the
research topic is generally
maintained and research
questions somewhat well
answered. (]

research questions
answered well.
Referencing well done
with potentially minor
€ITorsS. D

totally answered.
Referencing potentially
without error. (]
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Weak presentation
which is inadequate.
Dl 6 Oral defence Audience may be left
El3 Y confused. Does not
H3 (%) address work or issues
raised at review and

defence, if relevant.

Adequate presentation with
some oral fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation using
generally appropriate tools
but may have evidence of
audience left confused.
Presentation partly
addresses work and issues
raised at review and
defence, if relevant.

Moderate to good
presentation with some oral
fluency and ability to
communicate
argumentation, using
appropriate tools.
Presentation gives moderate
to good overview of work
and issues raised at review
and defence, if relevant.

Very good presentation
with good oral fluency
and ability to
communicate
argumentation, using
appropriate tools.
Presentation gives very
good overview of work
and issues raised at
review and defence, if
relevant.

Excellent presentation
demonstrating flawless and
persuasive argumentation,
using appropriate tools.
Highly capable of (a) either
defending author’s stance in
relation to the points raised
in review and defence, or (b)
incorporating reviewer’s
comments so that the final
argumentation is visibly
improved.

Graded after defence presentation

Additional comments (if any)
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Bachelor thesis progress review evaluation form

UNIVERSITY OF

LATVIA

Name of student:

Date:

Completed by:

University of Latvia | ESZF | Socio-cultural anthropology | BA thesis grading form (progress review)

[] Supervisor [] Reviewer

Programme outcomes assessed in category

Statement of current progress in percentage, with progress standards related to these

Op| 5 10 | 15

20 [ 28 [ 30 | 35

40

45 | 50 [ 55 | 60

65 [ 70 | 75 | 80

85 [ 90 | 95 0

\

\

\

/

A3

‘Work plan not

implemented in relation to
category appropriate to
this point (with no
justification); the draft
does not contain any text
or outline in relation to the
specific category.

X

Work plan partly
implemented in relation
to category appropriate

to this point (with
justification); the draft
presents a combination

of text and outline in

partial form.

v

Work plan fully implemented

in relation to category
appropriate to this point; the
draft presents a combination
of text and outline of the text

structure satisfying the
minimum pass requirements

of the thesis.

s

Work plan fully
implemented in

relation to category
appropriate to this

point; the text

presented satisfies at
least the minimum
pass requirements of

Category
(weighting in Quality indicators with indicative grades related to final thesis standards Particular comments, and advice for completion of the
i Did not meet i
grading) A—— Met course outcomes fualernsion
(0-3) (4-10)
) Percentage complete: %
Total or near-total Basic .bUt adequatg . Moderate to good Very good Excellept and . Other comments:
. selection and application of . Lo selection and innovative selection
absence of theoretical . selection and application . -

1 component in research theory and ethnographic of theory and application of and application of
Al-2 Comprehension por context synthesized into yar theory and theory and
Bl-2 omprenension, | and/or inadequate ethnographic context . .

- ot . somewhat coherent o ethnographic ethnographic context

application and selection and . synthesized into generally . .
C1-3 L argumentation. However, . context synthesized into very

syntheses of application of theory o coherent argumentation. . . . .
F1-2 . . significant errors, R synthesized into solid argumentation.
Gl2 anthropological and ethnographic fragmentation and chaotic However, some minor solid 0
H13 knowledge context. [] dispersal can be found, (] errors can be found. (] argumentation. []

>
(25%)

0 5 10 | 15

20 [ 25 | 30 | 35

40

45 | S50 | 55 | 60

65 [ 70 | 75 | 80

85 | 90 95 [ 100

O00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000a0
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Basic use of own Percentage complete: %
Lack of or inadequate ethnographic data within . . Other comments:
placing of work rather limited ethnographic Very good, Skllful Excellem, pote;ntlally
o . Moderate to good and appropriate innovative, skilful and
2 within broader and theoretical context ce of own ethnoeranhic R at ¢
. theoretical and synthesized into somewhat u ow grap use otown appropriate use o own
Comprehension . . . data within somewhat ethnographic data ethnographic data
p
B1-2 R > | ethnographic material. ~ coherent argumentation but limited ethnoeranhic and within broader within broader
Cla application, Largely inadequate or  possible errors in  CHanogtapiue oade o
synthesis and lackine theory in data understanding o theoretical context ethnographic and ethnographic and
F1-3 . s M ang synthesized into generally | theoretical context theoretical context
analysis on the analysis. Largely construction of arguments. . L L
Gl1-3 R . . . coherent argumentation. synthesized into synthesized into very
basis of own inadequate or lacking Possible lack or . . .
H3 . . . . O solid solid argumentation.
ethnographic presentation of own fragmentation and chaotic ion. [J 0
. . . argumentation.
data (25%) ethnographic data. (] dispersal of theory in
analysing data. []
0 [ s Jwof1s]20]25]30]35]40]45 ][50 55|60 [65[70[75[8 |8 [90]95] 10
[ | | [ [ [ | I | I | [
O000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000O0000000O00000000000
Moderately good Good and Percentage complete: %
Highly problematic Problematic formulation of research appropriate Other comments:
strange or bizarre , formulation of rescarch uestion, generall formulation of Excellent and highl
& . question, basic research q J & y research question, X ey
formulation of . .. appropriate research . appropriate
. design and application of . L independently .
research question, research methods. Lack of design and application of created and applied formulation of research
research design and/or transparency in 1'resentin research methods. Some research desien question,
A3 . application of P ymp J evidence of independent desig independently created
B2 3 Selection and research methods ;&/z{seircél .metf};?d_ology. f working and thought. and ap lilhcattl}(zn dOf and applied research
Cl1-3 application of Lack of justification arked msutliciency o Some lack of research methods. design and application
data or errors in obtaining . . Very good
E2 research of usage of methods. transparency in presenting . of research methods.
0, Inability to create own data, some lack of research methodolo, evidence of Potentially innovative
k3 methods (20%) researc}}ll uestions and judgement as to the Possible insufﬁciencgy'of independent aj roachyE]
H1 . d appropriateness of chosen . Y working and PP ’
design. (] data or errors in obtaining
methods. (] thought. []
data. (]
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O00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000aAa
Percentage complete: %
Other comments:
Very good and .
. . . - Excell
Generally adequate ethical Moderate to good ethical integrated ethical a:;iv:lrll t(’)::lt;ge?ted
B2 Little or no evidence approach and signs of approach and its outline. approach and ethical approach
c3 4 Ethical stance of an ethical approach ~ possible lack of judgment Signs of reflexivity outline. Very good So histi(li):ted s -ns of
and its to research. [] in some cases. Missing or towards the role of signs of reflexivity pristy €
D2 : : incoherent outline. (] researcher. [] towards the role of reflexivity towards the
E3 Integration ’ ’ rescarcher. [ role of researcher. (]
(10%) ’
H1-3
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Unacceptable quality
of writing, possibly
confusing, and lack of
coherence in
presentation of topic.
The focus on the

Basic quality of writing
showing some fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation. Many (but
generally not obstructive to

Moderate to good quality

of writing showing

reasonable fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation. Style of

writing generally

Very good quality
of writing showing
pleasing fluency
and ability to
communicate
argumentation.
Style of writing
mostly appropriate.

Excellent quality of
writing showing very
good fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation. Style of

Percentage complete: %
Other comments:

. comprehension) spellin; : Very good riting highl
research questions prefe ) spelling, appropriate. A few (but Y 8 WIILE ISR
. punctuation and grammar . spelling, appropriate. Excellent,
5 Quality of may be lost through o not obstructive to .
errors. Style of writing . . punctuation and perhaps near perfect,
i the document. Style of X . comprehension) spelling, . .
D1 writing, riting inappropriate mostly inappropriate. May nctuation and erammar grammar. The spelling, punctuation
w! X . . unctu:
structure of & mapprop be issues in the coherence p . g focus on the and grammar.
El1,3 Poor spelling, . and/or consistent .
’ work and . of the presentation of the . research topic is Excellent focus on the
i punctuation and research topic and research referencing errors. The consistentl research topic and
referencing grammar. Mistakes in . p focus on the research sistently . p
0 . questions may be answered . maintained and questions totally
(15%) numbering pages and . . topic is generally . .
. incoherently. Consistent L research questions answered. Referencing
chapters. Referencing, .. . maintained and research . .
X R and significant errors in . answered well. potentially without
if present, highly K questions somewhat well R
. referencing. (] Referencing well error. []
problematic. (] answered. [] .
done with
potentially minor
errors. [
0 5 10 | 15 |20 [ 25 [ 30 | 35 | 40 [ 45 [ 50 | 55 | 60 | 65 [ 70 | 75 | 80 | 85 [ 90 [ 95 | 100
O00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000a0
Excellent presentation
Very good demonstrating flawless
. . resentation with and persuasive
Adequate presentation with | Moderate to good p o0od oral ﬂu:/nc ar u[r)n enltlatigln usin
some oral fluency and presentation with some fn d ability to Y a g S to:)ls J
Weak presentation ability to communicate oral fluency and ability to R4 pprop )
. . . . communicate Highly capable of (a)
which is inadequate. argumentation using communicate areumentation cither defendin
D1 6 Oral Audience may be left generally appropriate tools argumentation, using us?n appro ri’ate author’s stance%n
E13 presentation confused. Does not but may have evidence of appropriate tools. ST 3 : Graded after progress review presentation
. . . . tools. Presentation relation to the points
H3 (5%) address work or issues  audience left confused. Presentation gives . .
raised in review and

raised at review and
defence, if relevant.

Presentation partly
addresses work and issues
raised at review and
defence, if relevant.

moderate to good

overview of work and
issues raised at review
and defence, if relevant.

gives very good
overview of work
and issues raised at
review and
defence, if
relevant.

defence, or (b)
incorporating
reviewer’s comments
so that the final
argumentation is
visibly improved.

Additional comments (if any)
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Master thesis progress review evaluation form

UNIVERSITY OF

LATVIA Name of student:

Date:

Completed by:

University of Latvia | ESZF | Socio-cultural anthropology | MA thesis grading form (progress review)

[] Supervisor [] Reviewer

Programme outcomes assessed in category

Statement of current progress in percentage, with progress standards related to these

Op| 5 10 | 15

20 [ 28 [ 30 | 35

40

45 | 50 [ 55 | 60

65 [ 70 | 75 | 80

85 [ 90 | 95 0

\

\

\

/

A3

‘Work plan not

implemented in relation to
category appropriate to
this point (with no
justification); the draft
does not contain any text
or outline in relation to the
specific category.

X

Work plan partly
implemented in relation
to category appropriate

to this point (with
justification); the draft
presents a combination

of text and outline in

partial form.

v

Work plan fully implemented

in relation to category
appropriate to this point; the
draft presents a combination
of text and outline of the text

structure satisfying the
minimum pass requirements

of the thesis.

s

Work plan fully
implemented in

relation to category
appropriate to this

point; the text

presented satisfies at
least the minimum
pass requirements of

Category
(weighting in Quality indicators with indicative grades related to final thesis standards Particular comments, and advice for completion of the
i Did not meet i
grading) A—— Met course outcomes fualernsion
(0-3) (4-10)
) Percentage complete: %
Total or near-total Basic .bUt adequatg . Moderate to good Very good Excellept and . Other comments:
. selection and application of . Lo selection and innovative selection
absence of theoretical . selection and application . -

1 component in research theory and ethnographic of theory and application of and application of
Al-2 Comprehension por context synthesized into yar theory and theory and
Bl-2 omprenension, | and/or inadequate ethnographic context . .

- ot . somewhat coherent o ethnographic ethnographic context

application and selection and . synthesized into generally . .
C1-3 L argumentation. However, . context synthesized into very

syntheses of application of theory o coherent argumentation. . . . .
F1-2 . . significant errors, R synthesized into solid argumentation.
Gl2 anthropological and ethnographic fragmentation and chaotic However, some minor solid 0
H13 knowledge context. [] dispersal can be found. [] errors can be found. [] argumentation. []

>
(25%)
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Basic use of own Percentage complete: %
Lack of or inadequate ethnographic data within . . Other comments:
placing of work rather limited ethnographic Very good, Skllful Excellem, pote;ntlally
o . Moderate to good and appropriate innovative, skilful and
2 within broader and theoretical context ce of own ethnoeranhic R at ¢
. theoretical and synthesized into somewhat u ow grap use otown appropriate use o own
Comprehension . . . data within somewhat ethnographic data ethnographic data
p
B1-2 R > | ethnographic material. ~ coherent argumentation but limited ethnoeranhic and within broader within broader
Cla application, Largely inadequate or  possible errors in  CHanogtapiue oade o
synthesis and lackine theory in data understanding o theoretical context ethnographic and ethnographic and
F1-3 . s M ang synthesized into generally | theoretical context theoretical context
analysis on the analysis. Largely construction of arguments. . L L
Gl1-3 R . . . coherent argumentation. synthesized into synthesized into very
basis of own inadequate or lacking Possible lack or . . .
H3 . . . . O solid solid argumentation.
ethnographic presentation of own fragmentation and chaotic ion. [J 0
. . . argumentation.
data (25%) ethnographic data. (] dispersal of theory in
analysing data. []
0 [ s Jwof1s]20]25]30]35]40]45 ][50 55|60 [65[70[75[8 |8 [90]95] 10
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Moderately good Good and Percentage complete: %
Highly problematic Problematic formulation of research appropriate Other comments:
strange or bizarre , formulation of rescarch uestion, generall formulation of Excellent and highl
& . question, basic research q J & y research question, X ey
formulation of . .. appropriate research . appropriate
. design and application of . L independently .
research question, research methods. Lack of design and application of created and applied formulation of research
research design and/or transparency in 1'resentin research methods. Some research desien question,
A3 . application of P ymp J evidence of independent desig independently created
B2 3 Selection and research methods ;&/z{seircél .metf};?d_ology. f working and thought. and ap lilhcattl}(zn dOf and applied research
Cl1-3 application of Lack of justification arked msutliciency o Some lack of research methods. design and application
data or errors in obtaining . . Very good
E2 research of usage of methods. transparency in presenting . of research methods.
0, Inability to create own data, some lack of research methodolo, evidence of Potentially innovative
k3 methods (20%) researc}}ll uestions and judgement as to the Possible insufﬁciencgy'of independent aj roachyE]
H1 . d appropriateness of chosen . Y working and PP ’
design. (] data or errors in obtaining
methods. (] thought. []
data. (]
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Percentage complete: %
Other comments:
Very good and .
. . . - Excell
Generally adequate ethical Moderate to good ethical integrated ethical a:;iv:lrll t(’)::lt;ge?ted
B2 Little or no evidence approach and signs of approach and its outline. approach and ethical approach
c3 4 Ethical stance of an ethical approach ~ possible lack of judgment Signs of reflexivity outline. Very good So histi(li):ted s -ns of
and its to research. [] in some cases. Missing or towards the role of signs of reflexivity pristy €
D2 : : incoherent outline. (] researcher. [] towards the role of reflexivity towards the
E3 Integration ’ ’ rescarcher. [ role of researcher. (]
(10%) ’
H1-3
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Unacceptable quality
of writing, possibly
confusing, and lack of
coherence in
presentation of topic.
The focus on the

Basic quality of writing
showing some fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation. Many (but
generally not obstructive to

Moderate to good quality

of writing showing

reasonable fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation. Style of

writing generally

Very good quality
of writing showing
pleasing fluency
and ability to
communicate
argumentation.
Style of writing
mostly appropriate.

Excellent quality of
writing showing very
good fluency and
ability to communicate
argumentation. Style of

Percentage complete: %
Other comments:

. comprehension) spellin; : Very good riting highl
research questions prefe ) spelling, appropriate. A few (but Y 8 WIILE ISR
. punctuation and grammar . spelling, appropriate. Excellent,
5 Quality of may be lost through o not obstructive to .
errors. Style of writing . . punctuation and perhaps near perfect,
i the document. Style of X . comprehension) spelling, . .
D1 writing, riting inappropriate mostly inappropriate. May nctuation and erammar grammar. The spelling, punctuation
w! X . . unctu:
structure of & mapprop be issues in the coherence p . g focus on the and grammar.
El1,3 Poor spelling, . and/or consistent .
’ work and . of the presentation of the . research topic is Excellent focus on the
i punctuation and research topic and research referencing errors. The consistentl research topic and
referencing grammar. Mistakes in . p focus on the research sistently . p
0 . questions may be answered . maintained and questions totally
(15%) numbering pages and . . topic is generally . .
. incoherently. Consistent L research questions answered. Referencing
chapters. Referencing, .. . maintained and research . .
X R and significant errors in . answered well. potentially without
if present, highly K questions somewhat well R
. referencing. (] Referencing well error. []
problematic. (] answered. [] .
done with
potentially minor
errors. [
0 5 10 | 15 |20 [ 25 [ 30 | 35 | 40 [ 45 [ 50 | 55 | 60 | 65 [ 70 | 75 | 80 | 85 [ 90 [ 95 | 100
O00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000a0
Excellent presentation
Very good demonstrating flawless
. . resentation with and persuasive
Adequate presentation with | Moderate to good p o0od oral ﬂu:/nc ar u[r)n enltlatigln usin
some oral fluency and presentation with some fn d ability to Y a g S to:)ls J
Weak presentation ability to communicate oral fluency and ability to R4 pprop )
. . . . communicate Highly capable of (a)
which is inadequate. argumentation using communicate areumentation cither defendin
D1 6 Oral Audience may be left generally appropriate tools argumentation, using us?n appro ri’ate author’s stance%n
E13 presentation confused. Does not but may have evidence of appropriate tools. ST 3 : Graded after progress review presentation
. . . . tools. Presentation relation to the points
H3 (5%) address work or issues  audience left confused. Presentation gives . .
raised in review and

raised at review and
defence, if relevant.

Presentation partly
addresses work and issues
raised at review and
defence, if relevant.

moderate to good

overview of work and
issues raised at review
and defence, if relevant.

gives very good
overview of work
and issues raised at
review and
defence, if
relevant.

defence, or (b)
incorporating
reviewer’s comments
so that the final
argumentation is
visibly improved.

Additional comments (if any)
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Specimen documents

Thesis title submission form
(All signatures are manual)

To: Prof. ,

director of the of the bachelor’s study
programme Cultural and Social Anthropology

Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences
University of Latvia

Janis Beérzins, student card no. jb00001
year student at the

BA/MA in Cultural and social anthropology

Application

Please accept the following thesis topic: ‘Students’ Ritual Behaviour: the case of the

University of Latvia’ (In Latvian: Studentu rituala uzvediba: Latvijas Universitates gadijums).

Research supervisor: prof. PhD. Inta Kalnina.

oHs
@ oL WD
Riga, 02.02.2017. 3 / Janis Berzins

e
Approved: [ LKalnina 02.02.2017.

wns
Approved: J. La / J.Lejins 10.02.2017.
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Sample thesis title page

UNIVERSITY OF LATVIA
FACULTY OF ECONOMICS AND SOCIAL SCIENCES
DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SCIENCES

RITUAL BEHAVIOUR OF STUDENTS: THE CASE OF
THE UNIVERSITY OF LATVIA

BACHELOR’S THESIS

Author: Janis Bérzins
Student no.: jb00001

Thesis supervisor: prof. PhD. Mara Kalnina

RIGA 2017
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Sample content page
TABLE OF CONTENTS
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Sample documentary sheet

The bachelor’s thesis with the title of ‘Students’ Ritual Behaviour: the case of the University of
Latvia’ (Studentu rituala uzvediba: Latvijas Universitates gadijums in Latvian) was produced at the

University of Latvia’s Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences.

I hereby confirm that the research was conducted independently and only the referenced resources

have been used. Further, the electronic copy is identical to the submitted printed copy of the thesis.

The lenght of the thesis (from introduction till conclusions) is characters, including spaces

and excluding footnotes).

s
JReczp?
Author /

I hereby confirm that I recommend this thesis for defence.

Janis Beérzins

Thesis supervisor: professor Mara Kalnina, PhD. 20.06.2025. (

Reviewer: docent Nick Clegg, PhD.

The thesis was submitted at the Department of Social Sciences on 20.06.2025

Student administrative supervisor: Ineta Klaviete L"‘”/t’ W

The thesis was defended on

- . (2
Defence commission secretary: lektore Anda Kocina M J
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Sample table and illustration formatting

Title

06 r
05 r
04 r
03 r
02 ¢

01 f

Figure 3.1. . Title. Source: ...

Sample Ve, stds \/Fe(n), A
number
ml mg/1

1 0 0 -
2 1.0 0.10 0.058
3 2.0 0.20 0.120
4 4.0 0.40 0.236
5 6.0 0.60 0.351
6 8.0 0.80 0.468
7 10.0 1.00 0.580

y = 0,5833x

R2=09998

00 0,2 04 06 08 1.0 1.2
v.mg/L
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Sample hard copy cover
(compulsorily in Latvian whatever the language of the thesis)

LATVIJAS UNIVERSITATE

BAKALAURA DARBS

RIGA 2017
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Sample research proposal

The length of the research proposal should be approximately 1000 words.

University of Latvia, Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences

Cultural and Social Anthropology

[1 BA/ [ MA student

(Name, surname)

Master/bachelor thesis proposal

Title

Short description of the planned research

Description of the research problem
Description of the field-site

Recent debates on the topic
Ethnographic context of research
Central research question

Backing the research question

Goal of the research and significance of topic

Methodology

General approach (theoretical, empirical)
Research instruments

Method of analysis

Bibliography
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Sample Gantt chart
University of Latvia, Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences
Cultural and social anthropology

[IBA / L1MAstudent

(Name, surname)

Research plan

s % OF TASK
NUMBER TASK START DATE DUE DATE  DURATION COMPLETE

1 Research Concept and preliminary research

1.1 Defining research question 21/02/18 27/02/18 6 0%

1.2 Structuring methodology ... 21/02/18 03/03/18 12 _

1.3 21/02/18 27/02/18 6

1.4 Theoretical research. .. 21/02/18 03/03/18 12

1.5 Pilot interview 24/02/18 24/02/18 0 0%

2 Draft thesis

2.1 01/03/18 02/04/18 31 0%
Theoretical chapter, part 1... ’

2.2 Theoretical chapter, part 2 01/03/18 02/04/18 31 0%

23 Chapter on ethical implications of the 23/03/18 25/03/18 2 0%
research

2.4 Interviews (6) with ... interview 01/03/18 31/03/18 30 0%
transcripts

2.5 Finalising draft thesis 01/04/18 05/04/18 4 0%

3 Project Conception and Initiation

3.1 Finalising theoretical chapters 07/04/18 29/04/18 0 0%

3.2 Interviews (6) and transcripts 05/04/18 29/04/18 0 0%

33 Analysis and writing-up 29/04/18 27/05/18 0 0%

3.4 Reviewing literature, adding up 13/05/18 27/05/18 0 0%
theoretical chapters

3.5 Conclusions 22/05/18 03/06/18 0 0%

36 Reviewing proofreading, introduction, 01/06/18 11/06/18 0 0%
abstract

3.7 Submission 11/06/18 11/06/18 0 0%

*to be adapted to the particular fieldwork proposal; this is only a sample
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Sample Gantt chart
University of Latvia, Faculty of Economics and Social Sciences

Cultural and social anthropology

[IBA / LIMA student

(Name, surname)

Research plan

February March April May June

Activities* W1 |W2 | W3 (W4 | W1 | W2 | W3 (W4 |W1 |W2 W3 W4 | W1 |[W2 W3 | W4 | W1 W2

Theoretical reading

Bibliography, introduction

Methodological framework

Interview questions, ethical
guidelines

Fieldwork planning

Fieldwork (interviews,
participant observation, focus
groups etc.)

Progress review 10.04.

Data preparation, transcripts,
coding

Analysis, conclusions

Document formatting and
organisation

Thesis submission 06.06

Presentation preparation, 11.06
thesis defence

*to be adapted to the particular fieldwork proposal; this is only a sample

Note for students: These guidelines were created to help to place useful information required for thesis writing in one place. You are reminded, however, that
you should keep in close contact with your supervisor as well as paying close attention to the material presented here.
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