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|. O0mmue MoJI0KEeHUA

1.1. TloarotoBka u 3amuta npoekta BKP Ha anrmuiickom s3bike (mamee — Project
Proposal, PP) sBusercs HeoTheMJIEMOW  4YacThIO  IOATOTOBKH  BBHITYCKHOW
KBATM(PUKAIMOHHON pabOThl U 00s13aTeNbHa ISl BCEX CTYACHTOB BHE 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
Toro, BkiatoueHa B UYII nuciuninmia « AkaieMUYecKoe MUCbMO Ha aHTJIUHCKOM SI3BIKE)
Wi HeT. JIaHHBIM SK3aMEH NPOBEpPAET TOTOBHOCTh CTYAEHTOB K YCTHOMY
IPENCTABICHUIO W 3allUTE PE3yJbTaTOB HAYYHOIO HCCIENAOBAHMS IIO TEME CBOEH
BBIITYCKHOM KBAM(PUKATMOHHOW PaOOTHI HA AHTJIMIICKOM SI3BIKE.

[Tucemennbiii pedepat/ 0030p U3YUEHHOUN JIUTEPATYPHI SIBISETCA JOMYCKOM K YCTHOMY
DK3aMEHY.

TpeboBanus k coaepxanuio, opopmieHHo u 3amure Project Proposal paspabatsiBatorcst
aKaJIEeMUYECKHUM COBETOM JUIsl KaKJ0Ml 00pa3oBaTeNbHOW MNPOrpaMMbl C Y4YE€TOM €€
cnenuduku. Ilpm paspaboTke TpeOOBaHMI  aKaAeMHUYECKHE COBETHl  MOTYT
opueHTHpoBaThCsl Ha mpwinoxeHue Ne 3 k Konmenmuu pa3BUTHS WHOS3BIYHON
KOMMYHUKATUBHOM KOMIIETEHLIUU CTYJEHTOB OakajiaBpuara u cnenuaiurera HIY BIIO
(ot 25.06.2025 Ne 6.18-01/150725-1).

Ha s3ammre Project Proposal moryt mpucyTCTBOBaTh MpernofaBaTeid MPOPHILHBIX
JUCUUIUIMH 00pa3oBaTelbHOM mporpamMmbl, pykoBoautenu BKP, mnpenonaBatenu
UHOCTpaHHBIX s3bIKOB. CocTtaB Kommccuu 1o 3amure Project Proposal ompenmemsier

aKaJeMUYECKUI PyKOBOAUTENb 00pa30BaATEIbHON MPOrpaMMBbl.

Hrorosas ouenka 3a Project Proposal maer B qumiom.



1.2. TloaroroBka w 3ammra Project Proposal Bkmouaer B cebst Hammcanue Project

Proposal 1 ero mociemyronyro 3amnmury.

1.3. Project Proposal mpencrasiser co0oil KpaTkoe H3JIOKEHHE OOIIEro 3aMbiciia U
OCHOBHBIX IapaMETPOB BBIMYCKHON KBaJTU(HKAIIMOHHONW PabOTHI, MOATOTABINBACMOM
CTy/JIEHTaMH K KOHIIy YETBEPTOr0 Kypca B COOTBETCTBHHM C MOPSAIKOM, YCTAHOBICHHBIM

oOpa3zoBaTeILHON TPOTPAMMOM.

1.4. 3amuTa mpoeKTa COCTOUT U3 MPE3CHTALIMU U OTBETOB HA BOMPOCHI YJIEHOB KOMUCCHH.
[Ipe3enTanuss mOpencTaBiasieT CcOOOM KpaTKOe M3JI0KEHHE CTYJIEHTOM IIPOEKTa
HCCIIeIOBaHUsI ¢ OOOCHOBAHHMEM BBIOOpAa TEMBI, yKa3aHHEM IIEIM M 3ajad, METOJOB
WCCIICIOBAHUSI, TUIAHUPYEMbBIX W/WUIU TIOJYYEHHBIX PE3yJbTaTOB C MCIOJIb30BAHUEM
cnaioBo mpeseHTanuu. Ilo 3aBeplIeHUM NPE3EHTALMU YJIE€HbI SK3aMEHAIlMOHHOU
KOMHUCCHHM 3aJal0T CTYJACHTY BONPOCHI IO TEME IMPEACTABICHHOTO TMPOEKTa W

Ipo0JIEMaTHKE N3y4aeMOI0 HayYHOT'O HallpaBJICHUS.

Il. Mopsinok odopmiieHus: U ciayu nucbMeHHoro Project Proposal
2.1. TIucemennsiii Project Proposal Bkirouaer B ce0st ClIeayOIINE JIEMEHTBI:
1) 3arososok (Title)
2) Beeaenue (Introduction)

3) O030p nureparypbr (Literature Review) (mis wuccnemoBatenbckux BKP), nm6o
AHaJIU3 CTEUKXOJIJIEPOB/IICNICBOM ayAUTOPUM + aHAIU3 MPEABIAYIINX pa3paboTOK
(Analysis of Stakeholders / Target Audiences. Review of Previous Projects/Products)
(st mpoexTHbIXx BKP)

4) Metonasl (Methods)
5) Cnucok nutepatypsl (References)

6) [punoxenus (Appendices) (1o yCMOTPEHHIO aBTOPA).



Bce wactm, kpomMe TpUIIOKEHUH, SBISIOTCA 00A3aTENbHBIMH  CTPYKTYPHBIMU
COCTaBJISIOLUIMMH PabOThl, HO MOTYT MOJIU(UIIMPOBATHCA B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT XapakTepa
UCCICOBAaHUs TI0 COITIACOBAaHHMIO C Hay4YHbIM pyKoBoauTeneM. lIpunoxeHus

BKJIFOUYAIOTCS B pPa0OTY PU HEOOXOAUMOCTH 10 YCMOTPEHHIO aBTOPA.

Bo Beemennmu (Introduction) ouepunBaeTcs KOHTEKCT MCCIICIOBAHMS/IPOSKTHOM
paboThl, ompezenserca mpodiemMa, KOTOPYIO MpHU3BaHa PEIIUTh MPOBOAUMAs padoTa,
CTaBiATCA 1eau (M 3aJadyd) HCCICAOBAHUS/TIpOEKTa W/HWIU  (POPMYIUPYIOTCS
WCCJIEI0OBATEIIbCKUE BOMPOCHI, MPUHEOOXOIUMOCTH JAIOTCS OMPEASICHUS KITFOYSBBIX

TCPMHUHOB C 00s3aTeJIbHBIM YKa3aHUEM UCTOYHHKOB.

O030p Jaurtepatypbl (Literature Review) packpbiBaeT COCTOSHHE HCCIEAyeMOM
npo0JieMbl B OIpEIeIeHHON 001acTh HAayYHBIX 3HaHUN C 0OOCHOBAaHUEM HAIPaBJICHUS
uccienoBanus. B choydae  mpoekTHoro — opMara  MPOBOAMTCS — aHAIMU3
CTEHKOJIIEPOB/LEIEBON ayAUTOPUHU, a TaKKE€ MPEIbIAYIIMX MPOEKTHBIX pa3pabOTOK
(Analysis of Stakeholders / Target Audiences. Review of Previous Projects/Products) B

pacCMaTpuBaCMOM KOHTCKCTC. Tekct JOJDKCH HOCHUTD AHAJIMTUYECKUM XapakKTep.

Pasmen Meroabl (Methods) BkimtouaeT B ceOst OommcaHHe METOIOB HCCIIEIOBAHHS C
000CHOBaHMEM HX BBIOOpA, BHIOOPKM M METOJOB aHaIM3a JAHHBIX, a TaKXkKe Xoja
uccienoBanms. B cimydae mpoekTHOro (opmara MOXKET OBITh ONHCAaH XOJ
(pe)IpOeKTHOTO MCCIICIOBAHMUS, dTAIlbl IPOEKTa/ CO3MaHUs MPOSKTHOTO MPOAYKTa U

000CHOBaHUEM BBHIOOPA METOJUKHU €T0 CO3aHUS.

Cnucok Jutepatypbl (References) mpencrasisier co0oil CIIMCOK HMCIIONIB30BAHHON B
paboTe TUTEpaTyphl U APYTUEe Pecypchl. B HETO MOTYT BXOIWUTH CTaThbU, MOHOTpaduH,
KHWTH, CCBUIKM Ha JJIGKTPOHHBIC PECypChHl, CIIpaBOYHAs JIMTepaTypa W mp. B crmcok

BKJTFOYAIOTCS TOJIBKO T€ HCTOYHHMKH, Ha KOTOPBIE €CTh CChIIKU B TekcTe Project Proposal.

IMpunoxenne (Appendices) — 3To YacTh TEKCTa, KyAa BBIHOCATCS MaTepuaibl, HE

ABJIIAIOIIHUCCA HACYIIHO BaXXHBIMHW JJII IMOHUMAHHSA PCIICHUA Haquoﬁ 3agda4H. B



OPUJIO)KEHUU MOTYT pa3MelaTscsi TalOmuibl, rpaduku, ¢GopMmynbl, Oojiee MOIHO

pacKpbIBaIOIIME OTACIbHBIE aCIIEKThl padO0ThI. Pa3nen He siBnseTcs: 00s13aTeIbHBIM.

2.2.006mmii o6bem Project Proposal cocraBasier 1600-2200 caoB (o cratuctuke
Word). IIpu mojcdere cloB YYHUTHIBAETCS KOJUYECTBO CIIOB BO BCEX YACTAX pPaOOTHI,
BKJItOYasi THTYJIBHBIH JIMCT, CIIMCOK JIATEPATYpbl M MPWIOKCHHS. PekoMeHayeMoe
KOJIMYECTBO CJIOB B OCHOBHBLIX 4actax. B Introduction or 200 mo 300 cios, B
Literature Review (Analysis of Stakeholders / Target Audiences. Review of Previous
Projects/Products mns nmpoektHsix BKP) ot 800 mo 1000 cios, 8 Methods ot 300 no
400 cnoB. JlommyckaeTcsi TPEBBINICHUE BEPXHEH TpaHUIBI HOPMBI JUISI yKa3aHHBIX
JIMara30HOB KOJIMYECTBA CJIOB.

2.3. Project Proposal B wactu MmakeTHpoBaHHS TekcTa (1oJisg, IIPUPT, HHTEPBA,

3aroJIOBKH, IMOANKMCH) U B YacTH O(OPMIICHUS BHYTPHUTEKCTOBBIX CCBHIJIOK W CITHCKA

autepatypbl  Gopmarupyercst 1o craHmapry APA  (7-e wu3maHWe) W JIOJDKHO

COOTBETCTBOBATH CJICIYIOIINM TPEOOBAHUSM:

1) mpudr TekcTa Bo Beelt pabote — Times New Roman 12

2) IBOITHOI WHTEPBAJ I BCErO TEKCTa padOThI, BKJIFOYAs CIIMCOK JUTEpaTyphl (3a
UCKJTIOYCHHEM TEKCTa B TaOJIMIAX, ©CIM TAaKOBBIE HUMEIOTCS, TIIE HUCIOIb3yeTCs
OJIMHAPHBINA UHTEPBAI)

3) Bce CTpaHUIIBI MPOHYMEPOBAHbI, HAYMHAS C TUTYJILHOTO JIUCTa (HOMEpa CTpaHHUII
JAIOTCS B TIPABOM BEPXHEM YTITY)

4) B BepXHEM KOJIOHTHUTYJIC Ha Ka)KJIOH CTpaHHWIle, HauWHAs C THTYJIBHOIO JIHCTA,
3arJIaBHBIMH OyKBaMM mpocTaBisietcss running head (cokpaiieHHOe Ha3BaHHE
paboThI, HE MpeBbImIaroniee S0 CUMBOJIOB, BKITFOYAs IPOOEITBI M 3HAKH MPETTUHAHMS)

5) Bcsi paboTa BBIpOBHEHA MO JIEBOMY Kpaw (32 HCKIIOYCHHUEM 3arojiOBKOB |
I0JI3ar0JIOBKOB — 3TH 3JIEMEHTHI IICHTPUPYIOTCS) (THTYJIBHBIH JTUCT UMEET CBOC
oopmnenue cormacHo mabaoHy «HMHCTpYKIHMH 1O O(GOPMIICHUIO THUTYJIBHOTO

auctay Ha crpanumie https://lang.hse.ru/syn/sam)

6) pasmep moJieit 11 Bcex crpanuil — 2,54 ¢m (1 groiim) co BceX CTOPOH


https://lang.hse.ru/syn/sam

7) otctymbl Ui TiepBoi cTtpoku ab3aneB — 1,27 em (0,5 mroiima) (Kak Ipy HaXKaTHH
kHonku TAB)

8) 3aroJIOBKM OCHOBHBIX pa3/JeIOB M CIMCKA JHTEPATYPhl BBIACISIOTCS >KUPHBIM
mpudrom (Hanpumep, Introduction, Literature Review, Methods, References).
9) nnst opopMITEHUS CIHCKA JINTEPATYPBI HCIIONB3YeTCs «BHCsUMii oTeTym» (hanging

indent) BMecTO HyMEPOBAHHOTO CITUCKA; OTCTYII JIJIsl IEPBOM CTPOKH KaXKIOHM CCHUTKH
coctapjset 1,27 cMm.
10) cnimicox nuTEepaTyphl HAYMHAETCS Ha HOBOHM cTpaHuile, 3aroioBok References

[EHTPUPOBAH.

C npumepom odopmiteHust padboTh 1o TpeboBanusM APA (7-¢ u31aHue) MOKHO

O3HAKOMUTBC Ha I[aHHOfI CTpaHHIIC.

https://lang.hse.ru/syn/sam? t=8233471& r=27720971740923600.33607& r=0K)

(cM. «AHHOTUpPOBaHHBIH 00pa3er] odopmitenus proposal (APA, 7 uzn.)).

2.4. B cniucke auTepatypsl JOIKHO ObITh HE MeHee 12 MCTOYHUKOB, MUHUMYM S U3 HUX
JIOJDKHBI OBITH WHOSI3BIYHBIMU (TIOJITOTOBIICHBI U OMyOJMKOBAHBI HE HA PYCCKOM SI3bIKE
Jake, €ClM OHW OBLIM HAamKMCaHbl PYCCKOS3BIYHBIMH aBTOpamu). Ha Bce HCTOYHUKH
JIOJIKHBI UMETHCS CCBUTKU B TEKCTE PaOOTHI.

2.5. Project Proposal npencrapnsieTcs B 3JISKTPOHHOM BUJIE ITyTEM 3arpy3Ku pabOThl Ha
caiir wehse.ru ®MDBOuMII. [leanaiin 3arpy3ku pabOT YTBEPI)KIAAETCS €KETOJHO Ha
dakynperere. HWHpopManus o gare 3arpy3kd pa3MelIaeTcs Ha CTpaHHIAX CalTOB
o0pa3oBaTeIbHBIX MPOrpaMM. 3arpyKeHHbIe (Pailyibl aBTOMAaTHYECKU HATPABIISIIOTCS Ha
AJIEKTPOHHYIO TOYTY JIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO PYKOBOJIMTENS TOCJIE MpOBEpKH (aiina Ha
OPUTUHAIBHOCTD. J|aHHBINM BapHaHT MPOEKTa CUNTACTCS OKOHYATEIHHBIM H HE TIOJJICKUT
opaboTKe WK 3aMeHe. bymMakHbI BapuaHT pabOThI ciaBaTh HE TPEOyeTCs.

2.6. IIporeHT 3auMCTBOBaHMM HE MOXeT ObITh BbIlie 20%. B ciyuae, eciau mpoueHT
3auMcTBOBaHUM Bbiie 20%, y4eOHbIH oOQuc 3ampammBaeT y JUHTBUCTUYECKOTO
PYKOBOAMTENSI CTYJEHTa CIYy)KEOHYIO 3aIUCKYy, OOBSCHSIONIYIO MPUYMHBI CHUYKEHUS

nporeHTa  opuruHajgbHOCTU. Ciy)KeOHYIO 3alHMCKy paccMaTpUBaeT aKaJIeMHUYECKUM


https://lang.hse.ru/syn/sam?__t=8233471&_r=27720971740923600.33607&__r=OK

pyKOBOAMTENb 00pa3oBaTelNbHOM mporpamMmbl. [lpy HeoOXoaMMoOCTH co3laercs
KOMHUCCHUSI, B KOTOPYIO BXOMSAT akajemMudeckuil pykoBoautens OII, pykoBoaurtennb
acmekTa «AKaJeMHYeCKOoe IMChMO Ha AaHTIUHCKOM SI3BIKE» W/WJIM PYKOBOJUTEITH
Hanpasienus WS ngns  ganHoN  0Opa3oBarelbHOW  MPOTPaMMbI, OJUH U3
IIpenoAaBaTeiey JUCHUILIAHBI.

Ecmu xomuccus cumtaeT OOBSICHEHHS HAYYHOTO PYKOBOIUTENSI O0OOCHOBAaHHBIMH,
CTYJICHT JIomycKaeTcs k 3amute Project Proposal. B mpotuBHOM citydae BbICTaBISETCS
onenka 0.

B ciyuae ucmonp30BaHMs T€HEPATUBHBIX MOJEJICH MpU HamucaHUM TekcTa Project
Proposal ctymeHT 00s3aH 3asBUTh 00 3TOM CIICAYIOLUIMM O0Opa3oM: B TEKCTE pabOTHI B
Buje cHockum K pazgeny Crucok mureparypel/References neoOxomauMo ykasaTh
MOJIEIB/MOJIETN, KOTOphle OBUIM WCMOJB30BaHbl, a TakKKe MPOMMT, KOTOPHIN
UCIIOJIb30BAJICS JIJIsl TeHepanuu. He fgomyckaercst BKIIIOUeHHnEe CreHEpUPOBAHHOTO TEKCTa
B Project Proposal 6e3 penakTypbl 1 iepepaOdOTKH CO CTOPOHBI CTYICHTA.

B cityuae o6napysxenus B Crincke yireparypbl/References xotst Ob 0JTHOM CCBIJIKY Ha
HECYIIIECTBYIOIIME HWCTOYHMKUA OYyIyT aBTOMAaTUYECKH OOHYJSAThCA Oalibl 10
cienyromuM acniekram “Content” (cm. Research Proposal Rubric, 1. 5.1):

= Choice of related literature ... (-5 6amoB)
» Handling of related literature ... (-5 6aoB).

Ecnu paznen “Literature Review” Oyaer BkitoyaTh B ce0sl aHaIM3 XOTsI Obl OJTHOTO
HECYILIECTBYIOIIETO HMCTOYHHMKA, OYyIyT aBTOMAaTW4YeCKH BbluMTaThecs 10 OamnoB u3
oO1ero koauvecTBa 0aIoB 3a padoTy.

B cnyyae 4acTOTHOTrO HMCHOJIb30BaHUS B padOTE MPETEHLMO3HBIX MO CIOKHOCTH
S3bIKa, HO MAaJIOCOAEPKATEIBHBIX aKaJEeMUYECKUX O000pOTOB, TeHepupyembix WU
(manpumep, intricate dynamics; multiple dimensions; intricacies and complexities,
multifaceted/multidimensional; contribute unique insights and perspectives; navigate ...
landscape u mp.), OyayT aBTOMaTHYECKH OOHYJIATHCS OajuIbl O CACAYIOIIEMY ACHEKTy
“Language and quality of writing” (cm. Research Proposal Rubric, . 5.1):

= Academic language ... (-7.5 6aioB).



Ecmu crynent He mpencraBun Project Proposal k ycranosienHomy cpoky (mo 28
deBpasi), OH HE JOMYCKAeTCs K 3alllUTe MPOEKTa U MOJIy4YaeT HEYJOBICTBOPUTEIBHYIO
oneHky 0.

IIpumeuanune: B ciyuae uzmenenus temel BKP nociie 28 ¢eBpasnst ctynenty gaercs
IpaBo BBICTYNHTh ¢ Tmpe3eHTanueit Project Proposal, HamucanHoro Ha paHee
YTBEPKAECHHYIO TEMY, HO MOHO aJalTUPOBaTh BBICTYIUICHUE B COOTBETCTBUM C

HN3MCHCHUSIMM.

Il. Iopsinok opranu3anuy 1 NpoBeaeHus 3amuThl Project Proposal

3.1. 3ammwuTa Project Proposal opranusyercs komuiccueil, B KOTOPYIO BXOASIT MUHHUMYM
JIBa TperoaaBares. JlomyckoMm K 3amiuMTe MpoekTa siBisercs caada Project Proposal B
yKa3aHHBIE CPOKH.
3.2. 3Bammra Project Proposal mpoBoautcs Ha mociefHed y4ueOHOM Heaene WM Ha
HK3aMEHAIIMOHHOM HENeNe 3 MOTyJIsl.
3.3. 3ammra Project Proposal cocrout u3 npeseHTanmu u 00CYKIACHHS, TPOBOJUTCS B
pexume oduaiiH 1100 OHJNaiiH. BeICTymieHue CTyleHTa ¢ Mpe3eHTAlHed NpOoeKTa
MPEIOIaraeT W3JI0KEHUE OCHOBHOTO COAEpXKaHHWS C Omnopod Ha cnauWael. Ha
MOJTOTOBJICHHYIO TMPE3CHTALNIO MPOEKTa (YCTHYIO MOJATOTOBIECHHYI0 MOHOJOTUYECKYIO
peus) oTBOomUTCS HE MeHee 6 10 8 MuHyT. Ha oOcykaeHue (BOpoco-OTBETHAsI CECCusi)
orBoautcs 2-8 munyT. [Ipesentanus Project Proposal u ero nociemnyromee o0CykaeHne
MPOBOJISATCS HA aHTJIMICKOM SI3bIKE.
3.4. B neHb 3amuThl MPUHUMAIOINIAST KOMHUCCHS TPUCYTCTBYET B YHUBEpPCUTETE JTUOO
paboTaeT yaaneHHO B COOTBETCTBUM C PACITUCAHUEM.

3.5. TlpoBenenue 3amMThl OHJIAWH OPraHU30BAHO CJIEIYIONTUM 00pa3oM:

3.5.1. 3a Tpu paboumx qHS 0 3aIMTH KKIas KOMUCCHSI OTIPEACIISICTCS C IMIaTHOPMOI,

C TOMOIIIBbIO KOTOPOM OyIeT yCTaHaBIUBATHCS KOH(PEPEHII-CBS3b, K COOOIIAET B yUEOHbIN

oduc.

3.5.2. He mo3aHee CyTOK 0 AaThl 3alUTHI CTYJIEHT MOJy4YaeT paclucaHue, B KOTOPOM
yKa3aHO TOYHOE BpeMsl OIKITFoUeHMsI U uaeHTudrkarop kondepenmnuu (Conference ID).

Ecnu nannas nngopmanus He MoJdydeHa, CTyJeHT 0053aH yBEIOMUTH 00 3TOM yueOHBIH



oduc cBoeir oOpa3zoBaTeIbHON Mporpammel. Takike TOYHO ykasblBaeTcs IiaTdopma, Ha
KOTOpOH OyJeT MPOBOAUTHCSI COCIMHEHHUE.

3.5.3. 32 10 MuHyT 10 YKa3aHHOTO BpEMEHU (BPEMSI MOCKOBCKOE) CTYJICHT MOKII0YAETCS
K KOH(EPEHIINH U KJIET NOIKIIOUeHHs npenogaBareseil. [I[pu Bo3HUKHOBEHUHU MTPoOIeM
C MOJKJIFOUEHUEM CTYACHT CBS3BIBACTCS C YUEOHBIM OPHUCOM.

3.5.4. CTyleHT MOKa3bIBaeT Clailibl KOMUCCUM, IEMOHCTPUPYS CBOW dKpaH. B ciyuae
BO3HUKHOBEHUSI TEXHUYECKUX TPYIHOCTEH CO CIal/-II0y MOCPEACTBOM JIEMOHCTpAIIUU
9KpaHa CTYJIEHT MIPOCUT KOMHCCHIO OTKpBITH IPE3EHTAllMI0 HAa HX YCTPOICTBAax,
CUTHAJIM3UPYS O Mepexo/ie Ha cienyromui ciaig cnoBamu “Now look at/ let’s turn to
Slide 2”. CTyaeHT roBOpPHUT Ha KaMepy C BKJIFOUCHHON (YHKIIMEH BHICONIEpeIayn.

3.5.5. Ceccust BOIPOCOB U OTBETOB NMPOBOJUTCS TAKUM 00pa3oM, YTO KOMUCCHUSI MOYKET
BUJIETh CTYJICHTA Ha JKpaHE B LEIX WACHTU(DHUKAIMH JTUYHOCTH U TPEIOTBPAIICHHUS
HEYECTHBIX MpakTUK. Ha BBICTYyIUIEHME CTyAE€HTa U OTBEThl HAa BOIPOCHI B 0OLIEH
CJI0)KHOCTH OTBOJUTCS HE Oosiee 15 MUHYT.

3.5.6. CTyneHTbl, HE BBIIEANINE HAa CBA3b B YKa3aHHOE BpEMs, HO COOOIIMBILIKE O
npo6sieMe B yueOHBIN 0puC, MOTYT OIPOOOBATH NOAKIIOYUTHCS €LIE OAUH pa3 B TOT ke
JeHb (10 pachUCaHUIo, COCTaBICHHOMY YueOHbIM oducom). IIpu a3ToM Bpems paboThI
KOMHUCCHH MOXET OBITh IpoIeHO He Oonee, ueM Ha 120 munyT. B ciiydae 00BEeKTHBHBIX
TEXHUYECKUX MPOOJIEM CO CTOPOHBI CTYJEHTa WM KOMHUCCHUH, HE TO3BOJSIOMIMX
MPOBECTH 3alIUTy, pelieHne o QopmaTe CcIadyd TPUHAMACTCS aKaJAeMHYECKUM

PYKOBOJIUTEIIEM.

IV. Meroauka (popMHupoOBaHUSI HTOTOBOM OLIEHKH
4.1. Onenka 3a mUCbMEHHBIM TekcT Project Proposal Beictamisiercss 1 0OBsBISICTCS
JIMHTBUCTHYECKUM PYKOBOJUTEJIEM HE MO3/HEE, YeM 3a 3 JHS JI0 JaThl 3aiuuThl Project

Proposal.

4.2. Tloka3 pabOT MPOBOJUTCS HE IMO3THEE, YeM 3a 1 JIeHb J0 JaThl 3amuThl Project

Proposal.



4.3. Onenka 3a 3ammry Project Proposal BeicTaBisieTcss dieHaMH SK3aMEHAIIMOHHOM
KOMHCCHH IIOCJIC 3aBEPIICHHMS 3aIlUThI BCEMH CTYICHTAMHU TPYIIIIbI.

4.4, Ntorosas oreHka 3a Project Proposal BeicTaBiisiercs o hopmyiie:

OHI/ITOF = OHTeKCT * 0,4 + OunpeseHTaumHBonpocm * 0,6

OxpyTiieHne UTOTOBOM OIIEHKH apru(hMETHIECKOE.
45. Tlpu yciaoBuM caadd NHCbMEHHOro Tekcta Project Proposal B cpox u npu
COOJTIO/ICHNY MUHUMAJIBHBIX TPEOOBAaHUI K MPOIICHTY 3aMMCTBOBAHUM B TEKCTE OIICHKHU

3a MMCbMEHHBIA TEKCT U 34AlIUTY HC ABJIAIOTCA 6JIOKI/Ipy10HII/IMH.

V. Kputepum oueHkn

5.1. Kputepnu onieHKH MECbMEHHOT0 TekcTa Project Proposal

Omnenka 3a MUChMEHHBIN TeKCT Project Proposal craBurcst myteM CyMMHpOBaHHS
oamwtorno kpurepusm Content (BeimosnHeHre KOMMYHHUKAaTUBHOM 3a1a4un), Organization
(Opranmsanus tekcta), Language and Quality of Writing (SI3sikoBoe odopmicHue) u
Format (Texnuueckoe opoOpMIICHHE TEKCTa W CHHCKA JIUTEPATypbl) B COOTBETCTBHH C
Ka4eCTBOM BBINOJIHEHUST pabOThI Ha TpeX YpoBHsX orieHuBanus tekcra (Level 1, 2, 3).
Bec kaxmoro KOMIIOHEHTa BHYTPH OJTHOTO KpUTEpUs Bapbupyetcs ot 1 10 7,5 6aymios B
3aBHCHUMOCTH OT YPOBHS KauecTBa, HA KOTOPOM BBITIOJIHEHA PadoTa MO TaHHOMY acIIeKTy.

B ciryuae nemMoHCTpaIy aBTOPOM HCKITFOYUTEIHHOTO BIIAJICHUS MATEPUAJIOM T10 TEME
MCCIIeIOBaHM K UTOTOBOMY Oasury MoxkeT gobasisthes 0.5 6anna mo kputeputo Content
and Source Use. TpeOoBaHusI 10 KaXKIOMY M3 JTaHHBIX KPUTCPUCB M BeC KOMIIOHCHTOB
BHYTPH Ka)KJIOT0 KpUTEpUs NIpeicTaBlieHbl B pyopuke ‘“Research Proposal Rubric” Hmxke.

Pyopuka “Research Proposal Rubric”

Note: 0,5 bonus points can be added to the overall grade on ONE extra aspect of content that exceeds the
reader’s expectations (e.g., mastery of theoretical concepts).

Criteria Level 1 (max. 28 pts) Level 2 (max. 62 pts) Level 3 (max. 100 pts)
Contentand | e All required components are o All sections meet word limit e All required components are
Source Use present but ONE section* does requirements but ONE section present and meet word limit
(max. 35 pts) not meet word limit does not fully address all requirements, and all main
Level 1 = 7ps requirements content requirements** sections are elaborated at the
Level 2=21ps | e Reflects limited understanding | e Reflects adequate grasp of required level of detail
Level 3 =35y | of subject matter subject matter




e Demonstrates limited critical
thinking skills and/or ability to
elaborate on or justify ideas

o If present, arguments may often
lack clarity, adequate support
from literature or elaboration

e Choice of related literature is
limited (less than 12 sources
used) or inappropriate (non-
scholarly, irrelevant, outdated
sources cited)

e Handling of related literature
(e.g., via quoting, paraphrasing,
summarizing, and synthesizing
strategies) is poor or
inconsistent

e Mismatches between in-text
references and those in the
reference list are frequent

e Demonstrates acceptable
critical thinking skills yet
some ideas may be irrelevant
to the study’s focus,
conceptually flawed or
ambiguous

e Arguments are generally
coherent but some may lack
clarity, adequate support or
elaboration

e Choice of related literature
(12+ sources) is adequate but
1-3 sources may be outdated,
irrelevant to the study’s focus
or lack credibility

e Handling of related literature
is acceptable, with 1-2
apparent inconsistencies

e All sources are cited in the
text and in the reference list
but there may be some
mismatches

o Reflects mastery of subject
matter

e Demonstrates excellent skills
of critical inquiry, analysis,
and discussion.

e Arguments are superior and
effectively supported with
evidence from various sources

o Choice of related literature is
appropriate (relevant, current,
authoritative sources used)

e Handling of related literature
demonstrates skilled use of
quoting, paraphrasing,
summarizing, and
synthesizing strategies

¢ All sources are effectively
acknowledged in the text and
in the reference list

Organization
(max. 21 pts)

Level 1 = 9y
Level 2 = 154
Level 3 = 21y

e Logical sequencing of
information within and/or across
sections is poor

¢ Paragraph division is poor

¢ Use of cohesive devices is
minimal, repetitive or largely
inaccurate

e Logical sequencing of
information within and/or
across sections may at times
be faulty

e Paragraph division is not
always effective

e Some cohesive devices may
be repetitive, missing or used
inaccurately

e Demonstrates a clear and
logical progression of ideas
within and across all sections

¢ Paragraph division is coherent
and effective

e Cohesive devices are used
effectively throughout

Language and
Quality of
Writing
(max. 30 pts)
Level 1 = 10ps

Level 2 = 20
Level 3 = 30ps

¢ Deviations from academic style
are frequent

¢ Academic language shows little
familiarity with international
research writing norms

o Numerous vocabulary, grammar
use, syntax, punctuation, and
spelling errors are apparent

¢ There are very few to no
instances of hedging*** where
hedging is required

¢ Academic style is appropriate,
with 1-3 minor inconsistencies

¢ Academic language is generally
authentic but a few repetitions
or inaccuracies are apparent

¢ A few vocabulary, grammar
use, syntax, punctuation, and
spelling errors are apparent

¢ Use of hedging is effective
but not consistent

o Academic style is appropriate
throughout

¢ Academic language is specific
to research writing, varied, and
used accurately throughout

¢ \Vocabulary, grammar use,
syntax, punctuation, and spellin
errors are rare and not noticeabl

¢ Hedging is used effectively
throughout

Format
(max. 14 pts)
Level 1 = 2ps
Level 2 = By
Level 3 = 11y

¢ Formatting of the proposal
(headings, font, spacing,
margins, indentation, bolding,
etc.) largely deviates from task
requirements

o Formatting of cited sources
using APA is largely
inaccurate, inconsistent or
flawed

¢ Formatting of the proposal is
acceptable, with 1-3 apparent
inconsistencies (headings,
etc.)

¢ Formatting of cited sources
using APA (in-text
references/reference list) is
acceptable, with up to 4
apparent inconsistencies

¢ Formatting of the proposal
meets all task requirements,
with 1-3 minor
inconsistencies

¢ Formatting of cited sources
using APA (in-text
references/reference list) is
generally effective but may
require 1-3 minor revisions

Total: Grade:

*The main sections include the Introduction (200-300), Literature Review (800-1000), and Methods (300-400). If the
Literature Review section is under length, 1 point will be deducted from the overall score.




** Main content elements include topic importance, background (where necessary), in-depth review of previous research
(using mostly scholarly sources FIVE of which should be non-Russian; a few special-interest websites are allowed where
necessary), research gap, the study’s purpose and research questions, research design, justification of proposed data
collection and analysis methods, and the study s scope and limitations.

*** Students are expected to use hedging when discussing the study’s significance and implications, and when interpreting

their own and other scholars’ ideas, views, and findings.

Weight of the Components
The score points are per ONE box under a specific criterion/level.

Content and source use
(max. 35 pts)
6 descriptors

Organization
(max. 21 pts)
4 descriptors

Language & Quality of
Writing
(max. 30 pts)
4 descriptors

Format
(max. 14 pts)
2 descriptors

O Level 1=7/7=1 s
D LeVeI 2 = 21/7 = 3 pts
L] Level 3=35/7=5 s

[J Level 1 =9/3=3 ps
O Level 2=15/3= 5pts
[J Level 3=21/3=7ps

[ Level 1 =10/4=25ps
[0 Level 2 =20/4=5ps
[J Level 3=30/4=7.5ps

L) Level 1 =2/2=1ps
O Level 2=6/2=3 s
[ Level 3=14/2=7 s

PaboTr! B paMKax rpylnmnoBbIX IIPOE€KTOB ITMITYTCA KOJIJICKTUBOM aBTOPOM U CAAIOTCA

B KOJIMYECTBE OJIHOM pabOTHI HA BCIO rpyImiy. B KoHIle pabOThl HA OTAEIBHON CTPAHMIIE

MPONUCKHIBAETCS BKJIAJl KaXka0ro aBTopa. PaboTta onennBaercs no pyopuxe “Research

Proposal Rubric”. 3a paboTy BeICTaBIsSIETCS €IMHASI OLIEHKA.

5.2. Kputepuu OueHKHU Mpe3eHTANMH (YCTHOTO MOHOJIOTHYECKOTO IMOJITOTOBICHHOTO
BBICKA3bIBaHUS M HETIOATOTOBJICHHOMN JUAIOTHYECKON Peyn)

Ormenka 3a npe3eHTanuto Project Proposal, Bkitouast yuactre B TUCKYCCHU, CTABUTCS
nyTéM CYMMHPOBaHHS 0AJUIOB TI0 KaXJIOMY W3 KPUTCPHEB, YKa3aHHBIX B pPyOpHKe
“Academic Presentation Evaluation Rubric” amxe. ITo kpurepusm Content/Organization
(ConeprkaHue 1 JIOTHYHOCTD n3nokenus) u Language Use (SI3pikoBoe odopmiteHne) Oasubl
craBsrcs B quana3one 0-3. [To kpurepusim Manner of Delivery (Manepa BBICTYIUICHUS
u oTBeThl Ha Bompockl) u Visual Aids (OdopmieHue cnaiijoB) Oaibl CTaBSITCS B
nuamna3zone 0-2. B ciywae, ecnu mpe3eHTalusi HE OTBEYAeT XOTS Obl OJHOMY W3
TpeOOBAHMI JIJIs1 KAKOT0-JIMOO KPUTEPHUs B KOJIOHKE 1 (Hampumep, MpeBbIIICHUE TUMUTA
BpeMeHH 1 mpe3eHTtaiuu o kputeputo Manner of Delivery) BrictaBnsercs 0 6amioB
3a BECb KPUTEPUH.

3aYnThIBAaHUE TPE3CHTAIIMHA HEIOMYCTUMO (B TOM YHMCIIC CO CIIAIOB MM 3aMETOK K

cnaiigam). B cimydae uTeHuMsi CTyA€HT HEMEIJIEHHO Moiy4aeT npenynpexaenue. [Ipu



HOBTOpHOﬁ IIOIIBITKC HAYATh YHUTATh TCKCT BKSaMCHyeMBIﬁ oJy4acT O03a IMPE3CHTANIO

N HC HMCCT BO3MOKHOCTH AJICC YHACTBOBATH B ITUCKYCCHHU.

Pyopuka “Academic Presentation Evaluation Rubric”

1 point* 2 points 3 points**
Criteria
Content e The content of the presentation | e« The opening part introduces | e The opening part
corresponds to the topic. the purpose of the contains the timing and

e The speaker uses terminology | presentation. the rules for asking
relevant to the subject. e The main part elaborates on questions.

e The speaker uses linking | the relevance of the The information
devices to connect ideas. study/project, review of specific to each major

e The speaker’s answers to previous research/projects | section of the proposal
follow-up questions or products (3+ min), is presented logically
correspond to the questions. gap(s)/need(s), and and in sufficient

methods. detail.
¢ The concluding part The speaker effectively
provides information about uses a range of linking
the study/project’s devices during
contribution to theory presentation and
and/or practice and discussion.
preliminary findings (if o All APA-style
any). references are
¢ The presentation contains formatted
APA-style references to appropriately.
cited literature (on slides e When answering
and in the reference list). questions, the speaker
¢ When answering shows solid grasp of
guestions, the speaker their subject matter and
displays adequate grasp of ability to justify their
their subject matter and decisions.
ability to justify their
decisions.

e The speaker maintains e The speaker uses The collocations and
appropriate (academic) style ***academic collocations grammatical structures
during both presentation and and grammatical are varied and used
discussion. structures specific to accurately during both

Language | e The vocabulary and grammar research proposals during presentation and
Use are generally appropriate, with both presentation and discussion.

a few non-impeding
inaccuracies.

e The speaker naturally fills in
pauses caused by breakdowns
of different nature.

discussion.

e The use of tenses and verb
forms is appropriate.

¢ Pronunciation and speech
flow are natural and within
academic standards.

e Answers to the

questions are
compelling and to the
point.

e Appropriate hedges

and boosters are used
where necessary.




Manner of | e ****The presentation is given | e The presentation is given

Delivery without reading off much text without consulting any notes
from slides or paper. (except to look up names or
e The speaker delivers the figures).
presentation within the given e The speaker maintains an
time limit (6-8 min). adequate level of eye
contact.

e The presenter speaks with
confidence and ease,
maintaining a certain level
of dynamics and keeping
an appropriate posture and
body language.

e Visual aids are well readable | e Each visual has a relevant

(font, color). heading.
e Visuals have no distracting e Visuals are prepared in a
Visual elements (unless their use is certain style consistent
Aids explicitly justified). throughout the presentation.
e Each visual contains only key | e Visuals have no spelling
words and phrases without mistakes or typos.
complete sentences (except for
RQs/hypotheses).

* The absence of any of the aspects from this column will result in 0 points for the given criterion.
**This column describes requirements in addition to those detailed in columns 1 and 2.
***Use of high-level collocations (especially those produced by Al tools) without understanding their meaning will
result in O points for the “Language Use” criterion.
****|f the entire presentation is read off notes or slides, the speaker will be stopped and given 0 points for the
presentation (and discussion).
Total points: out of 10.

5.3. Kpurepum OIleHKH Tpe3eHTAMHA 1O TPYNNOBBIM TMPoeKTaM (YCTHOTO
MOHOJIOTUYECKOTO0  TOATOTOBJICHHOTO  BBICKa3bIBaHUS M HEMOATOTOBJICHHOM
JINATIOTHYECKON PeUn )

['pynmoBeie MPOEKTHI 3aUTUIIAIOTCSA MO OTAEIBHOCTH KaXKIbIM YJICHOM TPYIIIIBI.
[Topsimok BBICTYIICHUS OMNPEACISICTCS] CaMUMH 4IEHAMW TpYMIbl. JTUTEenhbHOCTH
BBICTYIUICHUS COCTaBJIsIET HE MeHee S (70 8) MUHYT Ha YenoBeka. Kaxaoe BhICTyIIeHHE
JIOJDKHO ~ COTMPOBOXKJATHCS  MOKa3oM ciaijgoB. UtoObl wu3bexarh JayOaupoBaHUS
uH(OPMAITUH, BBICTYIAOIIMM PEKOMEHAYETCS JEeTaJbHO OCBETHUTH Pa3HbIC aCIEKTHI
npoekTa. PaboTa orienuBaercs mo pyopuke “Academic Presentation Evaluation Rubric
(Collaborative Presentations)”, npencraBieHHoi Huke. [1o 3aBepiieHUN BBICTYILIICHUS

KQ)KJIbIM BBICTYITAIOIIUI y4aCTBYET B JUCKYCCHU 10 COAEPKAHUIO MPE3CHTALINH.



[To xputepusim Content/Organization (CoxepkaHue W JIOTUMHOCTh H3JIOXKCHUS) H
Language Use (SI3bikoBoe odopmicHue) Oamibl craBsaTcs B auamasone 0-3. Ilo
kputepusim Manner of Delivery (Manepa BeicTyIieHus 1 OTBETHI Ha Bompockl) u Visual
Aids (Odopmiienue cnaiiioB) Oamibl craBitcs B guamasone 0-2. B ciyuae, eciu
Ipe3eHTAlUA HE OTBEYAET XOTs Obl OTHOMY M3 TPeOOBaHUI AJIsi KAKOTO-IHO00 KPUTEPHUS
B KOJIOHKE | (HampuMep, MpeBbIIIICHUE IMMUTA BPEMEHU JIJIsl IPE3EHTAIUU 10 KPUTEPUIO
Manner of Delivery) BeicraBisercs 0 60alIoB 3a BECh KPUTEPHIA.

B rpynnoBeIX npoeKkTax u3 2-X 4eJIOBEK NEPBBIM BBICTYIIAXOIIUN IPEACTABIACT LUEIb U
IlaH mpe3eHTanuu (C ykazaHwem OOIlIeH UIMTETbHOCTH MPE3EHTAllMd U MOpsaKa
3a/1aBaHUsl BOMPOCOB), AKTYaJIbHOCTh TEMBI/TIPOOJIEMbl HCCICIOBAHUS U CTEICHb
pa3zpaboTtaHHOCTH MPpobIIeMbl (¢ 0003HaYeHHEM JIaKyH(bI) B UCCIIEIOBAaHUH TTPOOIEMBI U
1esnen/3aaay HaCcTOSIEro UcciaeqoBanHus). BTopol BRICTYMArONMiA OCBEIIAET METObI
UCCIIC/IOBAHMS, a TakXKe IMPEANOaraeMyr0 TEOPETHYCCKYI0 HW/WIM TMPAKTHUCCKYFO
3HaYUMOCTb UCCIIEJOBAHMS.

B rpynnoBeIX npoekTax OT 3-X YeJIOBEK MEPBBIM BBICTYIAIONIUN MPEACTABISAET LENb
NpEe3eHTAlNN, a TaKXe AaKTyalbHOCTh TEMbI/TpoOieMbl uccaenoBanus. OcCTalbHbIE
BBICTYHAIONINE JCTaJbHO TPEJACTABIAIOT CTENEeHb pa3padOTaHHOCTH MPOOJIEMBI B
auteparype (¢ obo3HaueHUEM JakyH(bI) B MCCJIENOBAaHUM TMPOOJEMBbI U Iieliel/3a1a4
HACTOSILETO UCCIEOBaHMUS), IMOO aHAJIU3 CTEUKXOJIIEPOB/IIETIEBOM ayIUTOPUH + aHAIH3
npeapiayimx paspadorok (mis mpoektHbix BKP), mMerombl mcciieoBaHus, a Takke
HPEANOaracMyro TEOPETUICCKYIO U/MITH TPAKTHUYECKYIO 3HAUUMOCTh UCCIICIOBAHUSL.

3aunThIBaHWE TIPE3CHTAIMN HEJOMYCTUMO (B TOM YHCIIE CO CIIalJI0B WJIA 3aMETOK K
cnaiiam). B ciaydae uTeHHMs CTyA€HT HEMEMJIEHHO MoJydaeT mpenaynpexiaenue. [Ipu
MOBTOPHOM MOTBITKE HAYaTh YATATh TEKCT dK3aMeHyeMbIil nmoiydaeT 0 3a nmpe3eHTaruo
¥ HE UMEeeT BO3MOKHOCTH JJaJIee y4aCTBOBATh B INCKYCCHUH.

Py6puxka “Academic Presentation Evaluation Rubric

(Collaborative Presentations)”

| Criteria \ 1 point* | 2 points | 3 points**




Content
Organization

e The content
corresponds to the
topic.

e The presentation fits
into the overall
structure of the joint
presentation.

e The speaker uses
linking devices to
connect ideas.

The speaker’s answers

to follow-up questions

correspond to the
guestions.

o [for the first speaker] The
presentation introduces the
purpose of the presentation
+ relevance of the research
problem.

o [for consecutive speakers]
The presentation introduces
and elaborates on a
particular aspect of the
project (previous
research/methods/the
study’s/project’s contribution
to theory and/or practice).

¢ The presentation contains
APA-style references to
cited literature (on slides and
in the reference list).

¢ \When answering questions,
the current speaker displays
adequate grasp of their
subject matter and ability to
justify their decisions.

e [for the first speaker]
Introduction contains the
timing and the rules for
asking questions.

o [for consecutive speakers]
The speaker signals the
beginning/end of their
part.

e The speaker effectively
uses a range of linking
devices during
presentation and
discussion.

o All APA-style references
are formatted
appropriately.

e When answering
guestions, the current
speaker shows solid grasp
of their subject matter and
ability to justify their
decisions.

¢ The speaker maintains
appropriate
(academic) style
during both
presentation and
discussion.

¢ The vocabulary and

e The speaker uses
***academic collocations
and grammatical structures
specific to research proposals
during both presentation and
discussion.

e The use of tenses and verb

¢ The collocations and
grammatical structures are
varied and used
accurately during both
presentation and
discussion.

e Answers to the questions

Language grammar are generally forms is appropriate. are compelling and to the
Use appropriate, with a few | e Pronunciation and speech point.
non-impeding flow are natural and within e Appropriate hedges and
inaccuracies. academic standards. boosters are used where
e The speaker naturally necessary.
fills in pauses caused
by breakdowns of
different nature.
e ****The presentation | e The presentation is given
is given without without consulting any notes
reading off much text (except to look up names or
from slides or paper. figures).
Manner of | e The speaker delivers e The speaker maintains an
Delivery the presentation within | adequate level of eye contact.

the given time limit
(6-8 min).

e The presenter speaks with
confidence and ease,
maintaining a certain level of
dynamics and keeping an
appropriate posture and
body language.




e Visual aids are well e Each visual has a relevant

readable (font, color). heading.
e Visuals have no e Visuals are prepared in a
distracting elements certain style consistent
(unless their use is throughout the presentation.
Vigual explicitly justified). e Visuals have no spelling
Aids e Each visual contains mistakes or typos.

only key words and
phrases without
complete sentences
(except for
RQs/hypotheses).

V1. Ilpoueaypa nepecaau
6.1. CTyneHT, MOJyYUBIIMNA HEYTOBICTBOPUTEIHHYIO OLIEHKY 3a MOATOTOBKY U 3aIUTY
Project Proposal, He momylieHHBIH K 3alllMTEe WIM HE SBHUBIIUICS Ha 3aIiuTy 0e3

YBa)KPITGJIBHOI;’I IMPUYNUHBI, UMCCT aKaICMHNYCCKYIO 3aJ0JIZKCHHOCTD.

6.2. [lepBas mepecnaya BKIIOYAeT B ceOs MpeoCTaBICHIE MMCBMEHHOTO TekcTa Project
Proposal u ero 3ammry. B ciyuae, eciu cTy#eHT He 3arpy3mi paboTy B Ha3HaYEHHOE
BpeMsi WM moxydmn 3a Project Proposal HeymoBneTBOPUTENbHYIO OLEHKY, CTYACHT

00s13aH 3arpy3uTh TEKCT Ha mopTan https://www.wehse.ru/ He mo3iHee ueMm 3a ceMb

padouux AHel A0 YKa3aHHOM JaThl Nepecaadd, B IPOTUBHOM CIIydae OH HE
JIOTIyCKaeTcs K epecade u BeIcTapisieTcs oueHka 0.

6.3. Ilepecnaua ¢ komuccrel BKIIOYAIOT B ce0s MPEIOCTaBICHNE TMCHbMEHHOTO TEKCTa
Project Proposal u ero 3amury.

6.4. TlepBas mepecnaya TPUHUMAETCS KOMUCCHEH, COCTOSIIIEH MHHHUMYM W3 JBYX
npenoaasarenen. Bropas nmepecaaya npuHUMAETCS KOMUCCUEH, COCTOSIIIIEH MUHUMYM U3
TpeX Mpeno aBaTeei.

6.5. B cnydyae monyyeHUs HEYJOBJIETBOPUTEIBHOM OLIEHKM 32 (PaKyJIbTaTHB
«AKaJEeMUYECKOE MHCHbMO Ha AHIVIMACKOM S3bIKE» IIOJOKUTEIbHAs OLIEHKa 3a

NOJrOTOBKY M 3ammty Project Proposal nepezaunthiBaet oneHky 3a (haKkyJIbTaTHB.



https://www.wehse.ru/

