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FORM FOR THE EXAMINATION OF DISPOSITION 
 

1. STUDENT INFORMATION 

Name and surname:       

ID number:       

Study programme:  MAG 
 

2. INTENDED TITLE OF FINAL THESIS 
 

      
 

3. INFORMATION OF THE MENTOR AND CO-MENTOR 
Mentor: education, name and surname:       

Co-mentor ali work mentor: education, name and surname:       

 

4. COOPERATION WITH THE WORKING ENVIRONMENT (private or public sector): 
 

• Yes, private sector:      

• Yes, public sector:      

• No  
 

5. LANGUAGE OG THE FINAL WORK 

• Slovenian language, 

•  other: _________________ (When registering the topic of the final thesis, the 
student submits an application to the KZD for writing/defence/writing and 
defending the final thesis in a foreign language.) 

 
 

6. ASSESSMENT OF THE GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FINAL THESIS 
 

 CRITERION  ASSESSMENT 
1.  Theoretical framework Inappropriate  Appropriate  Excellent  

2.  The merits of the research problem (The 
answer to question: Why is the selected 
problem necessary to explore?) 

Inappropriate  Appropriate  Excellent  

3.  Research questions and/or hypotheses Inappropriate  Appropriate  Excellent  

4.  Research plan with methodology Inappropriate  Appropriate  Excellent  

5.  Scientific/professionalism of the writing style Inappropriate  Appropriate  Excellent  

6.  Grammar and spelling Inappropriate  Appropriate  Excellent  

7.  Relevance of sources and citation of sources Inappropriate  Appropriate  Excellent  

  

OVERALL ASSESSMENT:   
 

Inappropriate  Appropriate  
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INTERPRETATION OF THE ASSESSMENT: 
If all categories are "appropriate" or 
»excellent«. 

Accepted for further working. The candidate may be required 
to make minimum changes in light of the comments of the 
commission members. 

If categories 1-4 are rated "appropriate" 
or "excellent" and in categories 5-7, one 
of the rating is »inappropriate«. 
 

Conditionaly accepted. Work on the content of the thesis 
may continue, but we note that the student also needs to pay 
significantly more attention to other elements 
(style/spelling/citation) in the final thesis. Otherwise, the final 
thesis will be negatively assessed at the technical 
examination. 

If any of the categories 1-4 is rated 
»inappropriate«. 

Not accepted. The corrections are substantive. The 
disposition must be re-submitted for review by the 
commission. 

 
 
7. COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION FOR THE EXAMINATION OF THE DISPOSITION OF 

THE FINAL THESIS 
 
 

8. MANDATORY CHANGES OF THE FINAL THESIS 
 
 
The comments result from a review process by the Diplomas Commission of FT UM. 
 
Datum:       
 
Disposition Viewer:          ___________________________ 
 
Disposition Viewer:           ___________________________ 
 
 
President of the Diplomas Commission, 
Doc. dr. Milica Rančić Demir     ___________________________ 
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ASSESSMENT MATRIX 

The assessment matrix is used as an aid to the assessment of final thesis proposals at the University of 
Maribor’s Faculty of Tourism (FT UM) 

 
Content/field of 

assessment 
Unsatisfactory Satisfactory Excellent 

1.  
Theoretical 
framework 

Poorly defined theoretical 
framework. 

Insufficient number of sources 
used. 

Theoretical 
framework defined at 
an average level with 

satisfactory use of 
sources, but more 

cogent and coherent 
wording is 

recommended. 

A well-presented field of 
theoretical knowledge. 

Appropriate explanations 
for the literature used. 

2.  

Substantiation of the 
research problem 

(Reply to the 
question: Why 

should the selected 
problem be 

researched?) 

Unclear and inadequately 
explained. 

The candidate does not 
demonstrate a knowledge of the 
current situation in the selected 

field and has no convincing 
arguments as to why the topic 
would be suitable for research. 

Good overview of 
current situation. 

Arguments in favour 
of the research are 

presented, but not in 
sufficient depth 
and/or number. 

Good overview of current 
situation. 

The main arguments in 
favour of researching the 

problem have been 
presented in a convincing 

way. 

3.  
Research questions 
and/or hypotheses 

Unclear. Not linked to the research 
method. Too general. 

Clearly and 
specifically set out, 
appropriate for the 
research method. 

Clear, specific, well-
defined and well-

reasoned. 

4.  
Research plan with 

methodology 

Unsystematic, not tied to the 
literature, not suitable for the 

research questions or hypotheses. 
Limited reasoning not 

substantiated in the literature. 

Adequately explained 
and substantiated on 

the basis of 
appropriate literature 

– description of the 
method from relevant 

literature and 
demonstration of the 
use of this method in 

similar research. 

Well-explained and based 
on the latest literature. 

5.  
Scholarly level of 

writing style 

Does not use scientific/expert 
terminology and/or style or uses it 

only to a limited extent. 

Good use of 
specialised and 

scholarly terminology. 
Writing style is 

appropriate to the 
registers of 

specialised and 
scholarly writing. 

Good use of scholarly and 
specialised terminology is 

clearly visible. 

6.  
Grammar and 
correct usage 

Poor usage, needs revision. 

Good use of grammar 
and proper usage. We 

nevertheless 
recommend greater 

attention when 
undertaking future 

work. 

Excellent usage, flawless 
grammar and language. 

7.  

Relevance of 
resources and 

citations 

Not appropriately cited. Consistent 
errors in citations. 

Citations comply with 
FT rules, minor errors 

in citations. We 
recommend greater 

Citations comply with FT 
rules, no errors in 

citations. 
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attention be paid in 
future. 

 

 


