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AKTyanbHbIC BONPOCHI HAYYHOM 3KCNEPTU3bI
AMCCCPTALNOHHDBIX NPaBOBbIX UCCACAOBaAHUM

FpaueBa E.1O.*

Uensb. B pabote aHan3npyeTcs AesiTesIbHOCTb 3KCepPTHOro coBeTa o npasy BAK Poccun 3a nocnenHme tpn
roga, 0TMeYaroTCsl BbiSIB/IEHHbIE 00LUME HEAOCTATKU B NOAXOAE K BbIOOPY TEMbI NCCEA0BAHNS, ONMPEAENEHMIO €€
Lenev v 3aaa4, BbIOOPY dMIMpUYecko 6asbl, GOPMYIMPOBaHNIO MOSOXEHU, BIHOCUMBIX HA 3aLLUMTY, BbIBOAOB
AvccepTtaumm, 410 BEAET K TOMY, YTO AuccepTaLms npu3HaeTcsl He COOTBETCTBYIOLLEN KDUTEPUSIM, MPEAYCMOTPEH-
HbIM COOTBETCTBYIOLLMMU HOPMATUBHbBIMU akTaMmu. MeTogonorns: o6LLeHay HbIN, ANaneKTUYECKUIA, CPaBHUTE b~
HbIl, aHann3, CUHTE3, MHAYKUMS 1 Aeaykuus. Beisogbl. B paboTte caenaHbl OCHOBHbIE BbiBOAbI 00 MMEIOLLMXCS
npobemax noAroToBKU 1 3aLUMThI ANCCEPTaLMN B COBPEMEHHbIX yCa0Busx. HayyHas n npakTuydeckas 3Haqym-
MOCTb. BbisiBNIeHHbIE HEAOCTATKM 103BOJISIT 00JIe€ OTBETCTBEHHO W BHUMATE/IbHEE NOAX0ANTL K TEM BOMNPOCaM,
KOTOpPbIE CBSI3aHbI C BbIBOPOM TeMbl UCCIIEA0BaHWS, ONPEAeseHneM ee Leneii n 3aaa4, BbibOPOM SMINPUYECKON
6a3bl, GOPMYINPOBAHNEM MOJIOXEHU, BLIHOCUMbIX HA 3aLLMTY, BbIBOLOB ANCCEPTaLMM, U HE AOMyCTUTb HOPMa-
TUBHBIX HAPYLLIEHWIA.

KntoyeBble cnoBa: 3KCriepTHbIV COBET 10 rpaBy, UTOr AeSTe/IbHOCTU, KPUTEPUM, KOTOPBIM JOJIKHA 0TBEeYaTb
Aanceceprauns, Hay4Hast HOBU3Ha, JINYHbIV BKAAA aBTopa, Lesv v 3a4a41 ANCccepTaumm, SMNMpuyeckasl u Teopetu-
yeckas 6a3a uccie0BaHus, MOJIOXKEHWS, BBIHOCUMbIE Ha 3anTy.
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Purpose. The work analyzes the activities of the expert council on the law of the Higher Attestation Commission
of Russia over the past three years, identifies common weaknesses in the approach to choosing a research topic,
defining its goals and objectives, choosing an empirical base, formulating provisions submitted for defense, thesis
conclusions, which leads that the thesis is deemed not to meet the criteria stipulated by the relevant regulatory
acts. Methodology: general scientific, dialectic, comparative, analysis, synthesis, induction and deduction.
Conclusions. The paper draws the main conclusions about the existing problems of preparing and defending
a thesis in modern conditions. Scientific and practical significance. The identified shortcomings will allow a
more responsible and attentive approach to the issues related to the choice of the research topic, the definition
of its goals and objectives, the choice of an empirical base, the formulation of the provisions to be defended, the
conclusions of the thesis and to prevent regulatory violations.
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