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 Excellent Satisfactory Poor 

Knowledge  
Knowledge of problems involved, e.g. historical and social context, specialist litera-
ture on the topic. Evidence of capacity to gather information through a wide and 
appropriate range of reading, and to digest and process knowledge. 

 x    

Analysis & Interpretation  
Demonstrates a clear grasp of concepts. Application of appropriate methodology and 
understanding; willingness to apply an independent approach or interpretation 
recognition of alternative interpretations; Use of precise terminology and avoidance 
of ambiguity; avoidance of excessive generalisations or gross oversimplifications. 

 x    

Structure & Argument 
Demonstrates ability to structure work with clarity, relevance and coherence. Ability 
to argue a case; clear evidence of analysis and logical thought; recognition of an ar-
guments limitation or alternative views; Ability to use other evidence to support ar-
guments and structure appropriately. 

 x    

Presentation & Documentation  
Accurate and consistently presented footnotes and bibliographic references; accuracy 
of grammar and spelling; correct and clear presentation of charts/graphs/tables or 
other data. Appropriate and correct referencing throughout. Correct and contextually 
correct handling of quotations. 

x     
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B UCL Mark: 67 Marker:  

Deducted for late submission:  Signed:  

Deducted for inadequate referencing:  Date:  

 
MARKING GUIDELINES
A (UCL mark 70+):  Note: marks of over 80 are given rarely and only 
for truly exceptional pieces of work. 
Distinctively sophisticated and focused analysis, critical use of 
sources and insightful interpretation. Comprehensive understanding 
of techniques applicable to the chosen field of research, showing an 
ability to engage in sustained independent research. 
B/C (UCL mark 60-69):   
A high level of analysis, critical use of sources and insightful inter-
pretation. Good understanding of techniques applicable to the 
chosen field of research, showing an ability to engage in sustained 
independent research. 65 or over equates to a B grade. 

D/E (UCL mark 50-59): 
D/E (UCL mark 50-59): 
Demonstration of a critical use of sources and ability to engage in 
systematic inquiry. An ability to engage in sustained research work, 
demonstrating methodological awareness. 55 or over equates to a D 
grade. 
F (UCL mark less than 50): 
Demonstrates failure to use sources and an inadequate ability to 
engage in systematic inquiry. Inadequate evidence of ability to en-
gage in sustained research work and poor understanding of appro-
priate research techniques.
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Comments, explaining strengths and weaknesses (at least 300 words): 
Monika observed the relation between the trade flows and the foreign direct investment flows between Russia and its 
trading partner countries. In particular, she was interested in the question whether these flows are complementary or 
substitutive.   

The authoress exhibited her ability to work independently on the selected topic. Although the conclusion may seem 
only little ambitious, I highly appreciate that the authoress decided to subject the common sense problem to a rigor-
ous evaluation. As a result, even the conclusion that the results are statistically insignificant has some value. There-
fore, I do not judge such result as a minus.  

The authoress identified a wide range of problems starting with low quality of data in some states to zero trade flows-
data in some pairs of countries. Furthermore, she also used an impressive volume of literature. However, in the part 
on the problems of the Soviet and post-Soviet Russia trade, the discussion of the role of oil and gas exports as key 
commodities is only mentioned. Attributing the fall of GDP in 2015 to the Western sanctions is also questionable, as 
the fall in oil prices played an important, if not crucial role. In the number of inhabitants discussion, at least mention-
ing that the number provided includes Crimea would be helpful. Not for strictly political reasons, but for the fact that 
inclusion of the peninsula did not bring additional market for investment due to the sanctions.    

Explanation of the gravity model may seem way too excessive, flowing more to the history of the gravity model than 
to explanation of its use and its limitations for the analysis of the problem Monika wanted to research. This impacted 
the structure of the thesis negatively, at least from my point of view. Furthermore, the discussion could have been 
more closely related to the topic of the thesis. Nevertheless, it also shows a sound knowledge of the model and its 
varieties.  

Formally, I would suggest writing the numbers (2-20) in words. Also the abstract in Czech is full of misprints.   

Specific questions you would like addressing at the oral defence (at least 2 questions): 
1. Cypress (and other tax havens) represents a key country for Russian FDI inflows and outflows, but is 

not an important trading partner. How this impacted your analysis?  
2. Although it lies beyond the scope of your paper, do you think that current policies (importoza-

meshchenie) may impact the export-FDI balance in Russia in the long run?   


