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A. Structure and Development of Answer 
This refers to your organisational skills and ability to construct an argument in a coherent and original manner 

• Originality of topic Excellent  

• Coherent set of research questions and/or hypothesis identified Very Good 

• Appropriate methodology and evidence of effective organisation of work  Good 

• Logically structured argument and flow of ideas reflecting research questions Good 

• Application of theory and/or concepts  Good 

B. Use of Source Material  
This refers to your skills to select and use relevant information and data in a correct manner  

• Evidence of reading and review of published literature Very Good 

• Selection of relevant primary and/or secondary evidence to support argument Good 

• Critical analysis and evaluation of evidence Good 

• Accuracy of factual data Excellent  

C. Academic Style 
This refers to your ability to write in a formal academic manner  

• Appropriate formal and clear writing style Excellent  
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• Consistent and accurate referencing (including complete bibliography) Excellent  
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• Appropriate word count Yes 

 
ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS 

Reviewer 1 
The dissertation addresses a very important and under-researched topic, namely gender based 
violence in Kyrgyzstan. The dissertation shows that the student is well informed in the research 
topic and that they have significant depth of understanding of gender; the literature review is one 
of the stongest part of the dissertation. They also demonstrate a strong ability to use gender as a 
framework of analysis to a complex case study such as Kyrgyzstan, where debates and policies 
around gender are shaped by competing national/international discourses and nation-building 
processes. The student's choice to illustrate the complexities of gender at work through the three 
vignettes also suggest creativity. There are some weak points in the dissertation too. There is some 
discrepancy between the research question and the body of the dissertation. The student's attempt 
to research gender at work in multiple spheres of the state led the student to bring together topics 
that, while important, at times dilute the focus of the research. Perhaps the student could have 
tried to explain better how each part of the dissertation forms a building block to undertand gender 
issues in Kyrgyzstan and link these better to the research question. While it is clear that the scope 
of the student was not to assess gender based violence through the lenses of securitization theory, 
if mentioned as a potential framework, then I would have expected a greater discussion of it in the 
literature review and analyisis. Overall, however, this remains a very good dissertation.   
Reviewer 2 
This was an intelligently-written dissertation that tackled a complex issue of great importance. 
You were able to demonstrate excellent knowledge of gender developments in Kyrgyzstan as well 
as various conceptual literatures on sex and gender.  
While there was much to like in this thesis, there were a number of limitations. One of the most 
striking issues, I felt, was the lack of precision in the research aims. You successfully set out the 
research puzzle: the state declaratively supports gender equality in many respects, but violence 
against women is rife. Despite the clarity of this puzzle, your research questions appeared a little 
descriptive, namely: 
1. How has Kyrgyz Republic’s gender policy developed since independence in 1991 until 2020?  
2. What are the gaps between the state’s manifestation and practice of its gender policy in 
response to major GBV against women events from 1991 until 2020? 
I felt that this was a missed opportunity. A more analytical question could have asked how and the 
state securitised gender despite paying lip service to various aspects of gender equality. In fact, the 
securitisation element surfaces in various parts of the thesis, but it was not entirely clear how these 
were factored into your main research aims. Additionally, the nationalism/state-building question 
was not present in these research questions. At another point, you note that your main aim was, in 
fact, “to demonstrate that Kyrgyzstan is not yet a safe place for women”. As such, I was a little 
confused as to the main research aims of the dissertation.  
Despite these criticisms, I did feel that the thesis did a good job of explaining various important 
issues within Kyrgyzstan. I just wished there was a little more clarity.  
In terms of methodology, you were able to present a series of intelligent observations with 
reference to the methods literatures. You note that you were using content analysis for your 
research and identified a series of general documents/areas that you were analysing. This was 
good. However, I was disappointed not to see any real evidence of genuine content analysis in the 
empirical sections of the thesis. There was sporadic reference to various documents, but I did not 
feel that there was any sustained effort to thematically analyse the chosen documents. Instead, you 
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chose a series of case studies, outlining three important events. I perhaps misunderstood the 
methods section as I thought that Kyrgyzstan in general was the case study.  
I did feel that some of this data was very illustrative in terms of setting out your main arguments, 
especially pointing at the discrepancies between state policies and actions and the empty nods 
given towards gender quality. However, it felt a little shallow in terms of the wider theoretical 
contribution of the thesis. 
Overall then, this was a well-informed dissertation on a vitally-important and under-researched 
topic. You certainly achieved the aim of demonstrating the plight of many women in Kyrgyzstan, 
and a series of challenges to gender equality. At the same time, I felt that the dissertation was a 
little confused in its research aims. I also had reservations about the methodological choices and 
the way the data was analysed.  
 

 
 
 


