
IMESS DISSERTATION 
Note: Please email the completed mark sheet to Year 2 coordinator 
(cc Chiara Amini chiara.amini@ucl.ac.uk and   ssees-imess@ucl.ac.uk) 
Please note that IMESS students are not required to use a particular set of methods (e.g. qualitative, quan-
titative, or comparative) in their dissertation. 
 

Student:  

Dissertation title:  

 
 70+ 69-65 64-60 59-55 54-50 <50 
 A B C D E F 
Knowledge  
Knowledge of problems involved, e.g. historical and social context, spe-
cialist literature 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 co-
herence. Ability to argue a case; clear evidence of analysis and logical 
thought; recognition of an argument limitation or alternative views; 
Ability to use other evidence to support arguments and structure appro-
priately. 

 x 

  

  

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

 x 

  

  

Methodology 
Understanding of techniques applicable to the chosen field of research, 
showing an ability to engage in sustained independent research. 

x  

  

  

 
ECTS Mark: 

 

B/68 UCL Mark: B/68 Marker: Chiara Amini 

Deducted for late submission:  Signed:  

Deducted for inadequate referencing:  Date: 16.06.2021 

 
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(UCL mark 65-69):   
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.  
 
 
 
 

C (UCL mark 60-61):   
Some evidence of critical analysis, knowledgeable interpretation. 
Wide range of sources used to develop a logic and coherent argu-
ment. Good understanding of techniques applicable to the chosen 
field of research, the extent of independent research could have 
improved.  
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D (UCL mark 59-55): 
Employ relevant sources and show ability to engage in systematic 
inquiry. Little critical analysis of the material.  It demonstrate meth-
odological awareness but the standard and rigor of the analysis can 
improve.  
 
 

E (UCL mark 54-50): 
Mostly descriptive argument. Employ relevant but limited sources. 
The structure, logic and overall quality of the argument needs im-
provement.  
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 
engage in sustained research work and poor understanding of ap-
propriate research techniques.

 
 

Comments, explaining strengths and weaknesses (at least 300 words): 
The dissertation analysis the reasons why customs duties may not effectively promote competition in a single market. 

Methodologically the student relies on grounded theory. Some methodological stands, such as the definition of positivism 
at p. 13, is debatable. There is a strong methodological component and the students had certainly a good knowledge of 
grounded theory. I appreciate that the student aims to make some recommendation based on the exploration of the 
problem.  

The introduction could have better explained and motivated the research question. The starting point seem to be that 
globalisation may have some negative impacts on countries. While this may be true, it feels that the starting point is an 
implicit assumption. I also think that the introduction should have made it clear that the dissertations focuses on Slovakia 
as a case study, and the reason for selecting such a country should have been better spelled out.  

Section 2 offers a good review and discussion of custom duties,  in particular the historical perspective is insightful. The 
student has carried out an extensive amount of readings and has been able to synthetised a wide range of sources. How-
ever I feel that the link between tax/duties and taxes should have been better explained. The logic of the argument is not 
always very convincing, for instance at p.22 the interlink between budget, fraud and duties is not very clear. 

Section three contains a good discussion of grounded theory and its relevance to proposed research. The goal is quite 
ambitious in the sense of  identifying a gap in the literature and using an uncommon approach in this field of research. So 
in this sense the student shows some originality.  

The empirical section revolves around three main proposition and it  makes a good case for the use of VAT over custom 
duties. Although I believe the limitation of the emergent theory should have been better discussed as the analysis is ulti-
mately based on a single case study.  

Specific questions you would like addressing at the oral defence (at least 2 questions): 

 

Can you elaborate why you have chosen this research topic? What is the relevant of your research question in 
the current economic context?  

 

Can you better elaborate the link between custom duties and fraud? What are the institutional elements that 
drive this relationship? 

 

IN your analysis you focus on textile,  given that you recognise that the sector is prone to fraud, how do you 
address the fact that  

 



 


