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ARGUMENT:                    

Clearly defined research question X     No clearly defined research question 

Answers research question X     Does not answer research question 

Well structured  X    Badly structured 

Shows theoretical awareness X     Shows no theoretical awareness 

Conceptual clarity  X    Conceptual confusion 

Empirically appropriate & robust  X    Full of empirical errors 

Logical and coherent  X    Illogical and incoherent 

Analytical X     Descriptive 

Critical X     Uncritical 

Shows independent thought X     Does not show independent thought 

SOURCES & USAGE:       

Evidence of reading/research X     No evidence of reading/research 

Effective use of sources/data  X    Ineffective use of sources/data 

WRITING STYLE:                 

Clear  X    Obscure 

Good punctuation X     Poor punctuation 

Grammatically correct  X    Grammatically incorrect 

PRESENTATION:           

Appropriate length   X   Too long/short 

Good referencing X     Poor/inconsistent referencing 

Good spelling  X    Poor spelling 

Good bibliography X     Poor bibliography 

Comments: This is very ambitious piece of work. The range of reading is very impressive. Use 
of quantitative methods aims high, but because of that contains some errors as the student 
was using methods reaching beyond his / her background (so maybe should not be over penal-
ised for it). In particular, interpretation of factor analysis is incorrect; all models are over-
specified and suffer from multicollinearity. 



Specific Questions for oral defence: 

Ask the student to clearly explain the motivation for the actual hypotheses – if this is done well 
and clearly it will likely indicate an understanding of academic processes that one would antici-
pate for a quality MA thesis.  

In particular, the candidate should be able to reflect if and how they exactly overlap. Are there 
specific hypotheses for transition countries – how do these contrast with more general ones?  

Finally, which hypotheses have been confirmed i.e. what is the ‘big’ finding of the dissertation 
research? 

How might the research be sensibly extended? 

What are the practical policy implications arising from your research for the countries of transi-
tion? 

What do you see as your major contribution to the literature? 

 

UCL judges that this thesis is a marginal A/B. Ambitious but ultimately the student doesn’t 
execute the econometrics side correctly enough. 
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