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FINAL GRADE

74/100

 Long Dissertation LAW3320
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

An enjoyable read. Wide range of sources identified
and used effectively in this dissertation.  Overall
chapter 3 on cohabitation is probably the weakest - it is
competent but pedestrian.  Chapter 2 is the most
impressive organised around the quotation from
Fineman.  Some interesting arguments analysed in
Chapter 4 on civil partnerships.  Few examples of
awkward word choice but generally well written.  

 

This was a strong dissertation that synthesised refined
feminist theory with a contemporary development in
family law. You demonstrate excellent understanding
of the issues and address these comprehensively. You
make some very sophisticated points of analysis and
although there is the occasional colloquial phrase, your
writing style is fluent and academic. The piece is well
researched and attentively referenced. To improve,
ensure that you maintain consistent reference back to
your research question to maintain a clear thread
throughout your chapters, and be mindful of formatting
around quotes - these needed to have a clear space
around them. Overall, this is a very good piece and I
enjoyed reading it!
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PAGE 3

PAGE 4

Comment 1

Excellent abstract until final phrase as I do not understand what indemnity means here.

PAGE 5

PAGE 6

PAGE 7

Comment 2

Should this be Baron? It would usually be Sir James Hannen, P.

Comment 3

We do not have community of property regime in England and Wales - it is a separate property
regime.

Comment 4

Civil partnership dates from 2004 - maybe means that only available to heterosexual women in an
opposite sex relationship?

PAGE 8

Comment 5

Awkward - "who" is incorrect here and does not follow up by statutory reference as expected.

PAGE 9

Comment 6

Very narrow definition of personal benefits and with the exception of stability seem more to fall within
category of material benefits.  

PAGE 10

PAGE 11

Comment 7

Rather less nuanced than the earlier discussion. 



PAGE 12

PAGE 13

PAGE 14

PAGE 15

Comment 8

Well argued here.

PAGE 16

PAGE 17

PAGE 18

PAGE 19

Comment 9

Very good to have tracked down these sources. Very powerful analysis here.

PAGE 20

Comment 10

Excellent analysis here using sources very well.

PAGE 21

PAGE 22

PAGE 23

PAGE 24

Comment 11

Overall a very well argued chapter and strong conclusion.

PAGE 25

Comment 12

"appropriate" rather than "suitable"?



Comment 13

Not well expressed and does not explain what she means by "normative".

PAGE 26

PAGE 27

PAGE 28

Comment 14

"implemented" rather than passed as 2006 whereas Law Com reported in 2007

PAGE 29

Comment 15

Good choice of quotation here.

Comment 16

Reference to evaluation of public information campaign on dispelling the "myth".

PAGE 30

PAGE 31

PAGE 32

PAGE 33

PAGE 34

Comment 17

Good use of both pieces of research to support her argument.

PAGE 35

Comment 18

Again good use of research in this paragraph.

PAGE 36

PAGE 37



Comment 19

Incorrect apostrophe here.

PAGE 38

PAGE 39

Comment 20

Strong conclusion to this chapter and again good use of quotations.

PAGE 40

Comment 21

"conversely" not "oppositely"

PAGE 41

Comment 22

Well argued point about need for further research.

PAGE 42

PAGE 43

Comment 23

Should really be separated out by jurisdiction.

PAGE 44

PAGE 45

PAGE 46

PAGE 47

PAGE 48



RUBRIC: UG ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

CONTENT

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD

GOOD

SATISFACTORY

LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

ANALYSIS

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD

GOOD

SATISFACTORY

LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

STRUCTURE

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD

 

Very Good

Exceptional understanding of complex material. Identification of less obvious issues not
widely discussed in the literature

Complete answer which displays an in-depth understanding of the key issues; discussion
always related to the question

Full answer (only minor omissions) which displays a good understanding of the key
issues; discussion predominantly related to the question

Solid answer but some omissions and may be lacking in detail; understanding of the key
issues is variable and may be shallow at times; discussion typically related to the question
but may be some digressions

Partial answer with a number of omissions; displays a reasonable understanding of the
material but may be superficial at times; discussion frequently strays away from the focus
of the question.

Unsatisfactory answer due to failure to identify and/or understand the key issues, and/or
limited relevance to the question

Excellent

Exceptional level of analysis Demonstrates excellent evaluative skills when using sources

Highly analytic answer which draws upon - and evaluates a range of sources - to reach
own conclusions

Analytic approach adopted throughout the answer making appropriate use of evidence to
support the analytic points made

Some level of analysis but answer is likely to be overly descriptive at times; analysis may
be confined to the final section of the essay and points made may not be explored in-
depth or substantiated

Primarily descriptive with only limited analysis, which is likely to be superficial and without
reference to any sources

Overly descriptive answer with little, if any, analysis

Excellent

Imaginative and innovative argument Almost faultless structure

Engaging introduction which lays out a structure for the answer and demonstrates a full
understanding of the issues raised by the questions; robust conclusion which
consolidates the argument advanced in the main body of the essay; discussion flows



GOOD

SATISFACTORY

LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

RESEARCH

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD

GOOD

SATISFACTORY

LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

PRESENTATION

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD

GOOD

SATISFACTORY

effectively as argument is developed throughout

Introduction lays out a structure for the answer and identifies key issues; conclusion
consolidates the argument built up in the main body of the essay but both may benefit
from further development; answer is generally well organised with clear progression

Introduction may be pedestrian, simply outlining what will be discussed; brief conclusion
which does not consolidate the argument presented in the body of the essay; evidence of
planning but answer would benefit from some reorganisation of material to improve the
flow of the argument

Introduction may be pedestrian, simply outlining what will be discussed; conclusion may
be asserted rather than following on logically from the argument advanced in the essay;
answer would benefit from reorganisation of material

Introduction, if present, offers little more than a list of issues to discuss; conclusion, if
present, does not answer the question; disorganised answer.

Excellent

Considerable evidence of independent scholarship High level of synthesis

Draws upon a wide range of both primary and secondary sources (including those not
listed in module materials) and uses them effectively to support points made; very good
synthesis of sources to convey understanding of relevant literature

Draws upon a range of both primary and secondary sources (relying predominantly on
those listed in module materials) and uses them to support points made; good synthesis
of sources to convey understanding of relevant literature

Draws upon primary and secondary sources (relying predominantly on the latter) and uses
them to support points made; discussion tends to focus on individual sources

Draws on a limited range of sources, predominantly secondary sources; not all points
made are supported by reference to the sources used; discussion focuses on individual
sources

Minimal use of sources; points made are generally not accompanied by reference to
sources

Very Good

Close to reaching the expectation for an academic publication Exceptional attention to
detail

Fluent and precise writing style with only minimal errors; academically appropriate
language; full, consistent and accurate referencing

Fluent academic writing style with only minor errors; occasional minor referencing errors

Clear writing style on the whole but some errors and areas of confusion; no serious



LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

referencing errors

Writing style sometimes lacks clarity and precision and may not be academically
appropriate; referencing may also be problematic (e.g. inconsistent approach) but not
indicative of plagiarism

Difficult to read due to frequent errors and/or problematic (possibly non-academic) writing
style; problematic referencing which may raise concerns about academic integrity
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