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FINAL GRADE

81/100

/LAW3035LONGDISSERTATION
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

,

This is a very good dissertation that you should be
proud of. You chose to research an important area of
criminal justice and have offered a dissertation that has
both practical and academic contributions. 

Each chapter is well structured and clearly written. You
have demonstrated skill in writing literature reviews,
understanding methodology and theming your
findings. 

It was well presented throughout, although there were
some minor typing/spelling errors in places. The
referencing was to a high standard throughout. 

There were areas where more engagement with the
bigger debates could have been had by engaging with
victimology and policing literature (see comments at
end of the findings chapter). 

The introduction sets the scene nicely and your
conclusion offers useful points for further research. I am
sure the victim commision will be interested in the
arguments and suggestions you have put forward.

Very well done on such an accomplished piece of
research. It was a joy to read and worthy of the grade
awarded.

Marker 

Second Marker 
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Good
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PAGE 6
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Comment 1 | Presentation

were

PAGE 9

Comment 2 | Presentation

was

Comment 3 | Research

provide some examples using citations

PAGE 10

Comment 4

addresses

Strikethrough.

PAGE 11

Comment 6 | Content

A good introduction highlighting the core aims with a justification. The tense was incorrect as you
have already done the research.
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PAGE 16

Comment 7

rights to a fair trial?

PAGE 17

PAGE 18

PAGE 19

PAGE 20

PAGE 21

Sp. | Presentation
Spelling error

Comment 8 | Content

A very thorough, well written literature review. You have clearly highlighted the problems with VPS
drawing on relevant research.  You also brought in discussions of the CJ models and where victims
should/shouldn't play a role - this could have been pulled out more in places. Overall it a good
chapter and offers a thorough grounding of the topic. 
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Good

Good

Good

Good
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Good

Good
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Full Stop missing | Presentation
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PAGE 28

PAGE 29

PAGE 30

Comment 9 | Content

If there's differences in findings between gender/rank it is helpful to identify this (i.e. is officer 1
male?)

PAGE 31

Comment 10 | Analysis

Some more detail could have been given discussing how codes transformed into themes - also more
discussion of the benefits and limitations of thematic analysis 

PAGE 32

Comment 11 | Content

Good that you have acknowledges these 

Comment 12 | Structure

A summary to the chapter would be useful signposting what will come next in the dissertation 

Comment 13 | Content

Very good knowledge of research methods shown in this chapter. The methodology was clearly
justified and it is clear what process you undertook at each stage. 

PAGE 33

PAGE 34

PAGE 35

PAGE 36

PAGE 37

PAGE 38

PAGE 39

PAGE 40

PAGE 41

PAGE 42



QM

PAGE 43

PAGE 44

PAGE 45

PAGE 46

PAGE 47

PAGE 48

PAGE 49

Sp. | Presentation
Spelling error

Comment 14 | Analysis

This could have been discussed in more depth - there's a lot of academic litertaure on the issue with
some policing roles being regarded a soft

PAGE 50

PAGE 51

Comment 15 | Content

You presented and discussed the findings really well. The themes were clear and thy were well
structured. This shows you have analysed the data well. There could have been more depth of
discussion using more academic theory/concepts. for instance the notions of deserving and
undeserving victims fit in well when discussing police discretion. Also the roles of the police, when
discussing soft policing. You could have also related discussions to models of the CJS as introduced
in the literature review. Having said that you did do well to tie findings into previous research on
VPS. 

Comment 16 | Structure

A chapter summary would be useful here
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PAGE 53

PAGE 54

PAGE 55

PAGE 56

Comment 17 | Content

A really good conclusion. You have brought everything together, identifying the contributions while



noting limitations. You have come to a clear conclusion and offered guidance for policy/practice and
further research, which is comendable for an UG dissertation. 
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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

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

Very Good

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

Very Good

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
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



SATISFACTORY

LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

RESEARCH

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD

GOOD

SATISFACTORY

LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

PRESENTATION

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD

GOOD

SATISFACTORY

LIMITED

BELOW PASS
STANDARD

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.

Very Good

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
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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