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Do the bibliographies below manage to sufficiently… 
 

- Include the most important foundational titles of the subject matter of the paper; 
- Cover the most recent literature on the subject matter of the paper; 
- Demonstrate an effort at independent research going beyond the materials suggested 

on QMPlus regarding the subject matter of the paper; 
- Incorporate sufficient materials to respond the main question and related sub-

questions of the research; 
- Contain enough specialist sources to address the different points of the narrative, 

including arguments and counter-arguments to be reflected in the different sections 
in which the paper has been structured; 

- Use OSCOLA for all entries (to apply also to references in footnotes): 
https://www.law.ox.ac.uk/sites/files/oxlaw/oscola_4th_edn_hart_2012.pdf; 

- Distinguish primary and secondary sources and separate all relevant source types, 
ordering them alphabetically and in chronological order (following OSCOLA rules).  
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Working Title: Non-State Actors and the Provision of Protection: The Kurdish Regional Government’s 
Response to the Influx of Syrian Refugees  
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SAMPLE 2)  
 
Working title: A Feminist Analysis of the 1951 Refugee Convention: Does Reliance on the ‘Particular Social 
Group’ Convention Ground in Cases of Female Genital Mutilation Reveal an Underlying Gendered Politics? 
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Working Title: The Legality of Borders Fences and ‘Passive Refoulement’  
 
Bibliography 
 
- Bruin, R. and K Wouters. 2003. ‘Terrorism and the Non-derogability of Non-refoulement,’ International 

Journal of Refugee Law 15 (5). 
- Durieux, J.F. 2015. ‘Temporary Protection: Hovering at the Edges of Refugee Law,’ Netherlands 

Yearbook of International Law 221.  
- Durieux, J.F and J. McAdam. 2004. ‘Non-refoulement through time: the case for a derogation clause to 

the Refugee Convention in mass influx emergencies’, International Journal of Refugee Law 4 (4).  
- Gilbert, G. 2014. ‘Exclusion under Article 1F since 2001: Two steps backwards, one step forward’, in V 

Chetail and C Bauloz, C (eds), Research Handbook on International Law and Migration.  
- Gil-Bazo, M-T. 2006. ‘Refugee Status, Subsidiary Protection, and the Right to Be Granted Asylum Under 

EU Law’, New Issues in Refugee Research, Research Paper No. 136.  



 3 

- Goodwin-Gill, G.S. & McAdam, J. 2007. The refugee in international law, 3rd ed., Oxford University 
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SAMPLE 4) 
 
Working title: Is the UK National Referral Mechanism (NRM) for Trafficking Determination compatible with 
the 1951 Refugee Convention? 
 
Bibliography 
 
Journal Articles 
 
- Julian Bild, The Secretary of State for the Home Department v MS (Pakistan) – (2018) 32 IANL 301-302 
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SAMPLE 5) 
 
Working title: Is the administrative detention of refugees ever justified under the Refugee Convention? 
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