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	Assessment Criteria
	Mark
	Allocated
Mark
	Comment

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	15%
	11
	
Wide, recent coverage across TPB, green trust, eco‑labels, retail sustainability, and UK policy; sources span journals, industry, and corporate reports. However, synthesis is often descriptive and citation‑driven rather than debate‑driven. Contradictions (e.g., TPB vs. attitude–behaviour gap; authenticity vs. greenwashing) are noted but not systematically traced into testable propositions or a sharper framework. Strong breadth; moderate critical depth.


	2.  Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	20%
	14
	

Sound command of theory and UK grocery context. Concepts are correctly explained and linked to Tesco/Sainsbury’s/M&S/ASDA. Yet several passages restate theory instead of specifying operational implications (e.g., how symbolic vs. functional claims should be separated in measures). 


	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	30%
	15
	
Argument is coherent and the cross‑case logic is clear. The study acknowledges limitations and the attitude–behaviour gap. But the design is secondary, qualitative and non‑inferential; many claims about “impact on intention” rest on curated sources and thematic interpretation, not tests of association or effect sizes.

	4. Practical Application Skills
	20%
	13
	
Managerial implications (keep sustainability affordable, simplify messaging, build long‑term trust, segment by awareness/income) are relevant, but stay strategy‑level. There is little prioritisation, KPI mapping, or feasibility/cost logic. Recommendations would benefit from a brief impact/effort matrix anchored to the evidence assembled.


	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	15%
	10
	Well structured, readable, and generally well referenced. tables/figures sometimes restate text rather than advance the argument. Presentation quality is solid and professional overall.

	
Total

	100%
	63
	
See above

	General Comments

A clear, well‑organised dissertation that shows good theoretical command and useful sector insight. It falls short of distinction primarily due to limited methodological rigour (secondary narrative synthesis without inferential testing) and insufficiently critical integration of competing findings into the framework and conclusions.



The result is provisional until confirmed by Examination Board



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	100%

	
	Up to 1 week late (50% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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