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	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	15%
	7
	
The dissertation shows limited engagement with relevant academic literature. Although some references are included, they are mostly descriptive summaries with minimal analysis or critical synthesis.
There is no clear identification of gaps in the literature, and key theoretical frameworks are either missing or insufficiently explored. The referencing style is inconsistent, years are not enclosed within brackets, which suggests a lack of attention to academic detail.
Overall, this section demonstrates surface-level reading rather than critical engagement.



	2.  Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	20%
	8
	
The topic is relevant and situated in an appropriate business context, but the understanding of theoretical concepts and models is shallow. While the report touches on some business and analytical ideas, there is little evidence of deep comprehension or integration of theory into the research process.
The rationale for the study and the conceptual background are vaguely presented, and connections between ideas are often underdeveloped.



	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	30%
	14
	
The research structure is somewhat logical, but the intellectual progression is weak. The arguments lack coherence and critical development, and sections often read as disconnected fragments rather than a unified narrative.
Although the student refers to data and analysis, there is no convincing evidence of genuine tool use such as SPSS, NVivo, or Tableau. The presented data lacks transparency and depth — raising serious concerns about its validity and veracity.
The discussion of results is mostly descriptive and fails to critically interpret the findings in light of the literature.


	4. Practical Application Skills
	20%
	9
	
The practical implications discussed are generic and insufficiently linked to the data or theoretical framework. The recommendations section appears underdeveloped, lacking specificity or evidence-based reasoning.
While the topic has practical relevance, the analysis does not convincingly translate into actionable insights or solutions, limiting its managerial value.



	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	15%
	6
	The dissertation follows a recognisable structure and demonstrates effort in presentation. However, there are noticeable grammatical inconsistencies, uneven flow, and poor academic formatting, particularly in citations and references.
Although the student shows some ability to communicate ideas, the overall clarity and professionalism of the report require improvement.

	
Total

	100%
	44
	

	General Comments

This dissertation demonstrates basic competency but lacks the analytical depth, academic rigour, and critical reflection expected at postgraduate level. The literature review is descriptive, the data lacks verification, and the discussion remains superficial.



The result is provisional until confirmed by Examination Board
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	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
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1.   Engagement  with Literature  Skills  15 %  7    The dissertation shows limited engagement with relevant  academic literature. Although some references are included,  they are mostly descriptive summaries with minimal analysis  or critical synthesis.   There is  no clear identification of gaps in the literature , and  key theoretical frameworks are either missing or  insufficiently explored. The referencing style is inconsistent ,  years are not enclosed within brackets , which suggests a  lack of attention to academic detail.   Overall, this section demonstrates  surface - level reading   rather than critical engagement.      

2.   Knowledge  and  Understanding  Skills  20 %  8    The topic is relevant and situated in an appropriate business  context, but  the understanding of theoretical concepts and  models is shallow . While the report touches on some  business and analytical ideas, there is little evidence of deep  comprehension or integration of theory into the research  process.   The rationale for the study and the conceptual background  are vaguely presented, and connections between ideas are  often underdeveloped.      

3.  Cognitive  and Intellectual  Skills  30 %  1 4    The research structure is somewhat logical, but  the  intellectual progression is weak . The arguments lack  coherence and critical development, and sections often read  as disconnected fragments rather than a unified narrative.   Although the student refers to data and analysis, there is  no  convincing evidence of genuine tool use   such as SPSS,  NVivo, or Tableau. The presented data lacks transparency  and depth  —   raising serious concerns about its validity and  veracity .   The discussion of results is mostly descripti ve and fails to  critically interpret the findings in light of the literature .    

