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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
[bookmark: _GoBack]Your report is very well written. Despite that, you intend to follow a research method (interviews) but it is not identified.

	10
	5

	(ii)Literature Review
The structure of your literature review is good but outdated in many respects. 
The figures you show about C&D waste recycling are not right, at present nearly 90% of C&D waste is recycled. You should specify what year you refer to.
The definition you use for waste is from the Waste Framework Directive.
You mention bamboo as one non-inert waste, do you think we have this waste in the UK? Can you have other examples of real waste in the UK?
Many figures and citations you make are outdated. For example, you say ‘the achievement of zero waste has remained the top most priority of UK government (Wilson, 2007)’. It was 12 years ago. ‘The UK government has granted £284 million in references to the Landiff taxes…(Osmani, 2012)’ 7 years ago.
Waste management legislations list is outdated (Udeaja et al., 2013), page 14.
Waste Framework Directive (2008/98/CE) has been updated by the Directive 2018/851 including circular economy. You do not mention how it affects the construction industry.
You mention Waste Strategy for England 2007. In 2018 a new Waste Strategy was published.

	10
	5

	(iii) Research Methodology
You make a very good explanation of the theory behind the research method. 
Your primary research is interviews. You mention who you are interviewing (3 people) but you do not explain the practicality of these specific interviews. You do not show any plan, purpose of interviews or information to obtain, even there are no questions. When and how did you do these interviews?

	10
	4

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The topic is interesting although there is a clear need of update. The use of interviews is good whenever they are relevant for the research. In this case you intend to analyse C&D waste management in England, so probably 3 interviews for 3 different construction companies is not enough. If you could interview any government representant or manager for this department that would be different.
Probably it is too ambitious. Despite that, legislation for England and implementation in these 3 companies can be perfectly explored.

	10
	4

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
There is one table in 4.1 that is not labelled and the purpose of it is not clear.
It is not clear either how the interviews results are reflected in this discussion.
Your discussion is interesting, but the research method is not evident because you do not show any link with the information obtained from these interviews. In fact, the interviews do not appear anywhere. It is more like an essay.
Surprisingly, you do not mention about Site Waste Management plans at all. 

	30
	12

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
Abstract. I have the feeling you are talking in the past, 6-7 years behind. You do not say anything about your work. It is completely aside.
Conclusions. Again, Waste Strategy 2007 is outdated. I cannot get the answer of your aim from your conclusions. In recommendations you are talking about the implementation of new policies in 2011, but we are in 2019.
Harvard referencing. The year should be in brackets.

	20
	7

	(vii) Referencing
Many references are too old, sometimes even more than 10 years. In this field, there have been many improvements in the last years so many of these references could be outdated.
Tables and graphs are not referenced.




	10
	5

	Other Comments
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	100
	42
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