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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure

Clear dissertation structure although the Aims and Objectives needed to have been reviewed and re-written. Having 5 Aims is unmanageable - a maximum of 2 is what is recommended and preferably one. There are some Figure and Table numbering errors, and overall, the thesis would have benefitted from some linking paragraphs between chapters and more extensive cross referencing.

	10
	7

	(ii)Literature Review

A really strong opening section clearly setting out the challenges but also some of the solutions. Some of the statistics are startling but well contextualized when compared with the airline business for instance. This is an extremely well written, research and contextualized chapter.

	10
	9


	(iii) Research Methodology

A multi-pronged approach, using a variety of different methods. Data analysis was considered early on using inferential statistics and mapping tools. Methods have been previously tested and are well justified. Questionnaire was piloted and limitations with the sampling strategy were acknowledged. Ethical consideration was given but perhaps a little more attention should have been given to address the challenge of bias in the targeted audience.

	10
	8

	Assessment Criteria

	Max
	Mark

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning

Excellent overall. Considerable planning and organization to host an event of this nature and conduct questionnaire surveys in two phases is acknowledged. The additional upcycling workshop was an excellent way to assess and develop the concept of continued behaviour. However, some of the limitations/recommendations might even have been actioned had the research started earlier.

	10
	8

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions

Good hypothesis testing and a good attempt to validate findings and cross reference literature. Data collected was thoroughly analysed and the use of a GIS deprivation index against respondents was useful even if it did not show any definitive trends. Having said that, some discussion linked to the sampling method and whether that influenced these results was expected.

Although the targeted age group is relevant to fast fashion, what about the younger audience? Also older people these days are being targeted by the industry. There is some mention later on of looking at a young target group who are heavily influenced but then again older people are more inclined to repair and upcycle – lots of literature to back this up. 

Given the multi-faceted approach, a summary section at the end of the Results chapter might have pulled it all together more.
 
	30
	22

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions

Abstract: A good abstract, with the rationale clearly evident and key findings outlined. A clear conveyance of the project’s Aim and Objectives was needed and a concise summary of the methodological approach also.
Conclusion: The conclusion, while summarising the hypotheses set, needed to re-visit the Aim & Objectives. 
Linked to earlier comments, it is arguable whether all were met in the way in which they are current phrased. Limitations and recommendations were however detailed.

	20
	14

	(vii) Referencing

Well referenced generally but do watch consistency. There are some errors with italics, bracketting and occasionally there are initials where there shouldn’t be.  There are some ‘et als’ in the reference list which should have all authors listed and page numbers are required where there are direct quotes. A good scope of literature applied however. 

	10
	7

	Other Comments
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	100
	75
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