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	Specific reviewer comments to be passed to the author/s

	This was a very interesting piece of work on a topic which is somewhat under-researched given its importance.  I commend the author for providing an informative paper which I would recommend unreservedly for the conference.
I have two specific observations, both of which fall into the area of ‘academic discourse’ and for the author to consider:

(a) I am not entirely convinced that the author is using reflective practice in the sense identified by Schon and others in the field – the original reference and several later writings indicate that the professional reflects upon past performances in order to improve professional performance in the future (the Kolb approach is more rooted in learning styles rather than professional practice)  I would feel inclined to incorporate an additional paragraph indicating the ways in which the concept as traditionally defined may be adapted for use in dissertation supervision and writing.  In particular, more needs to be made of the ways in which learning in the initial stages of data collection alters the approaches to be taken in later stages – and this needs to be made explicit in the way in which the student writes both their Methodology and their Findings components of the dissertation.

(b) Despite the word embedding in the title, more recommendations needed to be made concerning this.  Were students to be offered more specific guidance on this?  Was it to be part of a preparatory tutorial programme, advice offered in documentation and so on.  I would suggest an additional paragraph to address this point
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