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A well-chosen topic, woven into a clear narrative that was interesting and enlightening to read.

The report was well-structured, and based on very sound secondary research, enhanced with case studies of airlines from the two sectors, and primary research in the form of a well-conducted questionnaire.  Findings were tied to Business principles in a convincing way, and led logically to credible conclusions.

	2nd Marker:  Michael Davies




A very well structured and written report. The research was well planned and the analysis clear and comprehensive. An interesting set of comparative case studies were supplemented with good field research and associated analysis and conclusions.

An understanding of the theoretical underpinning is clear and the sources of information are sound and appropriate.

An enjoyable dissertation to read and learn from.

	Supervisor
	Inadequate (Fail)
	Poor
(3rd)
	Satisfactory (2ii)
	Good
(2i)
	Excellent
(I)

	The Question asked

Is an interesting question asked?    Is the research question well formulated?

	
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment

A simple question that opened the way to a broad range of research, with good opportunities to focus in areas amenable to deeper study.  The question was developed well, and used to explore the industry and to make predictions about its future prospects.



	Quality of investigation

How thoroughly is the subject matter researched?  Is there a critical analysis of relevant sources and literature?  Are any empirical investigations well conducted and analysed?

	
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment

Very good Literature review, covering a wide range of sources, printed and online.  Although there was little reference to journals, up-to-date market information was accessed, and set in context through use of industry sources.

Empirical investigation was limited by BAA’s lack of cooperation, but the use of questionnaires was an excellent alternative, well implemented.  The number of responses was proper for the scale of the project, and clearly demonstrated the validity of the approach.

	Analysis  

What is the quality of the analysis?    Does it progress significantly beyond the descriptive?
Do the conclusions flow from the analysis?

	
	
	
	
	X
	

	Comment

Analysis was usually critical, and was clear, leading to logical conclusions.  It might have been better not to claim that results from the relatively small survey sample “proved” the contentions that it supported, but they were certainly very significant support.  Correlation with Business theories was appropriate and credible.

	Structure/Expression  

Is the FYP well-structured with a clear, logical flow?      Are modes of expression clear and fluent?

	 
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment

Structure and logical flow were excellent.  I was completely convinced by the author’s decision to review each sector separately and then to compare them, finally moving to conclusions derived from the analysis and comparisons.

Language was occasionally a problem, but the sense was only very rarely obscured by errors of grammar or wording (e.g. “effect” for “affect”).

	Any features which in the tutor’s view commend or detract from the project?

	
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment

	Overall Mark
71-73%
	Comment 

A well-chosen topic, woven into a clear narrative that was interesting and enlightening to read.


	Second Marker
	Inadequate (Fail)
	Poor
(3rd)
	Satisfactory (2ii)
	Good
(2i)
	Excellent
(I)

	The Question asked

Is an interesting question asked?    Is the research question well formulated?

	
	
	
	
	                X
	

	Comment: A topical subject which might have been treated lightly but, in the event, was clearly focussed and comprehensively researched.



	Quality of investigation

How thoroughly is the subject matter researched?  Is there a critical analysis of relevant sources and literature?  Are any empirical investigations well conducted and analysed?

	
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment:  The secondary research was comprehensive, though initial sources were few. This was later broadened to include appropriate theory on Pricing and other strategic issues. Very clear conclusions were drawn from this. The primary research was extensive (Work on Southampton Airport being a little unnecessary perhaps?) with very good case studies of BA and Fly.be. with analysis that compared the two well. The additional field research was also well designed and executed with good quantitative and qualitative analysis.



	Analysis  

What is the quality of the analysis?    Does it progress significantly beyond the descriptive?
Do the conclusions flow from the analysis?

	
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment( as above). Clear and well developed analysis with comprehensive conclusions that reflected the research findings well.



	Structure/Expression  

Is the FYP well-structured with a clear, logical flow?      Are modes of expression clear and fluent?

	 
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment: Very good to read. Easy to follow with in-depth elements on all significant issues (and some that were not too!). Lots of work put into this!



	Any features which in the tutor’s view commend or detract from the project?

	
	
	
	
	
	X

	Comment: The depth of research as well as the clear understanding of the issues shown by the student were commendable.



	Overall Mark:  74-78%

	Comment: A very comprehensive piece of research with good case based primary elements and questionnaire research. Comprehensive and interesting conclusions
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