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· The project was predicated on interesting subject matter but never really fulfilled the promise suggested by the title.  The analysis was a little superficial and uncritical in places.  For example, approx. six sources were used in the Literature Review and although views were contrasted with each other, there was not a critical engagement or debate with the subject matter.  The FYP tended to suggest that the negative consequences of tourism outweighed the positive but this was not sustained by a more detailed analysis or in the conclusions.  In the Supply and Demand chapter, information was provided on direct costs but indirect costs were less clearly addressed.  In the Balance of Payments chapter, the reader was not given any information about the net balance of tourism to the UK economy i.e. did tourists spend more in the UK than UK residents spent abroad.  The conclusions did not follow particularly well from the analysis earlier in the project and the reference to Maslow seemed not particularly relevant at this juncture.  More incisive analysis and debate with source material was indicated.
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	The Question asked

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

	
	
	
	
	(
	

	Comment

The question as asked was interesting and well-formulated, but not particularly well addressed.


	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?

	
	
	
	(
	
	

	Comment

Some economic sources (books) were investigated but more material from contemporary debates in the periodical literature would have been welcome.  The material tended towards the descriptive rather than the analytical.  The project was desk-based research and so no empirical investigation was conducted, although the candidate did try to ensure that up-to-date and topical material was included.


	Analysis  

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

	
	
	
	(
	 
	

	Comment

There were some sound approaches but superficial in some places and not to the point in others (e.g. reference to Maslow in the conclusions)  No real answer to the question as posed was provided, even on a ‘balance of argument’ approach.  The tension between benefits and disbenefits was recognised but not really investigated or explored to the depth required.


	Structure/Expression  

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

Reasonably clearly expressed.


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

	Overall Mark  56%
	Comment 

The project failed to deliver the analysis suggested by the title and whilst some useful materials were assembled and counterposed a more incisive and analytical treatment was demanded.
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