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	2nd Marker:  Mike Hart

This was a very full and comprehensive FYP with excellent empirical underpinning.  It was well structured with clear links between sections.  The project was probably over-length (92 pages including 26 appendices) and this did not necessarily enhance it.  Some of the more detailed findings could have been presented in summary fashion rather than overwhelming with a mass of detail.

Attempts were made (not always successfully) to deploy theory and whilst praiseworthy, did not always enhance the analysis.  The quality of expression lacked clarity in places.




	Supervisor
	Inadequate (Fail)
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	Satisfactory (2ii)
	Good
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	The Question asked

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

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comment



	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



	Analysis  

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

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comment



	Structure/Expression  

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

	 
	
	
	
	
	

	Comment



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

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comment

	Overall Mark

	Comment 




	Second Marker
	Inadequate (Fail)
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	Good
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	Excellent
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	The Question asked

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

	
	
	
	
	  (               
	

	Comment: 

This was a good choice of project, which was exploited well by a Japanese student making international comparisons.



	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

The analysis was a whole was extremely thorough but a little uncritical.  The empirical work was sustained and of a generally high standard but somewhat laboriously applied – greater selectivity in the reporting of the findings would have paid dividends.



	Analysis  

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

	
	
	
	
	(
	 

	Comment 

The FYP uses Porter, PEST etc. analysis but fails to illuminate the subject matter.  It summarised much contemporary market research but was not necessarily problem-focused.



	Structure/Expression  

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

	 
	
	(
(Expression)
	
	(
(Flow)
	 

	Comment: 

There was a clear and well-developed structure with a good flow and links between the chapters.  The standard of English expression lacked clarity in places



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

	
	
	
	
	(
	 

	Comment: 

The project displayed a great deal of diligent hard work and the application of statistical techniques to the material.  However, it was probably somewhat over-length and some of the material could profitably have been summarised.



	Overall Mark: 62%

	Comment: 
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