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Name of Student: Marion Wierzbicki
Thesis Title: Biodynamic Farming and Nutrition and the Conscious Evolution of Consumer Society
Home University: Uniwersytet Jagielloński w Krakowie
Host University: Univerzita Palackého v Olomouci
Name of Supervisor: Dr. Marcin Galent
First or Second Supervisor: Prof. Gaudenz Assenza
In this report, please consider the following, by answering the following questions:

1) Problem statement, method and theory: 

a) The aims and objectives of the thesis – are these clearly identified and explained? Is there a well formulated problem statement? Briefly explain.

The research question should be more clearly stated. The question “how biodynamics could integrate European societies, and which cultural, economic and societal changes this integration would imply” is far too broad. This leads to another problem: the entire thesis is too broad, discussing many issues but not in sufficient depth. Apart from this problem, the key points are well covered.
b) Has a suitable methodology and theoretical frame been taken to solve the stated problems? 
The thesis is not structured according to a theoretical frame.  The theoretical frame could be the theory of biodynamic agriculture, including the theoretical context of biodynamic agriculture. This could not be expected in this Masters thesis, because it is too vast and would require the study of Anthroposphy. The thesis reflects the practical concerns around biodynamic agriculture, not its spiritual foundation. The applied dimensions are well covered.
c) Does the conclusion provide convincing answers/proof to the initial questions/hypotheses?

There is a problem with the clarity of the research question. As a result, the conclusion does not provide an answer, but rather synthesizes the work.
d) Does the research constitute an original contribution to the field of knowledge in this field or domain?

Yes, it does so partly (and sufficiently for an MA thesis).
e) Is the research problem and the discussion of it of sufficient complexity for an MA level?

Yes.
2) Structure: 

a) Is the thesis coherently structured?

Yes
b) Are concepts clearly introduced and explained, and critically and consistently applied?

Yes
3) Sources (primary and secondary):

a) Has (enough) relevant (primary and secondary) literature been adequately interpreted and integrated into the thesis?

The question here is: what can be counted as primary literature in this context? Strictly speaking, the only primary source cited in this MA thesis is the following: Steiner, Rudolf, 1924, “The Agriculture Course” [Internet] Rudolf Steiner Archive [cited 30 November 2011] Available from http://wn.rsarchive.org/Lectures/Agri1958/Ag1958_index.html
b) Is the bibliography/list of references complete and accurate?

Since the focus of the thesis is on consumer aspects of biodynamic farming, the amount and quality of literature is sufficient.

4) Stylistics:

a) Is the use of language (English) acceptable and of the required standard (i.e. no spelling mistakes and typos, range of vocabulary, grammar)?

The quality of the language is impressive for someone who is not a native speaker.

b) Are references in the text given in a coherent and consistent manner (either in-text or as footnotes)?

By and large, yes.
5) Format: 
a) How is the thesis presented (i.e. consistency in lay-out, choice of fonts, headings, tables and graphs)?

The aesthetic aspects, as well as the consistency, are sufficient.
6) General: 

a) Have recommended revisions been executed to a satisfying degree?

Yes
b) To what degree has the student been able to work independently?

The student has demonstrated ability to work independently.

c) Any other relevant comments.

Overall, the thesis represents a broad review. It would be good to continue this research in a PhD dissertation, including the deeper aspects of biodynamic agriculture. I believe that the author is now well prepared for such a deeper exploration, which will enable her to include Anthroposophy in relation to other integrative, integral, postformal and complexity approaches.
(National) Grade: good plus (4.5)
ECTS Grade: B
Date and place:  14.10.2012
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