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Other comments or suggesƟons:

The Ɵtle of the bachelor thesis presented by Aizada Kalmahan is “The analysis of roots and consequences of ”Fast
Fashion””. The thesis consists of an introducƟon, individual chapters and a conclusion.

The first issue that deserves our parƟcular aƩenƟon is the scope of the BT, which does not comply with the require-
ments on such a type of work. The thesis consisƟng of 39 pages in total (including assignment, declaraƟon, acknowl-
edgements, abstracts in both languages, the list of content and the list of references) accounts only 25 pages of the
author’s work (pp. 10-35). Moreover, the pracƟcal part consists of only 14 pages!

Another important issue is that this BT completely overlooked the very economic aspect of the analyzed problem.
Taking into account the fact that this BT was wriƩen in the department of Economics it is supposed to deal with
economic aspects at least parƟally. Unfortunately, the Aizada Kalmahan’s bachelor thesis is completely silent about
economic foundaƟons and just parƟally touches upon management and markeƟng issues (on the example of H&M
company).

In this regard, it should be noted that the presented BT does not comply with formal requirements on BT of the
Department of Economics and cannot be recommended for a defense in front of the faculty commiƩee.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:
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