SD 2nd student seminar – March 2020 comments and marks
Mark for this aspect – 10% (therefore a mark out of 10 is provided)
Mateusz Morga – In spite of over-running on time, this was an excellent presentation in terms of content. A clear identity of a maritime University city was put forward and clear linkage demonstrated between the SWOT analysis and the ideas presented. A big improvement on the first seminar. There was consistency throughout around the ideas discussed – ferry terminal, dock reinstatement, Abertawe water bus, University sailing School etc – all provided a clear identifiable message that could be easily marketed. Skills deficiencies were discussed and ideas for improvement were well founded. The notion that we should be seeing Brexit as an opportunity for greater identity and investment was a point well made. There was still some room for improvement in terms of the location expected for re-greening parts of the city and outdoor seating areas. When questioned those answers were provided but ideally they could have been better communicated in a graphic on a slide. (8/10)
Chen – A thorough analysis of electricity demand and opportunities for growth were explored initially with the theme of linking ideas to tourism and moving towards energy independence. Having presented more of a general energy mix overview last time around, this presentation was far more applied to Swansea.  While the tidal lagoon project was detailed, far more focus was also given to solar power and the opportunities within. Given Swansea’s reputation for rainfall it was interesting to see the sunshine statistics which appear to show that Swansea has a higher solar power potential than other parts of Wales. It was also discussed that in a domestic setting, there is a need for better education of households in terms of potential benefits of solar energy. One wonders whether the University can have a part to play in this. Further ideas centred on electric vehicles and the barriers for expansion. Once again there was a missed opportunity to link the role of the University (particularly the Dpt of Engineering and Automatic design) to help build capacity and put Swansea at the forefront of renewable energy development. (7.2/10)
Marie West – A good introductory synopsis of the project idea presented at the start, detailing the key highlights behind some of the cultural strategy. Areas of further research suggested in the first seminar had been looked at and case study examples from cities such as Singapore were appropriately used. Clear linkage was made between the new ideas and WoFGA and Swansea’s Tall Buildings Strategy.  Quite sensibly, the suggestion to move the BT Tower was revised due to cost.  Re-greening areas such as Castle Gardens were well founded although the costs suggested for improvements were likely underestimated. However, the notion of targeting local businesses for sponsorship and project involvement may well be an idea worth pursuing. Improved access to Singleton Park and the tram reintroduction scheme was discussed and supported by economical evidence from case studies elsewhere (Manchester for example). It was good to see that you had even thought about where the stations should be. Given the cultural links with the Mumbles train historically that idea would probably be very well received. One area that was still lacking was linked to social division. As one of the target areas is a More Equal Wales, how do we connect the residential outskirts of Swansea with the foreshore and some of the jewels in Swansea’s crown?  (7/10)
Jennifer Roper – This was a presentation of a thousand ideas.  A large amount of research had been investigated with some extremely useful case study examples which could be applied to Swansea.  As with the first seminar, the presentation thoroughly explored an audit of current infrastructure and a comprehensive SWOT analysis.  Do ensure you maintain focus and apply the SWOT only to transport (your sector) even though we acknowledge there is much cross over. Some of your bold ideas are really interesting and may attract funding and investment. The opportunity for electrifying parts of the highway as in Sweden or the opportunity of a night train to make safe travel for young people more available. Although I can’t see the Rocky Mountaineer in Swansea the idea of making better looking transport available is certainly appealing. It might even attract more patronage. You had considered some funding but many of these ideas required extensive changes in infrastructure provision. With so many ideas it is always really useful to create a prioritised list with some form of justification. With the economy as volatile as it is, other sources of funding often need to be sought. (7/10)
Natasha Dodds –   A really excellent, coherent and detailed presentation. The research was linked appropriately to the WoFGA on every slide and a robust SWOT analysis was done in support. The tabulated overview made the delivery easy to follow, in spite of the sheer amount of detail applied to the four key ideas: Green infrastructure, Sky garden, Castle Square Regeneration and the Community Forest Garden. The detail and the rationale behind each idea was staggering and not only were the ideas justified, but you also attempted to link projects with local partners – so Tata Steel for the Sky Garden. Bio-concrete and the opportunities for University research. My only criticism would be that with some many wonderful ideas, you need to prioritise the suggestions to take account of economic and investment uncertainty. (9.5/10)
[bookmark: _GoBack]Michelle Richards – Overall, an improvement on the first seminar. Again there were many ideas put forward but there was far more detail linked to each of these on this occasion. Indicating which of the goals from the WoFGA were covered by each idea made the rationale easy to follow.  A target of increasing green cover from 13% to 26% by 2030 is achievable and your ideas regarding building resilience against INNS, population expansion and climate change were again well made. Further links to key legislative targets around air quality and flood prevention were discussed and options were roughly prioritized according to cost. This was done in a rather generic way and so there is room for improvement here. Do ensure that if you suggest an idea such as reseeding a sea grass meadow that you are confident that you know where and how. It’s a great idea to combat coastal erosion as well as improve conditions for marine biodiversity but you need to do some thorough research first.  (7/10) 
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