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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
The structure presented is as is expected.  There should, however, be a separate discussion chapter.  The introduction provided is good, outlining the state of the art well and providing a clear basis for the work.  The aim and objectives are also clear and concise.

	10
	7

	(ii)Literature Review
The literature review provides a fair overview of the subject matter.  In general, for many issues discussed within the work, there should be multiple citations provided (e.g. climate change).  What is not clear is whether the forms of environmental assessment are purely coastal, or adapted from other situations, and why only 3 were looked at in detail – are there others?  The personal feeling is that the key issue could have been looked at in greater detail and then focusing on the method, rather than making the method the key focus.  The literature review then contains a section providing background on the study area – some of this is duplicatory with the introduction, and includes historical moments (for which it is not clear how these add value to the work overall).  Overall, the literature review could have been executed a little clearer.

	10
	6

	(iii) Research Methodology
One key question is whether there have been previous studies looking at the same area.  If so, have these been identified and reviewed?  This would help to strengthen your own work.  The justification for using the chosen method could be stronger, whether this is placed within the literature review or as part of the method itself.  There should be a little more detail on the scoring of the CVI (how they are applied), and the Ketchum information (especially how the variables have been outlined).  The photographic information used, has this been taken by the author or are these stock images?


	10
	6

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The concept is strong, especially given the latest news on the area (post submission of dissertation).  The student has also clearly done a lot of work, and planned this well.

	10
	7

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
Results and discussion are presented together – these could be separated into differing chapters.  The CVI results are explained well, although it is unclear on why data for dunes is provided when these do not exist in the areas that were surveyed.  Many of the figures need to be larger to make them legible.  The discussion is good – regarding the dunes, were these present previously?  If this was outlined then it would make their inclusion more logical.  The ketchum data is quite startling in relation to the year of potential loss.  The key issue to outline is that any discussion of the options in relation to the Shoreline Management Plan should be held in the discussion rather than the conclusion.

	30
	19

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
The abstract is a good overall summary of the work, including the method used, key results and conclusions.  The conclusion itself contains new information (in relation to the Shoreline Management Plan) – this should be discussed within the discussion and then concluded upon, especially in relation to whether the correct decisions were made previously.  It is unclear why there needed to be a quote from the previous Management Plan – paraphrasing would be better.  Relocation costs – are these meant to be in the millions?  The conclusion is fair but could be stronger in places.  The recommendations are good and justified.  The limitations are also fair – although in relation to documents, who is responsible for these?  And could this work be a starting point?

	20
	13

	(vii) Referencing
Generally, this is well applied throughout.  There are areas where multiple citations could be applied, and would help to back up the work a little more thoroughly.  There are also areas where citations have not been provided.  However it is clear that a wide range of reading has been undertaken to execute the work, so well done.

	10
	7

	Other Comments

	
	

	TOTAL
	100
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