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Tutor’s Comments


	First Tutor’s Comments 

Introduction 
The abstract powerfully presents the work, method and findings in a coherent and direct way. The introduction provides a strong foundation by discussing the core issues addressed in this work, introducing concepts and exploring the intersections between social and environmental justice, the queer crisis and the current research related to the LGBTQIA+ community. The aims and objectives are presented clearly and succinctly; the connections to the identified gaps in research, the methodology of the study, the personal connection to the topic and the potential for future research and action are introduced before transitioning into the next section.

Literature review 
The literature review is ample and deep, presenting diverse angles to the themes, contrasting positions and emphasising the gaps on research and current need for exploration. Recent research from national and international sources supports the arguments and provides strong standpoint in relevance and impact of the present work. 
The literature review provides a strong foundation by delving into the historical context of gender and sexual minorities in outdoor education, highlighting the erasure of women and queer individuals in outdoor spaces. The historical biases, heteronormativity and current research status of barriers and challenges guide the exploration with a critical perspective, identifying “blind” spots and providing several interdisciplinary approaches to enrich the understanding of the issues. Overall, the literature review is vast and relevant, with recent works included and critically discussed. 
Potential for improvement lies within smoother connections between subtopics and including additional international comparisons to amplify the context. Also, while the final subsection cleverly encompasses the Literature Review within the queer ecologies theme and hints on the inclusion of voices that is later amplified in the Methodology, the final transition between this section and the next could have presented a clearer connection.

Methodology
The methodology section effectively outlines various data collection methods, including questionnaires, semi-structured interviews, critical ethnography, and netnography, showcasing a diverse range of approaches to gather comprehensive data with an innovative perspective. Acknowledging elements like the researcher position as “insider”, discussing the limitations of the work in sample size and the use of questionnaires, presenting options for adjustments on further research, as well as the thorough discussion on ethical considerations, support the methodology with depth, commitment and credibility. There is a strong argument for the chosen mixed-methods approach within the pragmatic paradigm and its relevance to this work, allowing for comprehensive exploration of barriers and impacts. There is an excellent representation of innovative ways of gathering data in a mixed-methods study.
While the size of the study sample is adequate for this type of study and there is opportunity for meaningful insights from the diverse data, a broader sample on the interviews and netnographies could offer broader perspectives and strengthen some of the results discussed in the next section. These limitations in sample and demographics are also analysed and discussed in findings, suggesting paths for future research, which provides an excellent reflexive and critical approach to the present work. A final summary of the section with transition to the Results and Findings section could have given additional coherence to the general structure, and using the next section to explain demographics. 

Results and Findings
The section effectively presents the results from the questionnaire as a foundation to identify barriers faced by LGBTQIA+ individuals accessing outdoor spaces before integrating findings from interviews, field notes, and netnography as thematic insights, to then present the Discussion divided by themes and subthemes. The acknowledgement of cleaning the data from the questionnaire and ensuring 100% usability for analysis highlights a rigorous approach to data management, contributing to the reliability of the study findings. The inclusion of figures depicting the fear of homophobia and transphobia levels, as well as gendered activities, enhances the presentation of quantitative data and provides a visually engaging way to communicate key findings.  
There are good connections between results and findings and the Appendixes with the detailed information, highlighting in this section the key findings.
The analysis through the lens of queer eco-pedagogy and the integration of empirical findings with the literature review demonstrate a strong theoretical grounding that enriches the interpretation of results within the wider scholarly discourse.
Findings are relevant and connected to future research topics and changes in practice to improve the positive impacts of outdoor activities and communities for the LGBTQIA+ population, with a specific and trailblazing focus on trans and non-binary population.
Additional clarity in the introduction of the Findings subsection, emphasising the integration and analysis of all sources of data, would improve the flow of this key section. There is a mention of Neurodivergence as subtopic which is not part of the themes in the initial table.

Conclusion 
This section effectively synthetises the key findings and provides a cohesive overview of the outcomes and implications of this work. There is a strong connection between current literature and research and the ways this study amplifies specific voices and emphasises the role of communities that share identities, adding depth to the discussion on fostering connections between queer people, communities, and the environment. There are excellent insights on the need to explore more in relation to neuroqueer ecology, the implications of the findings for creating more accessible outdoors and listening to the usually unheard voices, and the power of community-led solutions. These conclusions altogether shine a light in the evolution of outdoor practices and pinpoints the need for additional research and exploration of actions and identities. For improvement, an additional highlight of the researcher role and position, along with the limitations, would have strengthened the final arguments.

General comment
This dissertation provides an excellent insight on the impact of outdoor-focused communities and overall wellbeing of persons from the LGBTQIA+ community, in specific exploring the experience of people that identify as trans and/or non-binary. The overall structure, coherence, depth, and innovative approach to both the methodology and intersection between environmental and social justice seems to contribute to the broader conversation on inclusivity and diversity in outdoor practices. 
This work paves the way for future research initiatives that could enhance inclusive outdoor practices and foster a more supportive environment for all individuals; it offers a high-quality perspective on the transformation of outdoor practice by advocating for more inclusive and queer-inclusive approaches. The work contributes to the ongoing discourse on social and environmental justice within outdoor communities and provides valuable insights for shaping future research directions in this field.


	Second Tutor’s comments

Introduction
A clear and well-articulated introduction giving the context and rationale for the study. The aims are outlined, and the research question clearly stated. 

Literature Review
A well-structured examination of a range of literature that underpins the study. Whilst the topic has not had a wealth of research, the critical discussion is methodical and throughout the links are made to the current study enabling the reader to understand the relevance of existing research and literature for this research. The underpinning theoretical standpoint for the study is examined and stated as a lens for the current research. 
Methodology
The research position is well considered with honest discussion about the position of the researcher as an insider and the need for a reflexive approach to the study. There is a clear rationale for the use of mixed methods and the methods used are outlined in detail. It would have been useful to have some discussion about how the methods would be used in combination to answer the research question and how data were analysed together. Some of the initial results are shared in this chapter, but these data need to be in the following chapter.
Results/ Findings & Discussion
The results are presented clearly and the discussion draws on the results of the questionnaire to then discuss these themes. It would have been helpful to have a clearer articulation of how the different data were going to be analysed in order to see the relationship between the the methods in the research design. The findings were critically discussed in relation to existing research and literature with some very interesting and insightful comments. 
Conclusion
There is no section about the strengths and limitations of the study. Some interesting conclusions about the importance of community to support groups. 
General comment
An exceptional dissertation which has examined and highly under-researched area in the field.



1

