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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
In general as expected.  There is no abstract, and the conclusion section is actually largely made up of a discussion of the results, and as such, would have benefited the work from being split from the conclusion.

	10
	6

	(ii)Literature Review
A fair review of literature is presented, covering the issue around entry to the industry and perceptions of such.  A large number of large quotes are used – paraphrasing is always better and then quoting only the aspect that adds value to the work.  There is concern over mentioning the development of Wylfa considering that the consortium lead (Hitachi) had suspended work in Jan 2019 due to funding issues.

	10
	7

	(iii) Research Methodology
The method presented is well justified.  There should have been links to other similar studies to add validity to the method chosen.  However, the method is lacking in the description of the questionnaire development.  Why were only 10 questions used (other than brevity)?  How were these 10 questions formed?  Who was the target audience, and how were these identified?  Was there a pilot of the questionnaire?  How were the questionnaires administered?  During what time period?  There is then description of interviews, which could be strengthened by linking to the expert nature of these, to fully justify the small number suggested.  

	10
	6

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The concept is clear and sound.  There are also plenty of similar studies to gain insights from, and to validate the methods chosen.  Planning appears to have been problematic.  The interviews were not staged due to the pandemic, yet the student was clear on their subject matter at the beginning of the academic year, so why were these not planned appropriately?  The work does not appear to have been executed as well as it could have been.
	10
	6

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
[bookmark: _GoBack]Results are presented by question.  Initially it is not clear how many responses were obtained from the questionnaire – the results do then suggest only 10 responses were obtained.  Ideally, there should be an outline to why only a small number of responses were obtained.  Analysis is via excel only.  There is no inference to any descriptive statistics, although with only 10 responses, this would be difficult; there should be acknowledgement of this.  At this point in the work, the questions are outlined; there is a question relating to engagement schemes, which was not outlined or mentioned in the literature review.  There is no outline on whether demographic data from respondents was obtained (which could help in the analysis).  The discussion of the results is called the conclusion.  If this had been split out, it would have benefited the work overall.  There are some useful inferences made within this part of the work, but were not validated any further e.g. the earning potential of the industry – there is a lot of information available regarding this issue, which could have been pulled in to validate the findings.  There is no linkage back to the initial literature, which would have assisted in fully validating the findings from the small number of respondents due to the pandemic.

	30
	15

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
There is no abstract presented within the work.  Perhaps this is simply an oversight?  The conclusion chapter is largely discussion (see above), although recommendations are made which could be deemed conclusions.  However, these are not fully valid – not responding to the key aim of the work or outlining the key limitations due to the pandemic.  It is not clear why the final words are in bold – these are actually fine, and would have been a good start to a valid conclusion.

	20
	8

	(vii) Referencing
Referencing is well applied, both for citations and the reference list.  

	10
	8

	Other Comments

	
	

	TOTAL
	100
	56
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