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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
As expected to be presented.  The introduction is very good – very detailed, but leads nicely into the aim of the work.  It should also give an outline of the thesis.

	10
	7

	(ii)Literature Review
The literature review overall is very good – it gives a clear outline of climate change and the most significant issues, discusses activism of more recent times (there should perhaps be an indication that this is not a new phenomenon), and sets the scene for the rest of the work very well.  It does end rather abruptly – it would have been nice to see more of a link from the review into the method.

	10
	7

	(iii) Research Methodology
The method is well described.  It presents a clear outline on the method chosen, outlines piloting of the questionnaire approach and target audiences.  Timing is an issue (see below) – as the online questionnaire was officially only available for 5 days.  Research ethics are also covered.  It is a little light on how the questions were devised, but otherwise is a concise description of the work undertaken.

	10
	6

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The concept is clear and timely – given everything that has happened globally in the past year, and the current situation.  There are some issues with planning – specifically outlined above already, the timing of release of the online questionnaire and the distribution of the student questionnaire could have been improved to facilitate wider participation.

	10
	6

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
Results are presented for both the general public and student survey.  The student is commended for obtaining such a high response rate from an online survey in a short space of time.  The work clearly runs through both set of results, before going into more detail for the general public survey – although not using descriptive statistics as outlined.  There is discussion of ‘filtering’ the comments provided to analyse these – how was this carried out?  The evaluation is fair, and does outline the limitations, as well as linking back to other studies to provide validity to the work overall.   

	30
	16

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
The abstract is a succinct summary of the work, especially on initial reading.  It clearly outlines the work and its key findings.  The conclusion is valid but lacking.  It clearly sets out the rejection of the null hypothesis, yet as the sample size of students was so small for any statistical analysis to be deemed pertinent, and is it therefore correct to state this with such conviction?  The work sets out the potential for further improvements of the WFGA in Wales; shouldn’t this be the Environment Act?  

	20
	14

	(vii) Referencing
Referencing is applied very well throughout.  Citations and reference list are to Harvard standard.  

	10
	8

	Other Comments
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	100
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