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Evaluation is a significant section of the written report. It is important that 
students write a concise report so that they keep to the 3000-4000 word count. A 
student who has written well over 4000 words will find it very difficult to edit their 
work down sufficiently, so the purpose of this page is to get students to have a 
realistic number of words in mind for each section of the report before they start 
writing.
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Students sometimes choose to demonstrate their ability to use several different 
data collection methods but, in so doing, collect data that has little validity to the 
aim of their investigation. In this instance, data collected by methods B, C and E 
should all be relevant.

Method D is completely irrelevant. 

Data collected using method A is also probably irrelevant, unless the student 
can justify a footfall count by investigating whether places that are promoted 
in online marketing have higher footfall than other places within the CBD that 
receive little or no marketing. 
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Each of these titles is relevant to the specification. In terms of suitability, the most 
suitable title is C and the least suitable is B.

A  This title is focused at an appropriately small geographical scale. However, 
fieldwork that attempts to judge the success of a regeneration scheme begs 
the question about how the judgement will be made. In particular, does the 
student have access to baseline data about what the area was like before 
the regeneration scheme? This title could be improved if (a) it was able to 
replicate an earlier enquiry for which secondary data is available or (b) it 
focussed on perceptions of the success of the scheme.

B  This title is too ambitious in its scope and scale. Birmingham has seen 
several large regeneration projects over this time period which cover a large 
geographical area. Students should consider whether the title is SMART. In 
this case it is neither manageable nor achievable as the scale is too great.  

C  This title is the most suitable because it is focused on a small geographical 
scale. The focus on the views of two age groups means that judgements 
about the ‘success’ of the project have been made manageable. 
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Data collected using methods A, C and D should all be relevant. Data collected 
using methods B and E are irrelevant in this context but, of course, could be 
relevant to other investigations conducted in a sand dune ecosystem.
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When considering frequency of sample points, students need to consider factors 
such as:

• The rate at which variables change along the environmental gradient. If 
variables change over short distances, then the frequency will need to be 
higher.

• The type of sampling used. Random sampling is more representative than 
systematic sampling, so in theory a smaller sample size can be used.

• The total length of the transect and the amount of time available.
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The callipers (left) will provide more accurate data than the ruler (right). This is 
because the use of the ruler relies on the eye to make a judgement about where 
the rounded shape of the pebble begins and ends.
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Start by asking students to write EQI criteria that could be used to judge the 
quality of pavements. They could have three, four or five descriptors.

1. Students should remember to consider strengths and weaknesses when 
evaluating their NEA. An EQI will be effective if the descriptors for each 
criterion:

• are discrete and mutually exclusive

• make judgements about one aspect of the environment at a time

• avoid the use of subjective terms such as ‘good’ or ‘bad’.

2. Assuming that students have written their criteria, they should then use a pilot 
survey to photograph pavements that typify each of their descriptors. These 
can then be used during data collection to make standardised judgements.
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Students need to be aware that they need a certain amount of data before they 
can begin to analyse or interpret it properly. As a rule of thumb, a scatter graph 
needs 12 or more points. The same is true of Spearman’s Rank Correlation Test.

In this instance it is very difficult to interpret the graph. One might expect it to 
show a positive correlation with increased wind speed at higher altitudes, but the 
evidence from this graph is inconclusive.

To improve the significance of this evidence, the student needed to collect more 
data – 12 data points or more would be ideal. Furthermore, the graph shows 
a gap in the data, no data was collected between 240 metres and 300 metres, 
so one suggested improvement would be to collect data from another 5 points 
between 240 metres and 300 metres.


