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Hvordan de ulike oppgavene i eksamenssettet er 
vektlagt 

likt vekting  

 
 

Oppgavetekst: 
 

1. Definer hva et sosialt dilemma er, og beskriv et eget sosialt dilemma. 
Identifiser de seks faktorene som kan påvirke samarbeid i sosiale dilemmaer. 
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Velg tre av disse faktorene, og forklar hvordan disse faktorene kan fremme (eller hindre) 
samarbeid i situasjonen du beskrev. 
 

2. a. Forklar de to ulike definisjonene av akseptabilitet i konteksten av miljøpolitikk. 
b. En hypotese som hjelper oss å forstå faktorene som påvirker akseptabiliteten av 

miljøpolitikk er grådighet-effektivitet-rettferdighets-hypotesen (greed-efficiency-fairness 
hypothesis) (Wilke, 1991). 
Ifølge denne er én faktor individuelle politikkutfallene. 
Forklar hva individuelle politikkutfall er, og hvordan de henger sammen med 
akseptabilitet. 
 

3. Nevn og forklar to teoretiske rammeverk og deres begreper som har blitt brukt til å beskrive 
samspill mellom mennesker og dyreliv. Reflekter over begrepet validitet eller reliabilitet i 
tilknytning til ett av de valgte rammeverkene, ved hjelp av et eksempel. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

Sensurveiledning: 
 

1. For an A (excellent answer), the student provides a precise and complete definition of a social 
dilemma, clearly demonstrating the tension between individual and collective interests. All six 
factors are correctly identified and clearly defined (social norms, group size, environmental 
uncertainty, social uncertainty, communication and response efficacy). The three selected 
factors are defined, and it is analysed how they affect cooperation (e.g., explaining why 
communication reduces uncertainty or how smaller group size fosters accountability). The 
answer integrates psychological mechanisms, uses research and referencing appropriately, and is 
well structured and clearly written. 
For a satisfactory answer, (C), the student provides an adequate definition of a social dilemma 
that captures the basic conflict between self-interest and collective outcomes. Most of the six 
factors are listed correctly, though one or two may be vaguely defined. The three selected 
factors are described with relevant reasoning, but explanations remain general or somewhat 
superficial. Links between theory and the student’s example are present. The structure is clear 
enough, and the answer demonstrates a satisfactory but not comprehensive understanding of 
how cooperation can be facilitated. 
For a pass (minimum requirement, E), the student provides a basic definition of a social dilemma, 
showing basic understanding of individual versus collective interests. At least four of the six 
factors are mentioned, though definitions may be brief or partly incorrect. The student discusses 
at three of the chosen factors with connection to the example, but explanations are simple and 
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lack theoretical depth. The answer demonstrates minimal but sufficient understanding of what 
influences cooperation, even if reasoning or terminology is weak. 

2. For an A (excellent answer), the student provides two precise definitions of acceptability in the 
context of environmental policies, clearly demonstrating acceptability as a specific type of pro-
environmental behavior in the public sphere (1st definition) and as an attitude towards 
environmental policies with an evaluation of environmental policies with some degree of favor 
or disfavor (2nd definition). The individual policy outcomes are clearly explained from the 
acceptability perspective (Policy measures may be perceived as unacceptable when people expect 
that they will have negative consequences for themselves. In general, the acceptability of 
environmental policies decreases when people expect an infringement on their freedom or if the 
costs for not complying with these policies are too high. The answer uses research and 
referencing appropriately and is well-structured and clearly written.                                                                     
For a C (satisfactory answer), the student provides two adequate definitions of acceptability in 
the context of environmental policies, vaguely demonstrating acceptability as a specific type of 
pro-environmental behavior in the public sphere (1st definition) and as an attitude towards 
environmental policies with an evaluation of environmental policies with some degree of favor 
or disfavor (2nd definition). The individual policy outcomes are adequately explained from the 
acceptability perspective. The answer uses research and referencing appropriately, but is not 
comprehensive and clearly written.                                                                                                                                                            
For an E (pass), the student provides at least one basic definition of acceptability in the context 
of environmental policies. The individual policy outcomes are partially incorrectly explained from 
the acceptability perspective. The answer demonstrates minimal, but sufficient understanding, 
even if reasoning or terminology is weak. 

3. Strong answers (A) discuss two of the following models in detail. Their answer show a clear 
understanding of the model itself, and the concept of validity or reliability in research, integrated 
in their answer.  

 
a) the typology of attitudes (Kellert, 1976)  
Kellert developed a typology which identifies nice different basic attitudes toward wildlife, based 
on interviews and large-scale surveys. This work was quite important for understanding human-
wildlife relationships at that time.  
The typology has been used to describe people’s attitudes and shows the diversity of public 
views on wildlife and wildlife-related issues. 

 
Example of integrating the concept of validity: This typology lacks a theoretical basis, and 
questions about the validity of this work have been raised. Since it is not based on theory, do the 
attitudes explained in this typology really measure what they are intended to measure?  

 
 b) the cognitive hierarchy framework (Fulton, 1996, Manfredo et al. 2008) 
Manfredo and his colleagues developed the cognitive hierarchy framework to show that 
individual behaviour is guided by various cognitions, such as values, value orientations, attitudes 
and norms, behavioural intentions and behaviours toward wildlife. The framework, which is 
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based on theories from social psychology, presents a structured hierarchy of cognitions: values 
(most abstract and most difficult to change), value orientations, attitudes and norms, and 
behavioural intentions (most specific and easiest to change) which are direct antecedents of 
actual behaviour. This framework shows that people’s cognitions exist at different levels.  

 
       Example of integrating the concept of validity: This framework has been based on existing work 

from social psychology. In this way, we might expect that the constructs measure what they 
indented to measure.   

 
c) Wildlife value orientations:  
Researchers such as Malfredo and his colleagues (2009, 2010) have identified two main wildlife 
value orientations: domination (prioritizing human benefit over wildlife) and mutualism (caring 
for wildlife, treating wildlife equally to human beings). A survey consisting of 19 items has been 
developed to measure these orientations and are based on four belief dimensions (e.g. hunting 
beliefs, caring beliefs ,...). Different studies in the field show that wildlife value orientations can 
indeed predict people’s attitudes and behaviours toward wildlife behaviour and wildlife 
management such as wildlife viewing or hunting.  

 
       Example of integrating the concept of reliability: Studies across different countries and cultures 

have demonstrated the reliability of this work. Furthermore, the authors have also expanded 
their work by conducting qualitative research.  

 
       d) Emotions in wildlife research  

All these frameworks do not explicitly include the role of emotions. Given their importance, also 
in the field of wildlife, research on emotions is growing. Emotional responses are shaped by both 
biological factors (e.g., genetics, conditioning) and more general psychological mechanisms such 
as (cultural) learning and personal experiences. 

 
       Example of integrating validity or reliability: Different studies conducted in different settings 
have shown that emotional responses toward wildlife are shaped by both biological and 
psychological processes. Example from the course: One study, conducted in the laboratory with two-
day-old babies, showed the importance of genetics on how we respond to animals, supporting the 
validity of this finding.  
 
      For a C, the student explains two different frameworks with a general understanding and shows a 

basic understanding of the construct of either validity or reliability in research.  
 

      To pass (E), the student explains at least one of the frameworks with a general understanding and 
mentions the construct of either validity or reliability in research 
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Karakterskala som er benyttet  
 
Bokstavkarakter: https://innsida.ntnu.no/wiki/-/wiki/Norsk/Karakterskalaen 
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