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Eventuelle formelle krav
til besvarelsen

Information given and discussed with the students on the first class:
Assignment: intervention project design.

The assignment is the design of an intervention program, it can be done in
groups of two or alone. The students will design a focused psychosocial
intervention program in one of the four areas of the course: community,
environmental, evolutionary, and learning and motivation psychology.

The project should be supported by updated scientific literature, as well as
other primary sources of information (e.g., original artwork, photographs,
media, and social media, speeches, letters, memos, personal narratives,
diaries, interviews, autobiographies, correspondence), and/or relevant
secondary sources of information (interpret or review research works,
histories, biographies, literary criticism, reviews of law and legislation,
political analyses, and commentaries). The goal of including primary or
secondary sources of information is to incorporate the beneficiaries’
perspectives and experiences in a contextually relevant intervention design.

The assignment will include:

e The description of a societal challenge to be addressed by the
intervention, its psychosocial impacts, and how the intervention seeks
to tackle its consequences.

e A clearly defined target population (end-users, or beneficiaries) and
relevant stakeholders, as well as their role in facilitating (or not) a
planned intervention. Beneficiaries and stakeholders should be
located in a specific context where a hypothetic intervention is
designed.

e Strategies to incorporate the beneficiaries’ perspectives and
experiences.

e C(Clear goals and methods of a focalized psychosocial intervention: what
is the intervention about? how could be implemented (steps, skills
needed, etc)?

e Strategies for evaluation (formative, summative, outcome evaluation).
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The sessions in weeks 11 and 18 are designed as workshops, to discuss
project design and to supervise the assignment’s progress. Additionally,
every group/project will schedule an individualized supervision meeting
with the Teaching Assistant Elise Akernes.

Course evaluation

The final assignment is a written text with the design of an intervention
program. The text shall have a length not exceeding 5000 words (not less
than 4000) and shall include: a literature review that supports the definition
of the societal challenge, its consequences and plausible interventions, a
description of the target group (beneficiaries or end-users), goals (and
expected outcomes), detailed description and strategies of intervention,
and evaluation strategies.

Hvordan de ulike
oppgavene i
eksamenssettet er
vektlagt

Sensurveiledning:

SEMESTER ASSIGNMENT AND EVALUATION CRITERIA (Rubric)
Examination: Assignment 100/100. Grade: Letter grades
Assignment description: Intervention project design

The students will design a focused psychosocial intervention program in one of the four areas of the course:
community, environmental, evolutionary, and learning and motivation psychology.

The project should be supported by updated scientific literature. In addition, it could include other primary sources
of information (e.g., original artwork, photographs, media, and social media, etc.), and/or relevant secondary
sources of information (e.g. interpret or review research works, reviews of law and legislation, political analyses,
and commentaries). In line with the course description, in this assignment students are expected to reflect critically
on relevant societal challenges and to show how psychological scientific knowledge can be applied to propose
thorough, accountable, inclusive, and effective solutions.

The assignment can be done in groups of two or alone. The evaluation criteria are the same in both cases, however
deeper descriptions and more or better references are expected in an assignment written by two. The text shall
have a length not exceeding 5000 words, not including the title page, references, and annexes (the minimum
expected length is approx. 20% fewer words, 4000 words). If the assignment is completed in a group of two, it
could include a brief description of the contribution of each member.

Contents and criteria: the written assignment should include:




@ NTNU

Institutt for psykologi

1. Title (clear, concise), and abstract (max. 300 words, clear, well structured).
The description of a societal challenge to be addressed by the intervention, its psychosocial impacts,
and how the intervention seeks to tackle its consequences.

3. A clear description of the target group (end-users, or beneficiaries) and relevant stakeholders, as well
as their role in facilitating (or not) a planned intervention.

4, Strategies to incorporate the beneficiaries’ perspectives and experiences.

5. Clear goals of the intervention, as well as expected outcomes and impacts of the intervention.

6. Clear methods (activities) of implementation or activities: a description of what is the intervention
about; what/how will be developed or implemented.

7. Description of the strategies for evaluation: short-term outcomes and long-term impacts.

8. List of references quoted (APA style).

A.

An excellent
performance
, Clearly
outstanding.

Meets all criteria, including all contents described.

Additionally, the assignment shows scientific rigor, creativity, social relevance, and strategies
for including stakeholders, target groups, and to respond to the specific context described.

Good analysis of the conditions needed for implementation and evaluation.

References: >/= 12, relevant, timely, and accurate. Plagiarism or Al: Not at all

B. Meets all criteria, including all contents.

A very good Title: clear, and concise; abstract: clear and structured.

performance Clear and focused societal challenge, scientific and relevant rationale for the intervention; clear
description of expected outcomes and impacts of the intervention.
Clear description of the beneficiaries (and how their perspective is incorporated), and
stakeholders (and their possible role in the implementation).
Clear goals of the intervention (outcomes and impacts), description of what is the intervention
about (methods of intervention or activities), and how it would be implemented (or adapted if
needed) and evaluated (diverse evaluation levels or types).
References: >/= 12, relevant, timely, and accurate. Plagiarism or Al: Not at all.

C. Includes a clear description of all contents.

A good Title: clear, and concise; abstract: clear and structured.

performance A focused societal challenge, scientific and relevant rationale for the intervention.
Clear description of the beneficiaries and stakeholders.
Clear goals of the intervention, clear outcomes and impacts of the intervention. A good
description of what is the intervention about (methods of intervention or activities), how would
it be implemented and evaluated.
References: >/= 10, relevant, timely, and accurate. Plagiarism or Al: Not at all

D. Includes all contents described.

A satisfactory The title and abstract are somewhat clear.

performance

A broad societal challenge is identified. The goals of the intervention are supported by a
scientific relevant rationale.

Broad description of beneficiaries and stakeholders. And a general description of expected
outcomes and/or impacts of the intervention.
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Relevant but general methods of implementation and/or evaluation. Further development or
adaptation is needed to make them relevant to the context described.

References: >/= 10, relevant. Plagiarism or Al: Not at all

E.

Meets the
minimum
requirement
S

Not all the contents are included in the assignment (incomplete assignment).
Has a title and an abstract but they are not self-explanatory, or/and has not a clear structure.

Unprecise or too broad societal challenge; unprecise description of beneficiaries and/or
stakeholders.

Some goals with some supporting rationale (vague scientific arguments); unclear (not
supported) impact and/or outcomes of the intervention.

Unclear or not relevant methods of implementation or evaluation (not relevant for the
context). Further development or adaptation is needed to make them relevant to the context
described.

References: >/= 10, relevant but general or not relevant for the context.
Plagiarism or Al: Not at all.

Fail

Not all the contents are included in the assignment (incomplete assignment).
Unclear or no title, unclear or no abstract.

Unclear or no societal challenge, or impact, or beneficiaries, or stakeholders of the intervention
described. Unclear or no goals (impacts or outcomes), no rational methods of implementation,
or description of the evaluation process.

Inadequate or incomplete references. Plagiarism or Al (if any).

Karakterskala som er benyttet
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