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Eventuelle formelle krav
til besvarelsen

Assignment: Intervention project design

The assignment is the design of an intervention project in groups of two students.
The students will design a focused psychosocial intervention project 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:

eGoals and justification: The description of a societal challenge to be addressed by
the intervention, its psychosocial impacts, and how the intervention seeks to tackle
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its consequences (i.e. literature review). Location: a specific context where a
hypothetic intervention is designed.

e Target groups: A clearly defined target population (end-users, or beneficiaries)
and relevant stakeholders, as well as their role in facilitating (or not) a planned
intervention. Strategies to incorporate the beneficiaries’ perspectives and
experiences.

e Psychosocial Intervention in Logic Model design (outputs, outcomes, impacts,
etc.). Strategies and/or methods of a focalized psychosocial intervention: what is
the intervention about? how could it be implemented (steps, skills needed, etc)?

eEvaluation methods: design of evaluation strategies (formative, summative,
outcome evaluation).

Structure of the document:
Title and Abstract
Literature Review

Clear justification of the project and specific intervention. Synthesis of
scientific literature and the relevant psychosocial interventions that give
support to the project. Identification (description, based on cited literature)
of end-beneficiaries and key stakeholders.

Project Design

Logic Model design: Goal or Vision; Impact/Outcomes (long, medium,
short-term); description of activities and procedures.
Evaluation System.

References (Appendixes)

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

Obligatoriske aktiviteter: 80% obligatorisk oppmgte
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Oppgavetekst:

Assignment text English

The semester 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, stakeholders involved). The goals (and
expected outputs, outcomes and impact), detailed description and strategies of intervention, and
evaluation strategies shall be present in a Logic Model.

Structure of the document:

o Title and Abstract

o Literature Review: Clear justification of the project and specific intervention. Synthesis of
scientific literature and the relevant psychosocial interventions that give support to the project.
Identification (description, based on cited literature) of end-beneficiaries and key stakeholders.

o Project Design: Logic Model design: Goal or Vision; Impact/Outcomes (long, medium, short-
term); description of activities and procedures.

Evaluation System.

. References (Appendixes)

Oppgavetekst (norsk)

Semesteroppgaven er en skriftlig tekst som innebaerer utforming av et intervensjonsprogram. Teksten
skal ha en lengde pa mellom 4000 og 5000 ord, og skal inneholde: en litteraturgjennomgang som
underbygger definisjonen av den samfunnsmessige utfordringen, dens konsekvenser og plausible
intervensjoner, en beskrivelse av malgruppen (sluttbrukere eller mottakere, samt involverte
interessenter). Mal (og forventede resultater, effekter og pavirkning), en detaljert beskrivelse av
intervensjonen og tilhgrende strategier, samt evalueringsstrategier, skal presenteres i en logisk modell.
Struktur for dokumentet:

. Tittel og sammendrag

. Litteraturgjennomgang: Begrunnelse for prosjektet og den spesifikke intervensjonen. En syntese
av vitenskapelig litteratur og relevante psykososiale intervensjoner som stgtter prosjektet.
Identifikasjon (beskrivelse, basert pa sitert litteratur) av sluttmottakere og sentrale interessenter.

. Prosjektutforming: logisk modell: mal eller visjon; effekter/resultater (lang-, mellom- og
kortsiktige); beskrivelse av aktiviteter og prosedyrer.

Evalueringssystem

. Referanser (vedlegg)
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Sensurveiledning:
Rubric for grading

A

An excellent
performance,
clearly
outstanding.

Meets all criteria, including all contents described (marked with *).

Title: clear, concise; abstract: well structured.
The assignment shows scientific rigor, creativity, social relevance. Well supported description
of stakeholders and target groups, and strategies to include them.

Clear and focused societal challenge, scientific and relevant rationale for the intervention.

The logic model is very clear, coherent, and comprehensive. It demonstrates a deep
understanding of the problem, with strong alignment between needs, goals, inputs, activities,
outputs, and intended short-, medium-, and long-term outcomes. Assumptions and contextual
factors are well-articulated. Comprehensive evaluation system (complex, integrated).

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

B. Meets all criteria, including all contents.

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

performance Clear and focused societal challenge, scientific and relevant rationale for the intervention and
strategies for including stakeholders and target groups.
The logic model is clear and well-structured, with good alignment between components. There
is evidence of thoughtful planning and a good understanding of logic model principles. Minor
weaknesses may exist in depth or detail, but the model is functional and complete.
Good evaluation system (varied 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; abstract: complete.

performance A focused societal challenge; basic scientific support for the intervention. General description
of the beneficiaries and stakeholders.
The logic model shows a basic understanding of the methodology. Core components are
present, but some connections may be vague or underdeveloped. Limited reflection on
assumptions or contextual factors. May require clarification or further development to be fully
usable.
Complete basic evaluation system (summative evaluation).
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
scientific evidence, but it is very limited. Broad description of beneficiaries and stakeholders
(weak evidence).

The logic model is complete but contains gaps. Some components are unclear, or misaligned.
The overall logic of the intervention is difficult to follow (disconnected elements), or an
intended intervention may need further development or adaptation to make them relevant to
the context described.

A basic evaluation system (summative evaluation) is described but may lack connection.

References: >/= 10, relevant. Plagiarism or Al: Not at all
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E. Not all the contents are included in the assignment (incomplete assighnment).
Sufficient Has a title and an abstract but they are not self-explanatory, or/and has not a clear structure.
Meets the

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

minimum o . .
stakeholders. Vague scientific arguments are related to the goals of the intervention.

requirements
The logic model is seriously flawed, with most components either missing or incorrectly

applied. There is little internal consistency or logic, and it reflects a minimal understanding of
the methodology. The model is not viable for intervention planning without major revisions.
A basic evaluation system is incomplete or incoherent.

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

F. Not all the contents are included in the assignment (incomplete assighment).
Fail 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.

The logic model is incomplete or absent. It shows no meaningful understanding of the logic
model approach. Not usable for any planning purposes.

Evaluation system: absent, incomplete or incoherent.

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

Karakterskala som er benyttet

Bokstavkarakter: https://innsida.ntnu.no/wiki/-/wiki/Norsk/Karakterskalaen
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