IB Psychology Group Presentation

The purpose of the Quarter Project is to allow candidates to explore topics of their choice related to our final optional theme: The Psychology of Human Relationships. 

Your group will give an in-class presentation summarizing the key points of your research of a specific objective (essay objectives only: although SAQs can be combined with the EQ). The topic can be chosen any objective relevant to our option theme 2.Your grade will be based on two components: 1) Your in-class presentation which should fall between 40-45 minutes in length (24 marks); 2) A portfolio style answer to the objective question to be submitted electronically and in paper form (22 marks). The total project will be worth 46 marks.

Action Research: As an additional component of your paper, your group will conduct action research related to your topic including one qualitative research method (focus group, narrative interview, semi-structured interview). This portion of your project will identify a specific issue that can be investigated at James S. Rickards High School. For your project you will include the following:

1. Research Question

2. Target Population (including specific subgroups)

3. Considerations before, during, and after your interview.

4. Official Transcripts of your Interview

5. Inductive Content Analysis of your transcripts.

6. Formal Write-Up (including a literature review) that presents your interview findings.

7. Account for reflexivity throughout your research process.

Your PowerPoint should be of professional quality. You must also provide your classmates with an outline of your presentation for their notes. 

The goal of your presentation will be to: 

· Effectively answer the objective questions (including research based theories and critical discussion) 
· Infuse research findings from qualitative research (including audio or visual highlights)

· Effectively provide strategies/tools to approach the essay. 

Learning Objectives: The topics below will act as a basis for your research question (objectives can be modified for action research). Students will give a general overview of the topic from below.

Topic 1: Markemia, Alyssa, Jatericka, Pamela
-Distinguish between altruism and prosocial behavior. 

- Examine cross‑cultural differences in prosocial behavior. 
Topic 2: Caitlin, Erin, Wyndham, Kruti
-Examine factors influencing bystanderism. 

-Explain social and cognitive explanations of bystandarism.
Topic 3: Kenstin, Malik,  Reed, Madison
-Examine biological, psychological and social origins of attraction. 
-Explain cultural differences in schemas for attraction. 

Topic 4: Nnanki, Adam, Bria, Diamond
- Discuss the role of communication in maintaining relationships. 

-Explain the role that culture plays in the formation and maintenance of relationships. 
Topic 5: Jayla, Elliot, Kaylee, Kelechi
-Examine gender or cultural differences in relationship formation, maintenance, and display of affection.

- Analyze why relationships may change or end. 
Topic 6: Muhammed, Amanda, Jade, Elizabeth
• Examine sociocultural explanations of the origins of violence. 

• Explain the effects of short‑term and long‑term exposure to violence.
Group Presentation Rubric

 

 OVERALL ORGANIZATION OF PRESENTATION 

	4-5. Excellent ​ Well-structured and presented in a logical sequence (as outlined in your topic guidelines), Presentation was between 15-20 minutes in length. 

	 2-3. Good ​ Mostly structured, precise but parts may be unconnected to the rest of the presentation. Presentation did not meet minimum length requirement.

	 1. Fair ​ Somewhat structured but too much time spent on unimportant material. Disjointed sequence. Presentation did not meet minimum length requirement.

	 0. Poor ​ Unstructured strays from the subject. Much of the presentation out of logical order. Presentation did not meet minimum length requirement.


 

 COMPREHENSIBILITY OF PRESENTATION

	4-5. Excellent ​ Clear and easily understood. Presentation very clear, audience has a clear understanding of topic questions.  

	 2-3. Good ​ Mostly clear but some confusion in the presentation. Presentation showed surface level understanding of topic questions. Presentation moderately clear, audience has a moderate understanding of topic questions.  

	1. Fair ​ Somewhat clear but leaves the listener lost. Presentation is somewhat clear; audience has little understanding of topic questions.  

	 0. Poor ​ Unclear and confusing. Presentation is unclear; audience has no understanding of topic questions.  


 

 OVERALL PRESENTATION 

	4-5. Excellent ​Shows depth of thought.

	 2-3. Good ​ Certain areas show depth of thought.

	 1. Fair ​ Some understanding of subject but little depth.

	 0. Poor ​ Shows no knowledge of topics.


 

 USE AND VARIETY OF PRESENTATION MATERIALS

	4-5. Excellent ​Presentation materials (PowerPoint/videos/etc.) were high quality and useful.

	2-3. Good ​ Most materials (PowerPoint/videos/etc.) were of high quality with some questionable sources. Some variety.

	 1. Fair ​ Some material (PowerPoint’s/videos/etc.) was of high quality.

	 0. Poor ​ No presentation materials, or material that was inadequate or group did not have a visual aid.


 

TEAM COVERAGE OF REQUIRED TOPICS

	5. Excellent Group covered all topic questions from presentation outline. Text and research studies were integrated where relevant and appropriate.

	 4. Good ​ Group covered most topic questions from presentation outline. Text and research studies were moderately integrated where relevant and appropriate.

	 2. Fair ​ Group covered very few topic questions from presentation outline. Very little text and research studies were integrated where relevant and appropriate.

	 1. Poor ​ The team did not present the paper production in such a manner that the audience could follow or understand the research questions.


Total Points _____/25
Grading Rubric –Essay

	Criteria / Target
	Beginner (1)
	Almost Proficient (2)
	Proficient (3-4)
	Expert (5)

	Knowledge & Understanding
	The answer does not reach a standard described by the higher proficiency levels.
	The answer demonstrates limited knowledge and understanding that is of marginal relevance to the question.  Little or no psychological research is used in the response.
	The answer demonstrates limited knowledge and understanding relevant to the question or uses relevant psychological research to limited effect in the response.
	The answer demonstrates detailed, accurate knowledge and understanding relevant to the question, and uses relevant psychological and action research effectively in support of the response.

	Critical Thinking
	The answer does not reach a standard described by the higher  proficiency levels.
	The answer goes beyond description, but evidence of critical thinking is not linked to the requirements of the question.
	The answer offers appropriate but limited evidence of critical thinking or offers evidence of critical thinking that is only implicitly linked to the requirements of the question.
	The answer integrates relevant and explicit evidence of critical thinking in response to the question.

	Communication & Organization
	The answer does not reach a standard described by the higher  proficiency levels.
	The answer is organized or focused on the question.  However, this is not sustained throughout the response.
	The answer is well organized, well developed and focused on the question.  
	The answer is well organized, well developed and focused on the question.


Grading Rubric –SAQ

	Criteria/Target
	Beginner (1)
	Almost Proficient (2)
	Proficient (3-4)
	Expert (5)

	Knowledge & Understanding
	The answer does not reach a standard described by the higher  proficiency levels.
	There is an attempt to answer the question, but knowledge and understanding is limited, often inaccurate, or of marginal relevance to the question.
	The question is partially answered.  Knowledge and understanding is accurate but limited.  Either the command term is not effectively addressed or the response is not sufficiently explicit in answering the question.
	The question is answered in a focused and effective manner and meets the demands of the command term.  The response is supported by appropriate and accurate knowledge and understanding of research. 


