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Coursework 1: Community-Based Group Presentation
	Module Name and Code
	Critical Thinking and Citizenship (3ACHE012C)

	CW weighting
	60%

	Lecturer setting the task with contact details and office hours
	Shahzaib Ahmed Khan, ext. 648, ksahmed@wiut.uz
Alisher Kosimov, ext. 828, al.kosimov@wiut.uz

	Submission Deadline
	TBA on Teaching Calendar

	Results date and type of feedback
	Oral
Date: TBC

	The CW checks the following learning outcomes:

	1. Demonstrate a basic comprehensive awareness of local and global issues.
2. Develop basic reasoning and argumentation skills.
3. Apply basic problem-solving skills, individually and as a group, to social, economic and environmental issues.
5. Apply digital literacy and academic study skills to manage, organize and communicate information.




Task:
In groups of 3-4 students, prepare and deliver a 15-28 minute in-class presentation (5-7 minutes per person) on a community problem and proposed solution.
To complete the task, follow the guidelines below:
1.	You will be formed into groups of 3-4 students by the Module Leaders.
2.	Identify a specific, observable problem affecting your community. Your community might be a mahalla or neighborhood, a school or university campus, a district or city area or a specific community group (e.g., elderly residents, working parents, students, etc).
The problems should relate to one or several of the following Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) (but not limited to):
1
SDG 1 - No Poverty
SDG 2 - Zero Hunger
SDG 4 - Quality Education
SDG 6 - Clean Water and Sanitation
SDG 7 - Affordable and Clean Energy
SDG 11- Sustainable Cities and Communities
SDG 12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
SDG 16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
3.	Develop a clear problem statement and explain why you have chosen this problem.
4.	Identify root causes of the problem, using relevant reliable sources.
5.	Conduct 3-4 interviews with representatives of the community and provide evidence of interviews (signed consent forms, interview recordings, notes).
6.	Analyze the interview responses to identify recurring themes and patterns.
7.	Develop success criteria based on the analysis of interviews and brainstorm potential solutions.
8.	Support your potential solutions with evidence from credible and relevant sources to clearly demonstrate their effectiveness.
9.	Choose the most suitable solution using an appropriate evaluation tool (e.g., Selection Matrix) and explain your choice.
10.	Present your findings of your community-based group presentation in-class in a slot allocated to you by your lecturer.
11.	Be prepared to answer questions after your presentation. 
12.	Fill in the Peer Evaluation Questionnaire (10%) on the Module Page of Critical Thinking and Citizenship.
You will be assessed for the following components:
	70% Shared Mark (shared by all members):
· Problem identification
· Rationale
· Interviewing Stakeholder/Secondary Research
· Solution development and justification
· Research quality and depth 
· Solution design 
· Overall presentation organization and content
30% Individual Mark:
· Clarity of the presentation
· Use of digital sources
· Quality of your individual contribution to the group work (i.e. peer evaluation)
· Referencing


Submission Requirements:
Only one person from the group is required to make a submission on the Intranet. Within one PDF/Doc File, submit the following to the intranet:
· Reference List for your CW1 using Westminster Harvard Referencing 
· Appendices (AI tools used with chatlogs attached).
· Scan of Consent Forms.
Note: You are allowed to use Generative AI to support you in your problem-solving (illustrations, finding sources, checking grammar) but all use must be ethical. Plagiarism will not be tolerated; hence you should reference all the usage of Generative AI.
Assessment Criteria
	Learning Outcome
	Mark Band
	Description

	LO1. Demonstrate a basic comprehensive awareness of local and global issues. 
(30% - Shared)
	80+
	· You outstandingly formulated the problem statement (you clearly understood the problem and identified all its criteria/elements) and clearly highlighted the importance of the chosen problem (provided a strong rationale).
· You made outstanding and meaningful connections to relevant SDGs, showing awareness of global frameworks.
· You demonstrated outstanding understanding of multiple perspectives, including stakeholders with differing needs or experiences.
· Your engagement with the community was highly rigorous, with interviews that were thoughtful, thorough and insightful.

	
	70-79
	· You strongly formulated the problem statement (you clearly understood the problem and identified most criteria/elements) and clearly highlighted the importance of the chosen problem (provided a solid rationale).
· You made strong and meaningful connections to relevant SDGs, showing good awareness of global frameworks.
· You demonstrated a strong understanding of multiple perspectives, including stakeholders with differing needs or experiences.
· Your engagement with the community was thorough, with interviews that were detailed and thoughtful.

	
	60-69
	· You clearly formulated the problem statement (you understood the problem and identified several criteria/elements) and explained the importance of the chosen problem (the rationale was clear but not fully developed).
· You made clear connections to relevant SDGs, showing reasonable awareness of global frameworks.
· You demonstrated a clear understanding of multiple perspectives, though with some gaps.
· Your community engagement was sound, with interviews that were useful but not deeply insightful.

	
	50-59
	· You briefly outlined the problem statement (you showed understanding of some criteria/elements) and provided a somewhat clear and modest explanation of the problem’s importance.
· You made some general and partly developed connections to relevant SDGs, though they were moderately clear. 
· You demonstrated some limited understanding of multiple perspectives, though with noticeable omissions.
· Your engagement with the community was adequate, with interviews that were functional but limited in depth.

	
	40-49
	· You partially formulated the problem statement (you showed some understanding of the problem but did not identify all criteria/elements) and gave a limited explanation of the importance of the chosen problem.
· You made basic connections to relevant SDGs, showing limited awareness of global frameworks.
· You showed a basic understanding of multiple perspectives, but coverage was incomplete.
· Your engagement with the community was minimal, with interviews that were simple and only partially insightful.

	
	30-39
	· You attempted to formulate the problem statement, but understanding was unclear or incomplete, and key criteria/elements were missing.
· You made very limited or unclear connections to relevant SDGs.
· You showed minimal awareness of different perspectives, with significant gaps.
· Your community engagement was weak, with interviews that were brief, unclear, or lacking relevance.

	
	0-29
	· You did not formulate a clear problem statement, showing little to no understanding of the issue.
· You did not make meaningful connections to SDGs or global frameworks.
· You showed little to no understanding of stakeholder perspectives.
· Your community engagement was absent or insufficient, with no usable interview data.


	LO2. Develop basic reasoning and argumentation skills.

and

LO3. Apply basic problem-solving, individually and as a group, to social, economic and environmental issues.

(40% - Shared)
	80+
	· You demonstrated outstanding identification of root causes, showing strong analytical depth with the appropriate tool.
· Your solutions were innovative, fully tailored, and strongly grounded in evidence with the appropriate tool.
· You formulated outstanding success criteria with the appropriate tool, fully aligned to findings from interviews and research.
· You applied an evaluation tool with exceptional insight, demonstrating clarity and precision in comparing solutions.
· You provided outstanding justification for the chosen best solution.
· Your work demonstrated exceptional critical thinking, showing full command of the methodology.

	
	70-79
	· You clearly identified root causes, showing strong analytical depth with the appropriate tool.
· Your solutions were well-developed, tailored, and strongly grounded in evidence.
· You formulated clear success criteria with the appropriate tool, aligned to findings from interviews and research.
· You applied an evaluation tool effectively, demonstrating good clarity in comparing solutions.
· You provided a strong justification for the chosen best solution.
· Your work demonstrated strong critical thinking, showing confident use of the methodology.

	
	60-69
	· You identified root causes with reasonable depth, though some aspects lacked detail.
· Your solutions were useful and relevant, with moderate grounding in evidence.
· You formulated adequate success criteria, though some alignment with research or interviews was missing.
· You applied an evaluation tool competently, showing general understanding.
· You provided a reasonable justification for the chosen solution.
· Your work showed clear critical thinking, though with some inconsistency.


	
	50-59
	· You briefly outlined root causes, though analysis was partial or lacked depth.
· Your solutions were simple yet reasonably relevant and somewhat grounded in evidence.
· You outlined partially appropriate success criteria, though they were not fully aligned with findings.
· You attempted to use an evaluation tool with some limited success, but clarity was noticeably limited.
· You justified the chosen solution at a somewhat clear and modest level.
· Your work showed emerging critical thinking, though not fully consistent.

	
	40-49
	· You identified root causes at a basic level, but the analysis lacked depth and the tool was used only partially effectively.
· Your solutions were simple, not fully tailored, and only partly grounded in evidence.
· You outlined basic success criteria, but they were not fully aligned to findings.
· You attempted to apply an evaluation tool, but showed limited insight.
· You gave a basic justification for the chosen solution.
· Your work showed limited critical thinking, with partial command of the methodology.

	
	30-39
	· You attempted to identify root causes, but the analysis was unclear or incorrect, with weak use of tools.
· Your solutions were underdeveloped and not supported by evidence.
· Your success criteria were incomplete or irrelevant.
· Your use of the evaluation tool was incorrect or unclear.
· Your justification for the chosen solution was minimal or unsupported.
· Your work demonstrated very limited critical thinking.

	
	0-29
	· You did not identify root causes in a meaningful way.
· Your solutions were inappropriate, missing, or unrelated to the problem.
· You did not provide success criteria.
· You did not apply an evaluation tool.
· You did not justify any solution.
· Your work showed no evidence of critical thinking or methodology.

	LO5. Apply digital literacy and academic study skills to manage, organize and communicate information. 
(30% - Individual)
	80+
	· You used highly reliable and credible sources with outstanding academic integrity, accurately applying Westminster Harvard referencing (in-text citations and reference list).
· You used digital tools to an outstanding standard, significantly enhancing clarity and communication.
· Your presentation was highly confident, clear, and professional, fully within the time limit.
· You responded to questions with excellent depth and insight.
· Peer feedback shows outstanding teamwork, with a clear record of leading, contributing, and supporting group progress.
· You demonstrated outstanding academic and ethical conduct, including appropriate AI disclosure.

	
	70-79
	· You used highly reliable and credible sources with strong academic integrity and accurate referencing (in-text citations and reference list).
· You used digital tools to a strong standard, enhancing clarity and communication.
· Your presentation was confident, clear, and well-organized, fully within the time limit.
· You responded to questions with strong depth and insight.
· Peer feedback shows strong teamwork, with clear evidence of consistent contribution.
· You demonstrated strong academic and ethical conduct.

	
	60-69
	· You used credible sources with mostly accurate referencing (in-text citations and reference list).
· You used digital tools competently, supporting communication.
· Your presentation was clear and organized, with minor issues in confidence or timing.
· Your responses to questions were clear, with some depth.
· Peer feedback shows good participation in teamwork.
· You demonstrated good academic conduct, with small errors.

	
	50-59
	· You used acceptable sources, though referencing had some inconsistencies (in-text citations and reference list).
· You used digital tools to a functional and moderately effective but functional standard.
· Your presentation was generally clear, though with noticeable issues in confidence or structure.
· Your responses to questions showed modest and somewhat limited understanding.
· Peer feedback shows adequate contribution to teamwork.
· You demonstrated adequate academic conduct, with minor concerns.

	
	40-49
	· You used some acceptable sources, but referencing was inconsistent (in-text citations and reference list).
· You used digital tools to a basic standard.
· Your presentation was adequately delivered, but lacked confidence or strong organization.
· Your responses to questions showed some basic understanding.
· Peer feedback shows uneven teamwork, with some participation.
· You demonstrated basic academic conduct, with room for improvement.

	
	30-39
	· You used few or weak sources, with multiple referencing issues (in-text citations and reference list).
· You used digital tools minimally, with limited effectiveness.
· Your presentation was unclear or disorganized, and timing was poorly managed.
· Your responses to questions showed limited understanding.
· Peer feedback shows limited contribution to teamwork.
· You demonstrated weak academic conduct, with notable issues.

	
	0-29
	· You used little to no acceptable sources, with incorrect or absent referencing (in-text citations and reference list).
· You used digital tools poorly or not at all.
· Your presentation was unclear, incomplete, or missing.
· You could not respond effectively to questions.
· Peer feedback shows no meaningful teamwork.
· You demonstrated inadequate academic conduct.



NB Approach your ML(s) in case of any queries. 
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