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Assessment Details: 
 

This is a case study for the assignment of the Disability, chronic illness and 
neurodivergence in the contemporary society module. Students are asked to create 

an artefact and a critical commentary. Students can choose the exact assessment 
topic for the artefact and commentary as well as the submission format, which is an 
artefact of any kind plus either a written essay or a recorded presentation. 

 
The assessment is for Level 5 and Level 6, so students at both levels do the same 

assessment, but have different assessment criteria to account for the Year 2 and 
Year 3 studies. 
 

a. Instructions for completing the assessment 
 

Artefact and critical commentary 
 
What is the task?  

The overall task is to engage with representation and models of disability, and 
how different disciplinary or theoretical lenses shape understanding of 

disabilities, chronic illnesses and/or neurodivergence.  
 
What do I have to do?  

For this assignment you are required to...  
...create an artefact that represents a concept or experience explored in the 

module  
...justify, explain and - using relevant literature - critically explore your artefact in 
the commentary 

 ...evaluate the strengths, benefits as well as challenges and limitations of the 
artefact and your chosen viewpoint.  

 
What does an "artefact" look like?  
An artefact can be anything you would like it to be. For some people, this may be 

curated objects; for others, this may be a collage, painting, drawing, sketch or 
photograph; for others, still, this may be a poem, fictionalised account, 

autoethnographic extract; for others, this may be something you have baked, or 
something you have sewn or knitted. You can be as creative as you would like 
with this. 

 
How do you judge the quality of the artefact?  

We are not looking at the aesthetics of an artefact. If you are drawing a circle, 
and it is a wonky circle instead of a beautifully drawn one, that does not matter, 
as long as you are able to explain in your commentary what you are trying to 

achieve. Maybe the wonky circle is wonky for a reason? Maybe not? The quality 
of the artefact really hinges on the quality of the commentary.  

 
What is the exact title of the assignment?  
There is not one exact title. You may want to use two titles - one for your artefact, 

and another for the commentary. You have the freedom to create a title for your 
artefact and your commentary.  

 



 
What is the purpose of the critical commentary?  

The critical commentary is your opportunity to engage with the module concepts 
and readings and any other readings that go beyond the module but are related 

to Disabilities, Chronic Illnesses and Neurodivergence in Contemporary Society. 
The critical commentary is your opportunity to critically explore your artefact and 
to evaluate the strengths, benefits as well as challenges and limitations of the 

artefact and your chosen viewpoint.  
 

How long is the critical commentary?  
2000 words +/- 10%. or 10 mins pre-recorded presentation  
 

b. Marking rubric 
 
Level 5 

 



Level 6 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

c. Teaching materials 

 
Ellis, C., Adams, T. E., & Bochner, A. P. (2011). Autoethnography: an overview. 
Historical social research/Historische Sozialforschung, 273-290. 



 
Spry, T. (2018). Autoethnography and the other: Performative embodiment 

and a bid for utopia. The Sage handbook of qualitative research, 627-649. 
 

Snyder, S. L., & Mitchell, D. T. (2008). “How do we get all these Disabilities in 
here?”: Disability Film Festivals and the Politics of Atypicality. Canadian 
Journal of Film Studies, 17(1), 11-29. 

 
Langton, M. (1994). Aboriginal art and film: The politics of representation. 

Race & class, 35(4), 89-106. 
 
 

 
d. Other links or pertinent information 

 
UCL Micro CPD: 
https://www.ucl.ac.uk/teaching-learning/case-studies/2022/dec/assessments-

letting-students-choose 
 

Digital Assessment at UCL: 
https://reflect.ucl.ac.uk/digital-assessment/2023/01/09/letting-students-decide-
on-their-assessments/ 

 
Chapter: Assessments: letting students decide. 

Brown, N., Morea-Ghergu, D. & Onwuka, N. (2020). Assessments: letting 
students decide. In: 
Mawani, S., & Mukadam, A. (eds). Student Empowerment in Higher 

Education: Reflecting on 
Teaching Practice and Learner Engagement. Vol. 2. Berlin: Logos Verlag. 

487-498. 
https://www.nicole-brown.co.uk/assessments/ 
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