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Assessment Brief
	Module Title
	Environmental and Wildlife Forensics (15 credit)

	Module Code
	FSC-30029

	Assessment Type
	Group Assignment
	Assessment Title
	Group Project

	Weighting (% of module mark)
	50%

	Assessment Length (word count or equivalent)
	Equivalent to 2000 words

	Submission Deadline (date and time)
	See assessment and feedback timetable on the KLE.

	Format of Submission
	Electronically via the KLE

	Feedback Release Date
	Feedback will be released 3 weeks after submission.
See assessment and feedback timetable on the KLE for exact dates.

	Staff contact details
	For any general queries about the assessment please contact Adam Jeffery (a.j.jeffery@keele.ac.uk) as module leader. 




Assessment Details: 
Your report should be the equivalent of 2000 words and should make use of relevant imagery and tables. The content of the report will be based on the research studies undertaken on the campus site. It should include a description of the brief background/rationale of the study, explicit aim(s)/objective(s), the methods used, the results obtained, an interpretation (a critical assessment of results obtained of where object(s) are buried), a discussion contextualising the results and their wider implications, and report conclusions. An abstract not exceeding 150 words should be included in addition to a contents list, glossary, lists of figures/tables. These should precede the main body of the report. Acknowledgements section should be included (where appropriate). A literature reference list should be included at the end, followed by an appendix. High quality figures and tables should be presented throughout, and have comprehensive descriptive captions and have sources cited (where relevant).
You must structure your report using the following key sections and indicative word allocations:

Title page – This should include a title for your report, your student number, and a word count (excluding figure and table captions, reference list, and appendices)
Abstract – This should include sequential sentences on background/rationale, explicit aim/objectives, the main study themselves, and the study implications.
Glossary - This should provide an explanation of technical terms and acronyms
Contents/Figure list/Table lists – This should include relevant page numbers
Introduction/background - This should include explicit aims and objectives, and an overview of the background 
Methodology – You should include in this section a clear description and justification (including any literature sources) of the methods you have used so that the reader can judge quality of research design/data.
Results – Here, you should describe the various results of your study, using figures, graphs, illustrations, and table, as appropriate.
Discussion – This section should relate back to the aims/objectives, discussing the wider implications of the work and how it fits with published literature
Conclusion – You should summarise the key findings or your work, as well as any relevant limitations and potential future research.
Acknowledgements (if appropriate)

Reference List – You should provide a comprehensive list of any references which you have cited in the text. You may use any referencing system but you must be consistent. 
Appendix – You can include an optional appendix to present additional figures or datasets which do not fit into the main report but which still have value. All appendices should be cited in the main text.






The following table is a guide as to how much of your total word count should be devoted to each section.  Please note that this is a guide only, and the total word count of the assessment is 2000 words, not including references, figure/table captions/lists, contents, glossary, acknowledgements, and the document title page.

	Section
	Approximate Word Count Guidance

	Title Page
	Does not count towards the word limit

	Abstract
	~ 150 words

	Glossary
	Does not count towards the word limit

	Contents/Figure list/Table list
	Does not count towards the word limit

	Introduction/Background
	~ 400 words

	Methodology
	~ 400 words

	Results
	~ 400 words

	Discussion
	~ 400 words

	Conclusion
	~ 250 words

	Acknowledgements
	Does not count towards the word limit

	Reference List
	Does not count towards the word limit

	Appendix
	Does not count towards the word limit




Module Learning Outcomes: 
In this assessment the following module learning outcomes will be assessed:
ILO1: Evaluate and apply the methods and procedures used in environmental and forensic wildlife crime scene investigation.
ILO2: Appraise the scale and nature of national and international environment and wildlife crime and its links to other types of serious crime  

Assessment Criteria:
The group report will be marked by the module leader and the module core teaching team according to the attached assessment rubric (see end of document), which has been adapted from the university’s generic marking criteria.
The assessment will be marked using the provided assessment rubric and fitted onto the university 21-point scale. 


Feedback to Students: 
Feedback will be provided by the module leader and will be released three weeks after the deadline (please note, if you have an extension this may be three weeks after your submission date rather than the original deadline date).

Inclusive Practice: 
This assessment is eligible for the 7-day automatic extension when requested through E-Vision.
This assessment has been explicitly designed to be inclusive in several ways:

1. Flexibility - You can form a group of your choosing with any of the other class members and are free to choose what available equipment type you want to assess the site in your practical slot. This gives yourself a greater opportunity to investigate an area that you are most interested in, improving motivation and overall attainment.

2. Adjustments - Students with reasonable adjustments identified through Disability Support and Inclusion are encouraged to discuss these with the module teaching team to identify how the assessment can be completed. If you believe that staff could be making reasonable adjustments that are not currently being met to support your learning, please contact Dr Adam Jeffery as module leader.

3. Assistive technologies - You can make use of assistive technologies such as Grammarly when completing this assignment. Grammarly can be integrated into MS Word and will make suggestions to rephrase sentences that will improve your writing. This can be useful for students with dyslexia or whose first language is not English. You will also need to use Microsoft Excel to manage data.

4. Peer-review marking – To encourage groupwork, 10% of the mark will be the average of your group peer mark (submitted by your peers to evaluate your contribution to the project). 

Use of Artificial Intelligence (AI):
AI tools may be used for this assessment to help you to assemble and summarise sources as part of your own background reading. However, it is very important to exercise your own critical judgement when making use of such outputs and understand their limitations. It is well known that the outputs from large language models such as ChatGPT and Copilot are frequently incorrect, suffer from significant biases and information gaps, and are particularly untrustworthy when directed towards niche areas or subjects which require highly specialised knowledge or language. Given that this assessment requires you to apply your specialist understanding and critical reasoning skills to a niche technical topic, uncritical use of AI in these assessments will hinder more than help you.
The use cases described above are examples of the use of AI to assist you with what is still your own work. If you make use of AI in completing any part of this assessment, please declare this on your work. Please be aware that the use of generative AI to directly write sections of your work without attribution is expressly prohibited by Keele’s academic misconduct Code of Practice (Section 5.1 (m), Using generative artificial intelligence (AI) tools in an assessment to present work as one’s own, without proper attribution, or where explicitly prohibited)."

Academic Misconduct: 
Academic misconduct is doing something that could give you an unfair advantage in an assessment.  It includes, but is not limited to, the following: plagiarism; collusion; contract cheating; cheating in an examination; falsification of data or sources; falsification of official documents or signatures. The University treats academic misconduct very seriously and penalties will be given for proven cases, including termination of studies in serious cases. It is therefore very important that you understand how to prepare and take assessments honestly. In order to assist you with this there are various resources and help available both as part of your programme of study and also centrally. For more information please visit: https://www.keele.ac.uk/students/academiclife/appeals-complaints-conduct/studentacademicconduct/

Academic Skills Support: 
The Academic and Digital Skills team provide a range of additional online resources (e.g., study guides, Sways, Podcasts, workshops etc) to help you with your academic work and assessments. You can find more information here. 

Additional information: 
The marking rubric which will be applied is given below.
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Group Report Marking Criteria
	UG Class
Class
	Mark (%)
	Detailed Criteria

	1st CLASS
 
	90, 95, 100
	An outstanding pass group report, revealing exceptional understanding at Level 6. Shows clear thinking, originality & structure. Excellent summary is provided. Report is excellently introduced (with explicit aim(s)/objective(s)), and methods justified and referenced. Data is outstandingly utilised, processed, synthesised & presented.  Outstanding data processing tables and raw/completed data figures, which are clearly annotated, comprehensive captions and sequentially labelled throughout. Outstanding synthesis of data which is absolutely clear for investigative teams to follow. Outstanding & clear explanatory and justifying text for every numbered section is included. Outstanding in terms of clarity & style of writing, organization (including contents list), & quality of figures, which clearly aid understanding of scientific content presented. Suitable acknowledgements / glossary given. Primary data in Appendix. Completely consistent reference system.

	
	80, 85
	An excellent pass group report, revealing excellent understanding at Level 6. Shows clear thinking, originality & structure. Excellent summary is provided. Report is excellently introduced, and methods justified and referenced. Data is excellently utilised, processed, synthesised & presented.  Excellent data processing tables and raw/completed figures, which are clearly annotated and sequentially labelled throughout. Excellent synthesis of data which is absolutely clear for investigative teams to follow. Excellent and clear explanatory and justifying text for every section is included. Excellent in terms of clarity & style of writing, organization, & quality of figures, which clearly aid the understanding of the scientific content presented. Acknowledgements given. Primary data in Appendix. Completely consistent reference system.

	
	72, 75, 78
	A very good pass group report with all or nearly all aspects as described above. Shows many cases of clear thinking, originality & structure as above, but could have been clear throughout. Very good summary is provided. Data is well utilised, processed, synthesised & presented. Some errors or issues. Very good synthesis of data which is clear for investigative teams to follow. Very good presentation as above, but there may be areas where these could have been better implemented to aid understanding. Acknowledgements/glossary given. Primary data in Appendix. Very good use of reference system style with some minor mistakes.

	UPPER 2nd CLASS (2:1)

	62, 65, 68
	A good pass group report with all or nearly all aspects described above. Shows many cases of clear thinking, originality & structure as above, but these could have been more clear in places. Good summary is provided. Data is utilised, processed, synthesised & presented. Good synthesis of data which is clear for investigative teams to follow. Good presentation as above with some minor errors or issues. Acknowledgements/glossary not given. Primary data in Appendix. Good use of reference system with a few minor mistakes.

	LOWER 2nd CLASS (2:2)

	52, 55, 58
	A satisfactory pass group report in all or nearly all aspects described above with some minor errors or omissions. Data is utilised, processed, synthesised & presented but less concise, & may be repetitive or irrelevant in places, with signs of understanding at a somewhat superficial level. Satisfactory summary is provided. Satisfactory synthesis of data which is clear for investigative teams to follow. Satisfactory presentation as above, but these could have been better implemented to aid understanding.  Acknowledgements/glossary not given. Primary data in Appendix. Satisfactory use of reference system with mistakes & errors.

	3rd CLASS

	42, 45, 48
	A basic pass group report in many of the aspects described above, with major errors &/or omissions. Summary is provided. Data is poorly utilised, processed, synthesised & presented. The clarity/style of report, including figures is inadequate. Basic synthesis of data which is just about usable for investigative teams to follow. Key figures are either missing or incorrect, or do not aid understanding.  Acknowledgements/glossary not given. Primary data in Appendix included. Unsatisfactory use of reference system -many major mistakes & errors.

	FAIL

	38, 35, 32
	A flawed fail group report in many or most of the aspects described above. Summary not provided. Data is flawed utilised, processed, synthesised & presented. Understanding in many or most key areas &/or the demonstration of effective presentation in terms of clarity/style may be inadequate but shows some evidence of an elementary grasp of issues. Data is not synthesized and not clear for investigative teams to follow. Acknowledgements / glossary not given. No primary data in Appendix. Flawed use of reference system with serious mistakes & errors.

	
	20, 10, 5
	A seriously flawed low fail group report in most of the aspects described above, without any significant evidence of understanding of the subject area & many irrelevant data used. Summary not provided. The demonstration of effective presentation is wholly inadequate.  Acknowledgements/glossary not given. No primary data in Appendix. Seriously flawed reference system with many serious mistakes & errors.

	
	0
	No submission, irrelevant and/or entirely incorrect work.
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