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Assessment Brief
	Module Title
	Advanced Topics in Skeletal Remains Recovery and Analysis

	Module Code
	FSC-40021

	Assessment Type
	Report
	Assessment Title
	Case Study Report

	Weighting (% of module mark)
	100%

	Assessment Length (word count or equivalent)
	5000 words or equivalent

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

	Format of Submission
	Electronic submission to KLE (Turnitin)

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

	Staff contact details
	Viv Heaton: v.g.heaton@keele.ac.uk
Chris Aris: c.aris@keele.ac.uk
Jamie Pringle: j.k.pringle@keele.ac.uk
Adam Jeffrey: a.j.jeffery@keele.ac.uk
Kris Wisniewski: k.d.wisniewski@keele.ac.uk




Assessment Details: 
For this assessment you will produce a forensic anthropology report for a mock case study that will be submitted to the police for their records. The practical component of the assessment will be conducted both out in the field, as well as in the lab. It will consist of the following: 
· You and the members of your cohort with be provided with intelligence regarding the possible location of a mass grave. Working as a team you will prepare to undertake an excavation at the site of interest. This will involve completing a desk study of the location, assigning roles within the team for fieldwork, and producing a plan for the excavation and recovery process.
· You and your team will then locate and excavate a mass grave using the tools provided. This will involve a full excavation and recovery, using the standard methods discussed in the module. You will be responsible for accurately documenting the process with photographs. You will need to appropriately label and package a variety of evidence from within and around the grave, and you will record offset and baseline measurements in order to produce a scale plan.
· With a lab partner you will then conduct a full analysis of one set of recovered remains and associated artefacts. This will involve you using the tools and techniques discussed in lectures to complete the following tasks:
· Confirm the remains are of forensic importance.
· Lay out the remains and complete a skeletal inventory.
· Photograph and document the remains accordingly.
· Complete a biological profile for the victim including age, sex, ancestry and stature.
· Document and analyse any trauma or pathologies on the remains.
· Calculate a PMI for the victim using an appropriate method.
· Analyse any insect evidence collected with the remains.
· Document any additional evidence or items found with victim and identify which experts should be consulted with.
· You will then write an individual report on your findings, detailing the background to the case, the excavation of the grave and recovery of the victim, the methods used in the lab, your findings, and suggestions for further investigation. The report should include images, annotated diagrams, tables, references and appropriate appendices.

Remember:
· You must demonstrate that you have met the learning outcomes
· As you construct and present your work, consider the assessment criteria

Module Learning Outcomes: 
In this assessment the following module learning outcomes will be assessed:
ILO1: Identify, side and name individual bones and teeth in the human skeleton (intact and fragmented) and the landmarks upon them.
ILO2: Differentiate between human and animal remains using macro and microscopic methods.
ILO3: Critically assess the methods commonly used in forensic anthropology with an appreciation for ethics in the field.
ILO4: Compare the efficacy of traditional methods and virtual analyses of skeletal remains.
ILO5: Diagnose and interpret antemortem conditions and trauma.
ILO6: Make use of associated environmental evidence when processing and interpreting death scenes.
ILO7: Recover and identify insect evidence from a death scene, applying it to casework for time of death estimates.
ILO8: Critically assess and successfully implement appropriate search and recovery methods for buried human remains.



Assessment Criteria:
The report will be marked based on an adapted version of the university’s 24-point scale. The assessment criteria are available at the end of this document. 

Feedback to Students: 
Individual electronic feedback will be provided to you three weeks after deadline. Please note, if you have an extension this may be three weeks after your submission date rather than the original deadline date. To view your marked work after this time, open the original submission link and click on the title of your submitted work. This will open your work in Turnitin and allow you to see any comments and feedback on your submission.

Inclusive Practice: 
This assessment is eligible for the 7-day automatic extension when requested through E-Vision. If you are unable to complete the work due to exceptional circumstances, then you can apply for another assessment opportunity. If this is accepted than you will have an opportunity to complete and submit the work during the summer reassessment period.  
You can structure and present your report in any way you choose, within reason. For example, you can choose to write text or tabulate your results, or you can provide annotated images from the lab analysis and scene recovery to highlight key points to the reader. You can also choose to submit your report in a format that best suits you regarding font, colour, layout etc, as long as it looks professional. 
You will be provided an opportunity to work with a lab partner of your choice. This is to encourage discussion between lab partners during the laboratory session, which will help you determine the most appropriate methods for your case and assist with taking measurements. You are encouraged to bring laptops and tablets to the lab session, as well as any lecture notes or textbooks that may be of help doing the lab analysis. When working out in the field, roles can be shared amongst members of the team (e.g., photography, excavation, mapping, note taking), which will allow you to work to your strengths.
There will be a workshop the week before the assessment. During this session we will provide you with the background and intelligence relating to the case, discuss what to expect out in the field, and what to include in a report. This will also provide you an opportunity to plan with your cohort how you work this case, and whether roles need to be allocated.
If you have a specific learning difficulty identified through Disability Support and Inclusion, you may be entitled to reasonable adjustments of which the module leader will be aware and implement. If you believe that staff could be making reasonable adjustments that are not currently being met to support your learning, please contact the module leader.

Use of Artificial Intelligence (AI):
You can make use of assistive technologies when completing this assignment. For example, 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.
AI tools may also be used for this assessment in terms of helping 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 unique case, uncritical use of AI in these assessments will hinder more than help you.
The 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: 
Your report should include the following sections. Remember that your report is an individual submission. Whilst you will be working as part of a group, and are therefore expected to collect similar data, you should produce and submit your own individual report.

· Title page - with contributing student numbers

· Contents page and glossary 

· Introduction and background to the case – here you will provide the background to the case, as well as identify the people involved (your team and the police personnel involved). If you completed a desk study for your scene, appropriate information from that study should be presented here. 

· Excavation and Recovery – In this section you will report on all the work you conducted in the field. This should include detail regarding the type of scene/environment, weather conditions, entry and exit points, and any signs of animal scavenging and/or human disturbance. You will also need to summarise the methods used to excavate and exhume the remains, as well as the significance of the grave type, and position of the victims within it. You will need to document the process with appropriate images, plus include a scale plan (in an appendix).

· Analysis of the remains – here you will describe what methods you used to analyse the remains in the lab, giving reasons for your methods of choice, and presenting your findings. The analysis of the remains should be split into two parts:
1. Determining the biological profile
· Produce a skeletal inventory of your remains, along with any other artefacts associated with the body.
· Describe the methods used to analyse the remains, stating why you chose that specific method(s) over others available with reference to appropriate literature.
· Estimate the age, sex, stature and ancestry of your victim, making use of diagrams, annotated images and tables to present your results.
· Calculate the PMI using an appropriate method.

2. Analysis of any trauma and pathology
· Photograph and document any trauma and/or pathologies observed on the remains, describing their location in detail with the correct anatomical terminology.
· Provide a detailed analysis of the trauma including, where possible, type of force/weapon, direction of force, number of trauma sites, shape and size of the trauma, presence of any fracture lies or bevelling, sequence.
· Determine the timing of the trauma and provide an explanation.

· Additional Evidence – in this section you will present and discuss any additional evidence you recovered alongside the victim(s). This might be insect evidence, clothing, footwear evidence, soil samples, botany, shell casings or other artefacts.

· Conclusions – present your final biological profile and propose further actions for the police investigation or forensic analysis of remains and associated artifacts 

· Acknowledgements – list any assistance given.

· References – if you have justified approaches by referring to the published literature.

· Appendices – supporting data should be included here.


Whilst there is a level of flexibility in regard to the final biological profile/trauma analysis, it needs to be clear how you reached your conclusions. If the analysis of the remains results in a profile for the victim that is significantly different from the true profile, then this would indicate that there are issues with how you collected and interpretated your data. This will be reflected in your final grade.
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Assessment Criteria
	Classification
	Mark (%) 
	Band
	Criteria 

	1st Class
Exceptional - Excellent 
 
	100
95
90
	Exceptional
	Work that could not be bettered at the undergraduate level.  

	
	85
80
	Outstanding
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:

· In-depth knowledge, rigor, insight and understanding of the subject material.
· Outstanding presentational judgement in terms of creativity, relevance and conciseness.
· Outstanding attention to detail in respect of accuracy.
· Strict adherence to the specified referencing style.
· Outstanding presentation of figures and images, including informative figure legends and annotations.
· Highly detailed documentation of the excavation process making use of a range of techniques and tools.
· Evidence of critical analysis throughout the report, with excellent justification for the methods used and application to the case.
· Correct biological profile and outstanding trauma analysis, suitable for submission to the police.

Work in this category is complete and typically has only a few minor errors/misconceptions and/or omissions.

	
	78
75
72
	Excellent
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:

· In-depth knowledge and understanding of the subject material.
· Covers all the required sections in excellent detail. 
· Shows evidence of background research
· Is able to correctly apply their knowledge to the case presented. 
· Excellent attention to detail in respect of accuracy.
· Strict adherence to the specified referencing style.
· Includes good examples of critical analysis.
· Well written and accessible to non-experts in the field
· Makes excellent use of figures and tables when presenting the results, which are annotated and informative.

Work in this category is typically complete but with a small number of errors/misconceptions and/or omissions, the nature of which suggest the work falls short of ‘outstanding’.

	Upper 2nd Class (2:1)
Very Good- Good

	68
65
62
	Upper
Middle
Lower
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:

· Very good knowledge and understanding of the subject material.
· Covers all the required sections in good detail.
· Shows evidence of some background research.
· Is able to correctly apply their knowledge to the case presented. 
· Very good attention to detail in respect of accuracy.
· Adheres to the specified referencing style.
· Includes examples of critical analysis but is a bit limited in places.
· Good discussion on the methods involved in the excavation, but could have expanded in places.
· Well written and accessible to non-experts in the field in places.
· Very good use of anatomical terminology.
· Makes good use of figures and tables when presenting the results, which are informative, but could be annotated more.

Work in this category is typically largely complete but with some irrelevant material, errors/misconceptions/inconsistencies and/or omissions and/or errors of judgment, the nature and extent of which suggest the work falls short of ‘excellent’.





	Lower 2nd Class (2:2)
Reasonable

	58
55
52
	Upper
Middle
Lower
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:

· Reasonable knowledge and understanding of the subject material but includes some errors or misunderstanding.
· Covers all the required sections, but lacking detail in areas and a bit short.
· Limited evidence of background research. Mostly presents the information provided at the start of the assessment.
· Shows some evidence of being able to apply their knowledge to the case presented but there is evidence of incorrect use of methods or misinterpretation of the data.
· Reasonable attention to detail in respect of accuracy.
· Adheres to the specified referencing style in places, but some errors.
· Lacks critical analysis or justification as to why certain methods were used.
· Hard to follow in places and not always accessible to the non-expert.
· Good use of anatomical terminology, but some errors.
· Reasonable use of figures and tables when presenting the results, but lacks annotation and informative figure legends.
· Has missed some of the evidence or not analyzed it appropriately.

Work in this category is typically incomplete with some significant irrelevant material, errors/misconceptions/inconsistencies and/or omissions and/or errors of judgment, the nature and extent of which suggest the work falls short of
‘good/very good’.


	3rd Class
Pass

	48
45
42
 
	Upper
Middle
Lower
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:

· Limited knowledge and understanding of the subject material, includes errors or misunderstanding.
· Some smaller sections are missing and what is included is quite basic, lacking detail.
· Very limited evidence of background research, presents the information provided at the start in the brief.
· Struggles to apply their knowledge to the case presented but 
· Has collected data using a standard method but hasn’t used the most appropriate method for the case. 
· Has misinterpreted some of the data. 
· Limited attention to detail in respect of accuracy.
· Minimal to zero evidence of critical analysis or justification as to why certain methods were used.
· Has misinterpreted evidence at the scene.
· Inappropriate use of anatomical terminology.
· Limited use of figures and tables when presenting the results but lacks any annotation.
· Attempts to observe the specified referencing style. 

Work in this category is typically incomplete with significant irrelevant content, some major
errors/misconceptions/inconsistencies and/or omissions and/or errors of judgment, the nature and extent of which suggest the work falls short of ‘reasonable’.

	Fail 
	38
35
32
	Fail
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:

· Below threshold knowledge and understanding of the subject material.
· No evidence of background research.
· Sections or components of the biological profile are missing.
· No evidence of critical analysis or justification for the methods used. 
· Limited use of tables and figures, and what has been included is poorly presented.
· Poor use of terminology throughout.
· Limited ability to use information accurately.
· Limited ability to observe the specified referencing style.

Work in this category is typically incomplete with significant irrelevant content, major
errors/misconceptions/inconsistencies and/or omissions and/or errors of judgment, the nature and extent of which suggest the work falls short of ‘pass’.

	Token or No submission

	20
10
5
0
	Token


No Submission
	Unsatisfactory work displaying very limited and superficial knowledge and understanding of the subject material. Work that is typically largely incomplete and/or contains predominantly irrelevant and/or incorrect work.
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