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Description automatically generated]Assessment Brief 2025-2026 
	Module Title 
	Major Scene Investigation – From Crime to Trial 

	Module Code 
	FSC-40039 

	Assessment Type 
	​​Report​ 

	Assessment Title 
	Evaluative Court Report 

	Weighting (% of module mark) 
	60% 

	Assessment Length (word count or equivalent) 
	2000 

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

	Format of Submission 
	Turnitin Dropbox 

	Type of GenAI Use Permitted in Assessment 
	GenAI-assisted editing and proof reading.  

	Feedback Release Date 
[please ensure that this aligns with the requirements of Section 9 of the Assessment and Feedback Code of Practice.  
	​​See Assessment and feedback timetable on the KLE​ 

	Staff contact details 
	George Handley  
g.e.handley@keele.ac.uk 
 


 
Assessment Details:  
You are required to attend and excavate a ‘Fire Scene’, located on campus.  Whilst working in a small group you will formulate a forensic strategy and risk assessment to enable you to excavate the fire scene and recover relevant forensic exhibits. Any recovered forensic exhibits should help to drive the investigation forward to identify a cause of the fire, identify suspects or eliminate individuals. You will later, further examine relevant recovered exhibits of your choice, in the laboratory, to provide a more in-depth detail to the investigation.  Upon completion of the examinations, you will write an evaluative court report to present all your findings, which will be used as evidence in your cross court oral presentation.    
An evaluative statement template will be provided on the KLE – this offers structure and guidance.   
 
 
Module Learning Outcomes:  
In this assessment the following module learning outcomes will be assessed: 
ILO1: Describe and critically evaluate the role of the crime scene and the court within the forensic process, including much of which is at, or informed by, the forefront of the discipline  
 
ILO2: deal with complex issues both systematically and creatively, make sound judgements in the absence of complete data, and communicate conclusions clearly to professional and non-specialist audiences   
 
ILO3: describe and critically evaluate how established techniques of research and enquiry are used to interpret knowledge in the forensic-legal process  
 
ILO4:  evaluate critically current scholarship in the forensic-legal process by applying conceptual knowledge and methodologies  
 
Assessment Criteria: 
Adapted from: Generic Assessment Criteria - Level 7 - June 2023.pdf (keele.ac.uk)  
	Descriptor  
	Detailed descriptor  
	Position in band  
	Mark  
	  

	  
  
  
Exceptional  
  
	Work that could not be improved upon at taught postgraduate level.   
	  
Top  
  
	  
100  
	DISTINCTION  

	
	“Outstanding” but strongly underpinned by independent thought and strong critical appreciation of the topic. No improvement could reasonably be expected at this level.  
  
	  
Middle  
	  
95  
  
	

	
	
	Lower  
	90  
	

	  
  
  
Outstanding  
  
  
  
  
  
Outstanding  
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:   
  
· An outstanding in-depth knowledge, rigor, insight and understanding of the subject material and presented scenario.   
· Procedural steps for the forensic examination of the fire scene and subsequent analytical processes 
· Outstanding procedures for the documentation, packaging and handling of forensic exhibits 
· Outstanding demonstration of the use of ISO standards used within the forensic examination.  
· Outstanding clarity & style of writing and organisation.    
   
Work in this category is complete and typically has only a few minor errors/misconceptions and/or omissions.   
  
	  
  
  
  
Middle  
	  
  
  
  
85  
  
  
  
	

	
	
	  
  
  
  
Lower  
	  
  
  
  
80  
	  

	  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Excellent  
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:   
· In-depth knowledge, rigor, insight and understanding of the subject material and presented scenario.   
· Procedural steps for the forensic examination of the fire scene and subsequent analytical processes  are considered excellent.   
· Excellent procedures for the documentation, packaging and handling protocols.   
· Excellent demonstration of the use of ISO standards used within the forensic examination but contains minor errors.  
· Excellent clarity & style of writing and organisation.    
  
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  
	  
  
78  
  
  
	DISTINCTION  

	
	
	  
  
Middle  
  
  
	  
  
75  
	

	
	
	  
  
Lower  
	  
  
72  
	

	  
	Work that is typically characterized by evidence of:   
  
· Very good knowledge, rigor, insight and understanding of the subject material and presented scenario.   
· Procedural steps for the forensic examination of the fire scene  and subsequent analytical processes are considered very good.   
· Very good procedures for the documentation, packaging and handling protocols.  
· Very good demonstration of the use of ISO standards used within the forensic examination but contains either errors or is missing minor details.  
· Very good clarity & style of writing and organisation.    
   
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’.   
  
	  
  
  
Upper  
	  
  
  
68  
  
  
  
	MERIT  

	Good/Very Good  
	
	  
  
  
Middle  
	  
  
  
65  
  
  
  
	

	  
	
	Lower  
	62  
	

	  
	Work that is typically characterized by evidence of:   
  
· Reasonable knowledge, rigor, insight and understanding of the subject material and presented scenario.   
· Procedural steps for the forensic examination of the fire scene/analytical processes are considered reasonable.   
· Reasonable procedures for the documentation, packaging and handling protocols.  
· Reasonable attempt at the demonstration of the use of ISO standards used within the forensic examination but one which either contains errors or missing details, or is lacking precision.   
· Reasonable clarity & style of writing and organisation.    
  
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’.   
  
	  
  
Upper  
	  
  
58  
  
  
	PASS  

	Reasonable  
	
	  
  
Middle  
  
  
	  
  
55  
  
  
  
	

	  
	
	  
  
Lower  
	  
  
52  
	

	  
	Work that is typically characterised by evidence of:   
  
· Threshold knowledge and understanding of the subject material.   
· Procedural steps for the forensic examination of the fire scene and subsequent analytical processes are considered adequate.   
· Adequate procedures for the documentation, packaging and handling protocols.  
· Threshold attempt at the demonstration of the use of ISO standards used within the forensic examination but one which either lacks significant details or contains major errors.  
· Limited clarity & style of writing and organisation.    
   
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’  
  
	  
  
  
Upper  
	  
  
  
48  
  
  
  
	FAIL  

	Fail   
(Some reasonable elements but needs improvements before meeting pass threshold at PGT level)  
	
	  
  
  
Middle  
	  
  
  
45  
  
  
  
  
	

	  
	
	  
  
  
  
Lower  
  
  
	  
  
  
  
42  
  
  
	

	  
	Work that is typically characterized by evidence of:   
· Below threshold knowledge and understanding of the subject material.   
· Procedural steps for the forensic examination of the fire scene and subsequent analytical processes are considered below adequate.   
· Below-adequate procedures for the documentation, packaging and handling protocols.  
· Inadequate attempt at the demonstration of the use of ISO standards used within the forensic examination, which contains superficial detail and content.  
· Below-adequate clarity & style of writing, organisation.   
  
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’.   
  
	  
  
  
  
Upper  
  
  
	  
  
  
  
38  
  
  
	FAIL  

	Fail   
(Needs significant improvement before meeting pass threshold)  
	
	  
  
Middle  
	  
  
35  
  
  
	

	  
	
	  
  
Lower  
	  
  
32  
	

	Token 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.   
	  
	  
  
20,10,5  
	  

	No Submission  
	  
	0  
	  


  
  
 
Feedback to Students:  
As this evaluative Report will be used in your final Oral Cross Court Presentation - Marks for this assessment cannot be released until both assessments are complete. Marks will be released on Turnitin, on your original submission. Reports will be marked and agreed by two staff members. Feedback will be available from Clare Smith upon request, either by email or in person. 
Inclusive Practice:  
The purpose of this assessment is designed to provide you with experience and training that is recognised by the Chartered Society of Forensic Science (CSFS) the educational professional body for forensic science institutions. The CSFS expects graduates to be able to demonstrate effectively working as part of an investigative team.  To ensure inclusive practice the following have been considered in the design of this assessment:   
 
1. Flexibility – Individual choice of the role you will fulfil during your own group working practical activities, to support each other.  Collaboration within your group to decide which testing process would be more suitable to identify or eliminate individuals. Allowing for open discussion and support throughout.   
2. Facilitating Group Work – Linked practical activities allowing for interactive teaching and support, collaboration with group working whilst managing tasks and communicating with others.    
3. Individuality/Leadership – Allows for individual leadership within allocated roles, improving confidence and group working skills. Completion of statement should be individual work, using data collected throughout the sessions.   
4. Adjustments. Students with specific learning difficulties identified through Disability Support and Inclusion which affect work are encouraged to discuss these with the module teaching team to identify how the assessment can be completed.    
5. Assistive technologies. You can make use of assistive technologies in ‘Word’ such as grammar check, formatting tools for text alignment, justification, indents, lists, lines, and paragraph spacing.  Please do use the Statement template provided to offer structure and guidance.    
6. Template provided with sections to offer support and direction  
  
  
 
Use of Artificial Intelligence (AI): 
All students can use assistive AI tools to check spelling, grammar and punctuation (i.e., use of in-built spell checkers) in all written assessments excluding examinations and class tests, unless advised otherwise.  
For this assessment you can use GenAI-assisted editing and proof reading. You may use GenAI to edit your work (e.g. enhancing phrasing, tone and sentence structure). You are not permitted to use GenAI to generate new content. At the end of your work and before your reference list you must acknowledge your use of GenAI. For example: “I acknowledge the use of Microsoft Copilot (version GPT-4, Microsoft, https://copilot.microsoft.com/) to edit my sentence structure and phrasing”.  
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.  
 
Assessment Brief agreed by (please initial) and date: CS 28/11/2025 and DT 28/11/2025  
Assessment Brief vetted by (please initial) and date: EH 28/11/2025 
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