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First person tense

Avoid first person tense in academic report

Comment 1

How many person did the work apart from you?  We means more than one.
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GRADING FORM: L5 CF (ACCD5000)

BRANDON CURRAN 88
ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE SKI

Your work must include articles published by peer reviewed journals,
conference proceedings, books, and related website (e.g. IEEE, ACM,
Science direct). Information from website such as how, wiki, forums,
etc. will not be accepted. (20 marks)

18The submission demonstrates excellent 
engagement with contemporary forensic 
literature, forensic validation guidance, CHFI 
methodology, and evidential standards. The 
report incorporates both technical and scholarly 
discussion relating to BitLocker acquisition, 
browser artefacts, file carving validation, and 
forensic defensibility.
The literature is integrated effectively throughout 



KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING SK

On chosen topic, your work must demonstrate understanding of
concepts and underlying principles. You should explain and analyse the
tools you have chosen from the research in a meaningful way. The IEEE
report format must be used for the research aspect (task 1) but not
mandatory for the case study (task 2). (10 marks)

8

COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL SKI

Your work must demonstrate critical analysis and evaluation of the
investigation and reporting documentation. Your work must also justify
Computer Forensics Investigation procedures. The labs you do in class
should help you to complete the processes or forensic methods Barry
would have used. (45 marks)

35

the discussion, and the report demonstrates 
strong independent reading beyond core module 
content. References are generally well selected 
and support analytical discussion appropriately. 
Minor reductions are applied for occasional 
overreliance on vendor documentation alongside 
academic sources.

The report demonstrates competent 
understanding of digital forensic acquisition, 
forensic validation, cloud/browser artefacts, anti-
forensic behaviour, and evidential integrity. The 
explanation of CHFI methodology and ACPO 
principles is accurate and applied effectively 
throughout the investigation.
The work demonstrates clear understanding of 
both practical and legal dimensions of digital 
forensic investigations, with particularly strong 
conceptual understanding of evidential 
defensibility and cross-validation practices.

This is a strong analytical submission 
demonstrating sustained critical evaluation 
throughout both tasks. The work moves beyond 
description through detailed evaluation of tool 



PRACTICAL SKILLS

Marks will be awarded based on the sample professional forensics
report generated by a forensics tool. AccessData FTK tool is
recommended as this tool is on the computers in room IQ 205 or any
other of your choice will be accepted. Use sample evidence file(s) from
the shared folder. Less than 40% will be awarded for Internet
downloaded report. (15 marks)

19

TRANSFERABLE SKILLS FOR LIFE A

TThe report should be presented in an academic way (IEEE/ACM format)
and therefore must include an abstract, an introduction, a conclusion
and a list of references. The report must be submitted via Turnitin as
well. (10 marks)

validation, evidential defensibility, encryption 
challenges, browser artefact interpretation, and 
forensic reliability.
The report demonstrates strong investigative 
reasoning, particularly in the discussion of 
BitLocker acquisition strategy, cloud artefact 
limitations, cross-validation of evidence, and 
interpretation of anti-forensic behaviour. The 
analysis consistently links technical procedures to 
evidential reliability and legal admissibility.
Some sections could engage slightly more critically 
with competing forensic approaches and 
operational limitations in real-world 
environments.

The submission demonstrates practical 
application through the inclusion of simulated 
forensic outputs, hash logs, exhibit indexes, 
invoice documentation, acquisition workflows, and 
structured forensic reporting. Practical 
investigative procedures are clearly contextualised 
within the case study appendices and aligned 
closely with professional forensic practice. Invoice 
done.



8The report is  organised, and written in an 
appropriate academic and professional tone 
throughout. Task structure is clear and coherent, 
technical terminology is appropriately explained, 
and referencing is generally consistent.
The submission demonstrates academic 
communication and professional report-writing 
skills appropriate for forensic investigation 
contexts. Formatting inconsistencies including 
some paragraph presentation and spacing issues. 
Paragraphs could be fully justified. See report for 
other comments.


