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The practice of Bioarchaeology or Forensic
Anthropology require unique contributory expertise
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The only way to develop contributory expertise is through or misleading Scientists themselves tend to have contributory

enculturation. Lacking enculturation at the level of contributory | appreciation of science expertise In their narrow specialism and

: in deeply disputed areas” | Interactional expertise in cognate specialisms.”
expertise leads to overconfidence and poor performance. (Collins and Evans (Collins 2004:141)
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Example of levels of expertise between Bioarchaeology and Forensic Anthropology
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Within this model, both bioarchaeology and forensic anthropology share many lower-level expertises, GRAA  SORCE
representing what Collins and Evans refer to as primary source knowledge. However, as specialization

increases, there 1s decreasing overlap in expertise. These distinctions in knowledge area and expertise are

important, as without the appropriate the appropriate amount of expertise, practitioners perform tasks
inappropriately and/or incorrectly.
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