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Introduction

Additional corrective actions may be implemented.

In the aftermath of the March 11, 2004, train bombing
in Madrid, Spain, personnel from the FBI Latent Print
Unit performed a fingerprint analysis and reported an
individualization of a latent print with a candidate print
from an Integrated Automated Fingerprint Identification (IAFIS) search. It was subsequently determined
that the individualization was in error, and the latent
print was ultimately identified with a different subject.

International Review Committee

This report provides information regarding the corrective actions the FBI Laboratory implemented upon recognizing the error, an outline of significant events surrounding the FBI's fingerprint investigation, and a synopsis of the comments by an international committee
regarding the erroneous fingerprint conclusion.
Corrective Action
In accordance with American Society of Crime Laboratory Directors/Laboratory Accreditation Board
(ASCLD/LAB) guidelines and FBI Laboratory policies, the FBI's Quality Assurance and Training Unit
was notified upon discovery of the Class I error. The
ASCLD/LAB Accreditation Manual defines Class 1 as,
"The nature and cause of the discrepancy raises immediate concern regarding the quality of the Laboratory's
work product." (ASCLD/LAB 2003)
The Unit implemented a corrective-action process that
included the following:
• Suspending all casework assignments for the
three FBI examiners.
• Reviewing the three examiners' casework for
periods of not less than two years.
• Appointing different examiners in the Laboratory to review the case and prepare a revised
report.
• Forming an external review committee.
• Implementing remediation measures, as
deemed appropriate.

As part of the corrective-action process, an international committee of distinguished latent print examiners and forensic experts was formed. Their task was to
review the analysis performed by the FBI Laboratory
and make recommendations that will help prevent this
type of error from occurring in the future. The Quality
Assurance and Training Unit established seven assessment objectives for the committee to discuss.
The committee met at the FBI Laboratory at Quantico,
Virginia, on June 17 and 18, 2004. They were given
access to the FBI case file, case documentation, and
Laboratory operational and quality assurance manuals.
The committee also met with the Laboratory personnel
involved in the case. The committee members prepared individual reports and submitted them to Quality
Assurance and Training Unit personnel. This report is
a synopsis of the major points made in the reports submitted by the committee members.
The committee members consisted of Mr. Alan
McRoberts, who is retired from the Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department and is the chairman of the
Scientific Working Group on Friction Ridge Analysis,
Study, and Technology. Mr. McRoberts also served as
(Continued on page 6)
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President’s Message
David Leedahl
Hello Everyone,
We have put another year behind us
and we are moving forward into the
new year. I hope everyone had a
joyous holiday season. As you all
know, world events such like the
tsunami that struck several Southeast Asian countries have brought
forensics to the forefront. With
such a devastating event, the process of identification becomes an
important step in the grieving process and relief efforts for the area.
One of our members, Shannon Hale
is lending her expertise in this endeavor. Over the past years, many
of our members have been involved
in this type of process from one time
or another, from the floods that
struck the Albany area to the World
Trade Center to Walker County,
GA. This reflects great credit to our
members and shows the dedication
to their field.
Please plan to attend the spring
meeting in Riverdale. The organization can only get stronger and better through the work of its members.
If you have any interesting stories or
new ideas, please share them with
us.
I would also like to remind you to
plan to attend the joint conference
with the Florida IAI in November.
Conference details, as well as other
news and training opportunities, are
posted on our website. Plans are in
the works for future joint conferences with other IAI Divisions.
I look forward to seeing everyone in
Riverdale.
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(404) 469-7844
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The Georgia Forensic News is published
quarterly on February 15, May 15,
August 15 and November 15. Deadline
for submissions is four weeks prior to
publication. Submissions can be sent to
the editor at the address on the back of
this newsletter. Any articles in this
publication can be republished with credit
given to the author. The editor’s daytime
telephone
number
is
(404) 469-3943 and e-mail address is
editor@gaiai.org.
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scienceandpractices@gaiai.org
Nominating
Chairperson—Stephen Greene
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legislative@gaiai.org
Long Range Planning
Chairperson—Larry Hankerson
Bureau of ATF
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Chairperson—Andrew McIntyre
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(404) 417-2705
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Auditing
Chairperson—Brenda Hutson
DeKalb County Police Department
(404) 294-2682
auditing@gaiai.org
Promotions
Chairperson—Shannon Hale
Georgia Bureau of Investigation
(404) 244-2687
promotions@gaiai.org
Bylaws
Chairperson—Duane Christenson
Augusta Police Department, retired
(706) 736-6226
bylaws@gaiai.org
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Publication
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ADVERTISING
The advertising fees are:

• $150 per full-page ad for
•
•
•

four consecutive issues (1 year)
$80 per half-page ad for
four consecutive issues (1 year)
$45 per quarter-page ad for
four consecutive issues (1 year)
$25 per business card ad for
four consecutive issues (1 year)

Ads are published in the hardcopy and
electronic versions of the newsletter.
Make checks payable to: GA IAI
Remit to: GA IAI Editor
93 Bates Ave., NE
Atlanta, GA 30317

E-MAIL & ADDRESS CHANGES
Keep us updated with your contact
information!
Send e-mail and address changes to:
GA IAI Editor, 93 Bates Ave. NE;
Atlanta, GA 30317. Or e-mail
changes to:
editor@gaiai.org
or
sec-treasurer@gaiai.org
or use the link on our Web site.
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2005 ANNUAL SPRING MEETING
RIVERDALE CITY HALL, RIVERDALE, GA.
MARCH 25, 2005
PROGRAM

Riverdale City Hall Municipal Complex
6690 Church Street
Riverdale, GA 30274
(770) 997-8989
www.cityofriverdale.com
Please join us once again at the Riverdale City
Hall for our Spring Meeting. General directions
are:
From the North
Take I-75 South until Exit 237A/GA-85 South
toward Riverdale.
Stay straight for about 3.75 miles.
Turn right onto Main Street.
The building and parking are on the left.
(The front of the complex is on Church St., which
is the next left.)

8:45 – 9:00 AM

WELCOME ADDRESS
Mayor of Riverdale: Ms. P. Graham
Chief of Police:
Ms. T. A. Knox
City Clerk:
Ms. S. Myers

9:00 – 9:30 AM

AFIS UPDATE
Ten Prints:
Debra Brown, GBI
Latent Prints: Shannon Hale, GBI

9:30 – 10:00 AM

COMPUTER CRIMES
Steve Edwards, GBI

10:00 – 10:15 AM

BREAK

10:15 – 11:15 AM

CSI TV PROGRAMS
VS. REALITY
Beau McClain, Douglas Co. ADA

11:15 – 11:30 AM

BREAK

11:30 – 12:00 PM

K9 AID IN INVESTIGATION
LT R. Rancifer, DeKalb Co. PD

12:00 – 1:00 PM

LUNCH

1:00 PM

BUSINESS MEETING
COMMITTEE MEETINGS

From the South
Take I-75 North until Exit 235/US-19/Old Dixie
Hwy/US-41/GA-3.
Turn left onto Old Dixie Rd/Old Dixie Hwy/
US-41 19.
Make a slight right onto Riverdale Rd. SE.
Stay straight for about 2 miles to go onto
Valley Hill Rd. SW.
Valley Hill Rd. SW will turn into Main St.
The building and parking then will be on the left.
(The front of the complex is on Church St., which
is the next left.)
Image from www.cityofriverdale.com. Directions from
Mapquest.

Visit us online:
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(Continued from page 1)

the committee chairman. Messrs. Ron Smith of Ron
Smith and Associates, Bruce Grant of New Scotland
Yard, Gregoire P. Michaud of the Michigan State Police,
Chandler Lee Fraser of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, Frank Fitzpatrick of the Orange County SheriffCoroner Laboratory, and Ken Smith of the U. S. Postal
Inspection Service, Forensic and Technical Services Division were the other committee members.
Mr. Frank Fitzpatrick was selected by the American Society of Crime Laboratory Directors, and Mr. Ken Smith
was selected by the International Association for Identification to serve on the committee.
Mr. Juan Antonio Rodriguez San Roman of the Spanish
National Police Latent Print Unit served as a resource for
the committee. Dr. Richard Vorder Bruegge from the
FBI's Investigative Technology Division and Mr. Thomas
Hopper of the FBI's Criminal Justice Information Services Division also served as resources for the committee.
Time Line
March 11, 2004
Train bombing occurred in Madrid, Spain.

March 13, 2004
Interpol Washington requested the analysis of latent
fingerprints that had been collected during the bombing investigation. An FBI Latent Print Unit Chief assigned the case to a supervisory fingerprint examiner.
The Spanish National Police through Interpol Madrid
sent electronic images of the latent prints to the supervisor. Eight latent images were of low resolution and
without a scale. IAFIS searches were conducted without effecting an identification. Latent Print Unit personnel asked Interpol Washington to obtain higher
resolution latent images with a scale so that the ridge
detail would be more visible and the latent prints
could be printed in their natural size to ensure the reliability of IAFIS searches.
March 14, 2004
Interpol Washington submitted additional emails with
the latent prints and the known fingerprints of five individuals. The latent print images were high resolution and displayed a scale. They were compared with
the five suspects insofar as possible, but no conclusion could be made because the images of the known
(Continued on page 9)

Tamper Resistant Tapes

Our matte, acetate- based tapes are pre-packaged in a convenient box-dispenser and measure 1 3/8" x 108'. These tapes are
easily broken when used to seal evidence. They are classified as "very aggressive" because of their tackified adhesive. They
adhere in temperatures as low as 20 degrees below zero and will retain their adhesion in temperatures as low as 40 degrees below zero. These tapes will exceed all of your expectations!
You can find any tape or label by logging onto:
http://www.csi-supply.com/index.asp?cat1=942

There are five great ways to contact CSI Supply, LLC:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Customer Service: 1.888.444.3237, Available Monday through Friday 9-5 (CST)
FAX: 816.241.2743
E-mail: customerservice@csi-supply.com
On-line catalog: www.csi-supply.com
Mailing Address: 1616 N. Corrington Kansas City, MO 64120

Visit us online:
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RENEW YOUR MEMBERSHIP
If you have not received your membership renewal form, you may either mail in
the following form with your payment to the listed address, or pay online at
www.gaiai.org. Payments online are subject to a $3 service fee.

GEORGIA STATE DIVISION
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR IDENTIFICATION
8316 Winston Way
Jonesboro, Georgia 30236-4042

2005 Membership Renewal Form
GAIAI#:_______________________________________________
Check #: _____________________________________________
Name: _______________________________________________
Agency: ______________________________________________
Address: ______________________________________________
______________________________________________
_______________________________________________
City: _____________________________ State: _____

Zip: ________________

E-mail address:______________________________________________________
Phone (H):___________________ Phone (W): ____________________________

I would like to receive the newsletter by (Circle one): E-mail

Mail

Website

2005 Membership Dues……………………………………………$25.00
The following is quoted from the bylaws: “1.02 Deadline and Suspension. The annual dues are payable January
1. Any member not paying his/her dues by March 31, 2005 is automatically suspended and will be so notified by
the Secretary-Treasurer.”

Please retain a copy for your records

Visit us online:
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number four candidate to the Spanish National Police.

(Continued from page 6)

prints were of low resolution.
April 13, 2004
Spanish National Police fingerprint examiners arrived at
an inconclusive finding that the latent fingerprint discovered on a plastic bag belonged to the number four
candidate. Consequently, the Spanish requested further
clarification of the FBI Laboratory's analysis.

March 15, 2004
The supervisory fingerprint examiner encoded seven
minutiae points for the high-resolution image of latent fingerprint #17 and initiated an IAFIS search.
March 16, 2004
The supervisory fingerprint examiner reviewed the
candidate list. The misidentified subject was the number four candidate. The supervisory fingerprint examiner identified the subject on the basis of a comparison using the on-screen images and examination of
the high-resolution digital printouts of the latent fingerprint and the known fingerprint record from
IAFIS. The Unit Chief was notified and reviewed the
on-screen images.

The FBI Legal Attache in Madrid informed the FBI of
the Spanish National Police report. Although the FBI
Laboratory expressed confidence in their findings, they
agreed to prepare a detailed exhibit delineating their
analysis of the fingerprint in question. A three-page exhibit was shipped overnight to the Spanish National Police.
April 21, 2004
The Unit Chief met with the Spanish National Police
fingerprint examiners. He demonstrated the comparison
process using the images from the three-page exhibit.
He left the meeting thinking that the Spanish would continue their comparison of latent fingerprint #17 to the
number four candidate.

The Unit Chief assigned the case to a verifier (a retired supervisory fingerprint examiner working as a
contractor). The verifier requested original fingerprint
cards from the FBI's Criminal Justice Information
Services Division.

May 17, 2004
The FBI received a court order for latent fingerprint #17
from the bag obtained in the Spanish investigation. The
latent print was subsequently provided to the United
States Attorney's Office for submission to the Court.
According to the Court's order, the prints were to be independently compared to the number four candidate's
known prints.

March 19, 2004
The contractor verified the supervisory fingerprint
examiner's identification on the basis of his examination of the same high-resolution digital copy of the
latent fingerprint and the original fingerprint cards
that were forwarded to the Latent Print Unit by the
Criminal Justice Information Services Division.
The Latent Print Unit provided their initial report
confirming that latent fingerprint #17 was the same as
the known prints of the number four candidate. The
Unit Chief provided this information by telephone to
Interpol Washington. The Unit Chief did not complete a thorough examination of the identification
prior to making the telephone call.

May 18, 2004
The Court appointed the independent examiner.
May 19, 2004
The Court's independent examiner reported in telephonic testimony that latent fingerprint #17 was that of
the number four candidate.

March 20, 2004
The Spanish National Police confirmed that latent
fingerprint #17 was collected from a plastic bag.

The Spanish National Police provided a letter to the FBI
Legal Attache in Madrid advising that the Spanish
Laboratory had identified latent fingerprint #17 as belonging to another person.

An official FBI Laboratory report was issued identifying latent fingerprint #17 with the number four candidate.

May 21, 2004
According to FBI Laboratory policies, Quality Assurance and Training Unit personnel were notified of the
situation.

April 2, 2004
In response to an official request made by the Spanish
National Police, the FBI Legal Attache in Madrid
provided copies of the known fingerprints of the

Visit us online:

(Continued on page 10)
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If the FBI had insisted on more information (e.g., an
image with scale for proper enlarging and an overall
shot for orientation and proper finger determination),
this error may have been avoided. (Object photographs that were available to the committee established that the candidate's finger determination was
not probable.) This comment was not meant to mitigate the error. The error was a "human" failure and
not a methodology or technology failure.

Personnel from the FBI Latent Print Unit traveled to
Madrid to resolve the conflicting identifications. They
were given access to all photographs and the original
evidence that bore latent fingerprint #17. (Latent fingerprint #17 was no longer visible on the evidence because
it had been destroyed during subsequent fingerprint
processing techniques.)
May 23, 2004
FBI Latent Print Unit personnel returned from Spain.
An overnight review of the case was conducted, and the
error was recognized.

The prescribed methodology (Analysis, Comparison,
and Evaluation–Verification or ACE-V) used for this
examination was appropriate. It was the examiners'
application of this methodology that failed.

May 24, 2004
A corrective-action plan was initiated by the Laboratory's Quality Assurance and Training Unit. The Unit
took control of all related evidence and documentation
and formed an international committee to review the
procedures and factors.

2. Determine where and how the examination faltered.
The IAFIS search of latent fingerprint #17 involved
the encoding of seven Level II details. The search results provided digit seven of the fourth candidate.
Upon reviewing the encoded detail and the candidate's print, it was understandable why IAFIS provided him as a candidate and why the initial examiner
did not immediately dismiss him.

May 27, 2004
A new team of FBI examiners, under the direction of a
different Unit Chief, began a comprehensive examination of the Madrid latent prints.
June 9, 2004
FBI Laboratory personnel traveled to Spain and obtained a photograph from the original negative.

The power of the IAFIS match, coupled with the inherent pressure of working an extremely high-profile
case, was thought to have influenced the initial examiner's judgment and subsequent examination. This influence was recognized as confirmation bias (or context effect) and describes the mind-set in which the
expectations with which people approach a task of
observation will affect their perceptions and interpretations of what they observe.

June 17-18, 2004
The international committee was convened and conducted a two-day review.
July 14, 2004
A final FBI Laboratory report was completed. This report excluded the number four candidate and concurred
with the Spanish National Police individualization of
latent fingerprint #17 to a different suspect.

The apparent mind-set of the initial examiner after
reviewing the results of the IAFIS search was that a
match did exist; therefore, it would be reasonable to
assume that the other characteristics must match as
well. In the absence of a detailed analysis of the print,
it can be a short distance from finding only seven
characteristics sufficient for plotting, prior to the
automated search, to the position of 12 or 13 matching characteristics once the mind-set of identification
has become dominant. This would not be an intentional misinterpretation of the data, but it would be an
incorrect interpretation nevertheless.

August 2, 2004
The Quality Assurance and Training Unit's report regarding the international committee was completed.
Committee Assessment Objectives and Synopses
1. Determine whether the process and procedures
used in this matter were appropriate.
The case assignment and general operational procedures
were applied in a manner that was consistent with the
established FBI Latent Print Unit's normal operational
procedures and are consistent with many other latent
print units' operational procedures.
Visit us online:

Once the mind-set occurred with the initial examiner,
the subsequent examinations were tainted. Latent
print examiners routinely conduct verifications in
which they know the previous examiners' results
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without influencing their conclusions. However, because of the inherent pressure of such a high-profile
case, the power of an IAFIS match in conjunction
with the similarities in the candidate's print, and the
knowledge of the previous examiners' conclusions
(especially since the initial examiner was a highly respected supervisor with many years of experience), it
was concluded that subsequent examinations were
incomplete and inaccurate. To disagree was not an
expected response.
Additionally, this erroneous individualization was not
made by an examiner alone, but by an agency that for
many years has considered itself, rightfully so, as one
of the best latent print units in the world. Confidence
is a vital element of forensics, but humility is too. It
was considered by the committee that when the individualization had been made by the examiner, it became increasingly difficult for others in the agency to
disagree. This is supported because the Latent Print
Unit immediately entered into a defensive posture
when the Spanish National Police issued its statements that the FBI was wrong.

GEORGIA FORENSIC NEWS

Latent Print Unit personnel responded by preparing
charted enlargements using both Level II and Level III
detail, and the Unit Chiefs traveled to Spain to demonstrate to the Spanish National Police that the FBI results
were correct. This was interesting, considering that the
identification is filled with dissimilarities that were easily observed when a detailed analysis of the latent print
was conducted.
3. Assess the effects that digital image capture, compression, and transmission on friction ridge detail
may have had on this examination.
All of the committee members agree that the quality of
the images that were used to make the erroneous identification was not a factor.
4. Assess the general risks of conducting forensic examinations in parallel with another agency.
If forensic examinations are conducted properly, there
should be no risks involved. Both agencies should come
to the same conclusions. When both agencies come to
the same conclusion, the independent conclusions be(Continued on page 13)

Visit us online:
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come supportive. If the conclusions conflict (e.g., individualization versus exclusion), an error can then be
discovered and remedied (as in this case) to the benefit of all concerned. If one examination is conclusive
and the other examination is not conclusive (e.g., as
the result of conflicting procedural or legal requirements), the examination that occurred by the agency
with legal jurisdiction will most likely prevail.
Based upon what occurred in this case, it appears that
an agency that is in a position to conduct parallel
analyses with another country should have a written
protocol for sharing results and issuing formal reports. If forensic examinations are conducted in accordance with agency procedures and by well-trained
fingerprint experts, then there should be no risks involved. If those differences are anticipated, there
seems to be no inherent risk in conducting parallel
examinations.
5. Identify policies, procedures, and guidelines to
help avoid a situation like this in the future.
The evidence surface, processing techniques, imaging
resolution, and compression are examples of things
that should be known and documented during the
analysis stage of the examination.
Procedures that require descriptive documentation
(graphic, textual, or a combination of both) of the
ACE-V process and blind verification (i.e., previous
results unknown to the verifier) should be implemented on designated cases. This documentation
should also note areas of discrepancies in the prints
and explanations for these discrepancies. The original
examiner's document should be sealed or withheld
from the verifier. The verifier would then conduct his
or her examination independently and document the
characteristics and discrepancies that were considered
during the examination. Technical reviews of each
examiner's descriptive documentation would then reveal any conflicting analyses and results, would require open communication and discussion among examiners, and would require resolution.
The verifiers must do an independent and complete
ACE-V examination of each print that they are verifying. The verifiers must be willing to oppose any examiner if they do not see the details needed to effect
the identification decision. The quality assurance program should make examiners feel that they can disagree about any identification. The examiners should
be encouraged to step forward, without fear of repriVisit us online:
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sal if they disagree. This part of the scientific method
must be institutionalized.
The current quality assurance rule requiring supervisor
verification of latent prints with less than 12 Level II
characteristics needs to be revised. A policy incorporating a definable quality and quantity standard, rather
than the current 12-point standard, needs to be instituted
for quality assurance. A high-point-count print of poor
quality may be more dangerous than some low-pointcount, high-quality latent prints. Points or any concept
of points should be removed from any policy manual. It
may take years for this ingrained and habitual methodology to change, but leaving the concept of points anywhere in the manual will just delay it further.
A new quality assurance rule is needed regarding highprofile or high-pressure cases. This would include supervisory verification of conclusions regardless of the
normal quality and quantity standard. These and all supervisory verifications must be independent and complete ACE-V examinations.
The case assignment process should be revised. Comparison ability should be a primary consideration, especially in high-profile cases. It must also be recognized
that years on the job may not always reflect ability. The
organizational relationship should be considered in
making assignments. Daily examination practitioners
should be the primary analysts, and situations with a supervisor as a primary examiner and a subordinate as a
verifier should be avoided. (A subordinate may not feel
comfortable challenging the conclusion of a supervisor.)
Verifiers should be given challenging exclusions during
blind proficiency tests to ensure that they are independently applying ACE-V methodology correctly and to
detect skill atrophy.
A new approach to quality assurance and quality control
needs to be fostered. Personnel who are responsible for
reviews of comparisons need to be considered as checkers and not verifiers. They must be trained to look for
discrepancies as well as similarities. They also need to
be extensively trained to do checking on-screen as well
as with standard magnifiers.
Visual acuity is also a significant consideration. The
visual acuity of all examiners should be evaluated on a
periodic basis. Although there was no indication that
the visual capability of the examiners in this case was a
(Continued on page 14)
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Conclusion

factor, the early detection of visual problems could help
to avoid future errors.

The consensus of the committee was that the failure
was in the application of the ACE-V methodology
during this particular examination.

There should be a written policy that clearly defines the
protocols to follow when dealing with international
agencies. Included in this policy should be language that
dictates the reporting of results through proper channels
(administration) and states specifically who is to be notified when dealing with terrorist cases.

The committee also extended its appreciation to FBI
Latent Print Unit personnel for their forthright manner in accepting responsibility and to the Laboratory,
which took immediate steps to remedy the situation.
The candor of the personnel reporting to the committee was appreciated and important to the credibility of
the Laboratory.

6. Identify guidelines, if any, for the general latent
print community as a result of the lessons learned
from this matter.

The committee also recognized that although this erroneous conclusion gained worldwide recognition and
that it was very unsettling, the FBI Laboratory set an
excellent example in taking corrective actions.

There has been reluctance for the majority of latent print
units to document the characteristics used in the examination by charting latent prints and exemplars or providing a written description of the areas of identification
and discrepancies in designated cases (i.e., high-profile
cases or cases with latents of poor quality). Such a document would provide a useful quality management tool to
determine what the examiner and verifier were using as a
basis for their conclusion.

Acknowledgments
On behalf of the FBI Laboratory, the author thanks
the committee members for reviewing this case and
making recommendations. The Laboratory is taking
the committee's recommendations seriously and believes that it will improve as a result of the committee's work.

The recommendations in Section 5 apply to the general
latent print community. Additionally, agencies should
adopt Scientific Working Group on Friction Ridge
Analysis, Study, and Technology and Scientific Working
Group on Digital Imaging guidelines for latent print
analysis and imaging as the backbone for their operational manuals. Erroneous identifications, when found,
need to be admitted and reported to the agency as well as
to the certifying and accrediting bodies. Many agencies
are slow to do this or refuse to admit that errors have occurred. Admitting the error is the first step in the remediation process. A remediation process must be included
in the quality assurance manual so that when it is
needed, the process can begin promptly. The FBI had
this in place.

Reference
American Society of Crime Laboratory Directors/
Laboratory Accreditation Board (ASCLD/LAB).
ASCLD/LAB Accreditation Manual. American Society of Crime Laboratoy Directors/Laboratory Accreditation Board, Garner, North Carolina, 2003.
Published as a Special Report in Forensic Science Communications, January 2005, Vol. 7, No. 1.

7. Determine additional assessment objectives that
the panel members deem appropriate.
The committee examined the latent impression and determined that it did contain sufficient ridge detail to be
correctly individualized.
An erroneous individualization is considered the most
serious error a latent print examiner can make in casework and cannot be tolerated or minimized by an agency
or the forensic community. The consequences to any examiner for any such error should reflect the agency's seriousness about issues involving quality assurance.
Visit us online:
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APPLICATION FOR MEMBERSHIP
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Georgia State Division, IAI
8316 Winston Way, Jonesboro, GA 30236
ANNUAL FEE: $25
I hereby make application for membership in the Georgia State Division, International Association for Identification
in accordance with its Bylaws and Constitution and agree to be bound by them.
 Active Membership

I am applying for:

 Associate Membership

(defined on reverse)

Name in Full: ________________________________________________Date of Birth: ______________
Employed by: _________________________________________________How long?_______________
In what capacity? ______________________________________________How long?_______________


Business Address:__________________________________________________________________________



Home Address: ____________________________________________________________________

Business Phone #: __________________________Ext: ______________Fax #: _____________________
Home Phone #: ________________________E-mail Address: __________________________________
How would you like to receive your newsletter?  by mail  by e-mail  online at www.gaiai.org
1. Have you ever been convicted of a crime?
 NO
 YES (If yes, give full details on other side.)

fees, which will be refunded if application is rejected.
Incomplete applications will be returned.

4. Also, I understand that my Membership Certificate is
2. I understand that application fees paid to the Associathe property of the Division and must be returned to
tion by any new applicant between January 1 and Authe Secretary upon my resignation or suspension.
gust 31 shall be applied to the membership dues for
that calendar year only; fees paid by an applicant on Because this information will be used for compiling our
or after September 1 shall be applied to the following Membership Directory, PLEASE be precise and complete
ALL items.
calendar year.
3. All applications MUST be accompanied by payment of Lapel Pin is optional for $5.00.
5. PLEASE NUMBER UP TO THREE AREAS OF YOUR EXPERTISE
Indicate your primary discipline as Number 1, then other areas as 2 and 3.
___Bloodstain Pattern Analysis
___Crime Scene Investigation
___Innovative/Gen. Techniques
___Firearms & Toolmarks

___Fingerprint Identification
___Forensic Art
___Footwear/Tire Tracks
___Forensic Photography/
Electronic Imaging

___Laboratory Analysis
___Polygraph
___Questioned Documents
___Voice Print & Acoustics

6. Recommender: ___________________________________________________

______________________

Member’s Name

Member’s #

____________________________________________________________________________
Member’s Address

___________________________________________________
Recommender’s Signature (Required)

______________________
Date

Approved: ____________________________________________________________________________
Signature of Membership Committee Chairperson and Date

(OVER)

Revised April 2004

STATE DETAILS OF “YES” Answer to Question 1 below:

PERSONAL HISTORY
Degree and/or Honors and other Qualifications for Membership

MEMBERSHIP QUALIFICATIONS
ACTIVE MEMBERSHIP
Active membership of the Georgia State Division shall
consist of heads of Bureaus of Identification or Investigation (including persons under their supervision who
are engaged in the science of identification), heads of
Police Departments, Chiefs of Detectives and Sheriffs,
provided however, that the foregoing persons are bona
fide employees of, and who receive salaries from National, State, County, or Municipal Governments, or
some subdivision.

ASSOCIATE MEMBERSHIP
All reputable persons wholly or partially engaged in any of
the various phases of the science of identification and
who are not qualified for Active Membership are eligible
to become Associate Members. They shall, in all respects, be subject to the same rights and privileges as
Active Members, except that they shall not be entitled to
the office of Vice President or President.

I certify that the information herein contained is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Any omission or falsification of information will be a basis for rejection or denial of continued membership.

Applicant’s Signature and Date: _________________________________________________________________
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GAIAI & Other Training
Mark your calendars!
Check our Web site, www.gaiai.org, for up-to-date training information.
2005 Spring GAIAI Business Meeting
March 25, 2005
Riverdale City Hall
Riverdale, GA
Start time: 8:45 a.m.
Host: Al Pryor, GBI
See directions and program on page 5.

2005 Summer GAIAI Business Meeting
June 24, 2005
United States Army
Criminal Investigation Laboratory
Ft. Gillem, GA
Host: Stephen Greene, USACIL
2005 GAIAI/FDIAI Joint Annual Educational
Seminar
November 6-10, 2005
Edgewater Beach Resort
11212 Front Beach Road
Panama City Beach, Florida 32407
Tel: 1-800-874-8686
Resort Web site:
http://www.edgewaterbeachresort.com/
resort.cfm

Second Annual Forensic Science Seminar
at Sea
March 12-17, 2005
aboard Carnival Cruise Lines departing from New Orleans, LA with stops in Calica/Playa del Carmen and
Cozumel
Course Description: This program features hands-on
seminars and mock crime scenes with guest lecturers.
VISIT FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://www.usm.edu/cice/ce/credit/cjsea/
Please contact Linda Bass, senior credit and online
courses coordinator, by phone at (601) 266-4189, or by
mail at the The University of Southern Mississippi,
Center for International and Continuing Education
(CICE), 118 College Drive #5055, Hattiesburg, MS
39406-0001.

Detection, Recovery and Examination of
Footwear Impression Evidence
April 4-8, 2005
to be held at the Ramada Inn in Jacksonville, FL.
Additional information at www.bodziak.com
Or contact Bill Bodziak at
1281 Cunningham Creek Drive, Jacksonville, FL 32259
Phone: (904) 287-8860
Fax: (904) 287-8861
wbodziak@bellsouth.net

Basic 3-D Facial Reconstruction
June 6-10, 2005

Advanced 2-D Facial Reconstruction
June 13-17, 2005
at Ocee Arts Center, Duluth, GA
Instructor: Ann Morland
www.annmorland.com

Advanced Forensic Fingerprint
Identification and Testimony Course
Instructor: Ivan R. Futrell (FBI, Retired Assistant Unit
Chief, Latent Fingerprint Section )
14-18 March 2005
GBI Headquarters, Decatur, Georgia (Atlanta area)
Cost: $425.00
POC: Don Coffey at 404-469-7040
See GAIAI Web site for course description.

Visit us online:

Examination of Tire Impression and
Tire Track Evidence
October 24-28, 2005
to be held at the Ramada Inn in Jacksonville, FL.
Additional information at www.bodziak.com
Or contact Bill Bodziak at:
1281 Cunningham Creek Drive, Jacksonville, FL 32259
Phone: (904) 287-8860
Fax: (904) 287-8861
wbodziak@bellsouth.net
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IAI Training
Greetings from Ron Smith & Associates, Inc. As many of you know, last year RS & A entered into a partnership with the
IAI to provide forensic training. Below you will find a list of the IAI co-sponsored courses for the first part of the
year. For more information visit: http://www.ronsmithandassociates.com.
March 14-18, 2005
Basic Forensic Ridgeology
National Forensic Science Technology Center
Largo, Florida
(David Ashbaugh)

May 9-13, 2005
Advanced Chemical Latent Print Development
Midwest Forensic Science Center
Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa
(Brian Dalrymple)

March 21-23, 2005
Complex Latent Print Examination
Sam Houston State University
Huntsville, Texas
(Debbie Benningfield and Charles Richardson)

May 9-13, 2005
Complex Latent Print Examination
National Forensic Science Technology Center
Largo, Florida
(Debbie Benningfield and Charles Richardson)

March 28-April 1, 2005
Basic Blood Stain Pattern Identification
National Forensic Science Technology Center
Largo, Florida
(Jan Johnson, SCSA)

May 23-27, 2005
Basic Forensic Ridgeology
Massachusetts State Police Academy
New Braintree, Massachusetts
(David Ashbaugh)
Cost: $550.00

April 11-13, 2005
Footwear Impression Comparison & Examination
National Forensic Science Technology Center
Largo, Florida
(Dwane Hilderbrand, CFWE)

June 6-8, 2005
Latent Print Expert Witness Testimony
Sam Houston State University
Huntsville, Texas
(Debbie Benningfield and Charles Richardson)

April 18-22, 2005
Crime Scene Reconstruction
Sam Houston State University
Huntsville, Texas
(Jan Johnson, SCSA)

June 6-10, 2005
Crime Scene Reconstruction
Massachusetts State Police Academy
New Braintree, Massachusetts
(Jan Johnson)
Cost: $550.00

April 25-27, 2005
Demystifying Palm Prints
South Carolina Criminal Justice Academy
Columbia, South Carolina
(Ron Smith, CLPE, SCSA)

June 13-14, 2005
Courtroom Testimony TechniquesSuccess Instead of Survival
EPA National Enforcement Training Institute
Lakewood, Colorado
(Ron Smith, CLPE, SCSA)

April 25-29, 2005
Introduction to the Science of Fingerprint Identification
Massachusetts State Police Academy
New Braintree, Massachusetts
(Mike Campbell)
Cost: $550.00

June 13-17, 2005
Death Investigation, Body Examination & Documentation
National Forensic Science Technology Center
Largo, Florida
(Brian Dalrymple)

May 2-6, 2005
Basic Blood Stain Pattern Interpretation
Washington, D.C. metro area
(Jan Johnson, SCSA)

June 15-17, 2005
Demystifying Palm Prints
EPA National Enforcement Training Institute
Lakewood, Colorado
(Ron Smith, CLPE, SCSA)

May 9-11, 2005
Footwear Impression Comparison and Examination
Massachusetts State Police Academy
New Braintree, Massachusetts
(Dwane Hilderbrand)
Cost: $350.00

Visit us online:

June 20-24, 2005
Basic Forensic Ridgeology
Phoenix Police Department
Phoenix, Arizona
(David Ashbaugh)
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FORENSIC RIDGEOLOGY COURSE
Instructor: SSgt. David Ashbaugh, RCMP
May 2-6, 2005 (0800-1600 daily)
GBI Headquarters, Decatur, Georgia
Course Description (as described on CLPEX.com):
This course is applicable to both veteran and novice friction ridge identification specialists. The purpose of the
course is to develop an understanding and working knowledge of Evaluative Friction Ridge Identification, at the
basic and advanced levels, and to present an introduction to Palmar Flexion Crease Identification.
The premises of identification, scientific basis and identification process are reviewed and presented in a manner which is applicable to both sciences. An evaluative identification process consisting of a philosophy and methodology is presented and demonstrated with class participation. The student will also learn this systematic process not only flattens the learning curve, but empowers the expert to clearly describe how an evaluative identification is carried out using a step-by-step process.
Class participation is designed to develop a candidate’s ability and confidence when describing the various specifics involved in evaluative friction ridge identification.

This course is NOT the same as Kasey Wertheim's Forensic Ridgeology Course.

Cost: $400 per person
Class size limited to 25 students (first-come, first-served basis).
Registration deadline: 15 April 2005.
No refunds will be issued after 15 April 2005.

Course to be held at
GBI Headquarters
3121 Panthersville Rd., Decatur, GA 30034
Tel: 1-404-244-2687 Fax: 1-404-244-2759

Lodging at
Hampton Inn
Rooms $79/night +Tax
7342 Hannover Pkwy, Stockbridge, GA 30281
Tel: 1-770-389-0065 Fax: 1-770-389-8224
Go to www.gaiai.org for the registration form.
Contact Stephen Greene with all inquiries (404) 469-7039.

REGISTER ONLINE USING CREDIT CARD
Visit us online:
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