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Fingerprints lead to suspect in 1964 murder case

By LARRY-W-ELBORN
The Orange County Register

A long-retired police chief reached back finto his memory Monday to recall what a crime-
scene investigator told him nearly a half-century ago as they stood near the body of a murder
victim in & Santa Ana hotel.

The inyestigator felt that thefbludgeon and strangulatlon murder of Chrlstlne Elizabeth
Vono Watiner on'Beb. 16, 1964, was solyvablépformer Tustin Policé Chief Charles Thayer
testified, especially beecauge they found four bloody fingerprints apparently left by the
suspect on thetheteliddor. “‘With these fingerprints, we’ve got our many2Thayer quoted the
investigator as saying.

Orange County prosecutors and Santa Ana police cold-case detectives believe the inves-
tigator was right, even though it took more.than four decades to arrest a suspect.

On Monday, Charles Edward Faith Jr., a 68year-old Phelan man, sat in a hospital gown
in a wheelchair in‘a Santa Ana courtroom as a preliminary hearing began to determine if
there is sufficient evrdence to put h1m on trlal in the kllhng of Warlner

Senior Deputy District Attorney Larry Yelhn contends that Fa1th ‘who originally was not
a suspect in 1964, was matched fto the fingerprints onsWariner’s hotel door through advances
in forensic technology

Faith was arrested in November 2007 after Santa Ana cold-case detectives Ferrell Buck-
els and Louie Martinez got a hit when they,ran Warlner § case through a newly digitized
California database. y |

It is the oldest cold-homicide investigation — at 44 years = 1d Orange County history to
result in an arrest and prosccutlon

Thayer was a Santa Ana patrolntan in 1964 when Wariner’s bruisedwand battered body was
found lying in a pool of blood inside the manager’s'noém AtAhe old*Califorhia Hotel at the
corner of Main and Sixth streets. She'was-partially/nude;-hdd/beeh battered and'sufioeated,
and it appeared that someone had tried to rape her, Thayer test1f1ed

He said detectives removed the door.as evrdence and kept 1t 1 storage for years at.the
Santa Ana police station, as more than 200 potential|suspects were eliminated.over the yéars
when their fingerprints did not match those found\at-the,seene:

Christina Lonzo, Wariner’s daughter, traveled to Orange County from: her home in Ala-
bama to watch the prehnnnary hearing.

Lonzo, now 65, said it was nerve- Wracklng to f1na11y see the man accused of kllhng her
mother more than 44 years ago. “But it’s good to finally lear what happened she said
during a break.

The preliminary hearing before Superior Court Judge John D. Conley will resume



Imaging of Latent Fingerprints
through the Detection of Drugs
and Metabolites

(Original article was published in Evidence Technology Maga-
zine, www.evidencemagazine.com By Yun Xie | Published: De-
cember 02, 2008 )

Identifying fingerprints has been vital to criminal
investigations for over a century.

When we touch surfaces or handle objects with our
bare hands, we may leave behind not only a unique set
of fingerprints, but also sweat. That sweat can contain
telling clues about our habits—after metabolizing
drugs, these metabolites and other components of the
drugs can appear in our sweat. If these drugs can be
detected, detectives would have additional evidence at
their disposal.

In previous work, scientists were able to enhance
fingerprint detection by functionalizing gold
nanoparticles with antibodies that specifically bound to
certain drugs.

In an advanced Angewandte Chemie article, British
chemists and forensic scientists took this work one
step further by functionalizing magnetic nanoparticles,
instead of gold ones.

Magnetic powder has been used in forensics since the
1960s. It’s distributed on latent fingerprints with a
magnetic brush that removes any powder that doesn’t
stick. Replacing traditional magnetic powder with
magnetic nanoparticles would make transitioning to the
new investigation technique simple, as the nanoparticles
can be applied in the same way.

Additional steps are needed to image the antibodies.
Once the antibodies on the nanoparticles have had the
chance to interact with whatever drug or metabolite
they are designed to detect (30min after application), a
second antibody fragment has to be applied.

This second fragment is tagged with an Alex Fluor dye
that is visible both under bright field and fluorescence
imaging. Only the nanoparticles bound to a drug or its
metabolite would be labeled by the Alex Fluor dye.

(a) Fingerprint image before applying magnetic nanoparticles.
(b) Bright field and (c) fluorescence images after applying
magnetic nanoparticles designed to detect THC. (Image ©
Wiley)

Testing this method on fingerprints obtained from
volunteers who were using marijuana, methadone,
or cocaine showed that the scientists were able

to successfully image A9-tetrahydrocannabinol
(THC, a main component of marijuana), methadone,
EDDP (a major metabolite of methadone), and
benzoylecgonine (the main metabolite of cocaine).

In control experiments, fingerprints from volunteers
who were not taking drugs were not labeled.

Thus, this method was specific for the drugs and
metabolites it was designed to detect.

For the first time, fingerprint imaging and drug
detection can be done at the same time with the help
of antibody functionalized magnetic nanoparticles.

The authors of this work point out that a key
advantage is that this technique can be carried

out “using a magnet in in a process similar to that
currently used by fingerprint examiners at the
scene of a crime.” They hope their method will add
versatility and higher quality evidence analysis to
crime scene investigations.

Pompi Hazarika, Dr. 1, Sue M. Jickells, Dr. 2, Kim Wolff, Dr. 3, David A.
Russell, Prof. 1 *

1School of Chemical Sciences and Pharmacy, University of East Anglia,
Norwich, Norfolk, NR4 7TJ (UK), Fax: (+44) 1603-593-012

2Department of Forensic Science and Drug Monitoring, King’s College
London, Franklin-Wilkins Building, 150 Stamford Street, London, SE1 9NH
(UK)

3King’s College London, Institute of Psychiatry, Division of Psychological
Medicine & Psychiatry, 4 Windsor Walk, Denmark Hill, London, SES 8AF
(UK)
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More to Fingerprints Than
Catching Crooks

Study Shows Fingerprints Help Humans Process
Touch (By Bill Hendrick, WebMD Health News)

Fingerprints didn’t evolve to help cops catch crooks,
but the intricate swirls on our fingers likely developed
as filters to help us process information we get from
touch, a new study shows.

An article in the Jan. 29, 2009 edition of Sciencexpress
says fingerprints send signals to our brains about
textures and can detect features as fine as a human
hair.

Such an ability would have been important to the
survival of our human ancestors, and not just because
the textures help us grip objects, according to French
researchers led by Julien Schiebert of the CNRS Ecole
Normale Superieure research center in Paris.

The researchers set out to investigate how vibrations
caused by fingerprint patterns translate into real
feelings.They developed a mechanical sensor covered
with a stretchy elastic cap that could be either smooth
or ridged, the way fingertips are.

“When the fingerprinted sensor was rubbed across

a variety of patterned surfaces, the vibrations that
developed had a frequency that certain endings in the
skin, called ‘Pacinian corpuscles,” are able to detect,”
according to a Sciencexpress news release. “The
fingerprinted surface, but not the smooth one, enabled
the nervous system to detect the signal.”

The French scientists developed sensors to detect
vibrations like those created when fingertips move
over a fine surface, or one with texture.

Devices that mimicked fingertip skin covered the
sensors. One phony fingertip had ridges similar in
distribution and size to those of humans, while another
was left completely smooth.

Vibrations detected by sensors of both showed
different properties, leading the researchers to

system more efficient. Fingerprints send vibrations
that provide clues about what’s being touched
regardless of the direction the finger is moved, they
report.

“The hand is an important means for human
interaction with the physical environment,” the
researchers write in the journal article. “Many of the
tasks that the hand can undertake -- such as precision
grasping and manipulation of objects, detection of
individual defects on smooth surfaces, discrimination
of textures -- depend on the exquisite tactile sensitivity
of the fingertips.”

The perception of coarse textures relies on variations
of lines and fingertip textures, according to the
researchers. Therefore, they write, fingertip patterns
reinforce friction and improve our ability to securely
grasp objects.

The findings may prove helpful, according to the
study, in designing realistic mechanisms that could be
used in “humanoid” robots.

SOURCES:
News release, Sciencexpress. Schiebert, J.
Sciencexpress, Jan. 29, 2009.
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NATIONAL ACADEMY OF
SCIENCES REPORT

(Reprinted from the March Issue of Crime Lab Report

Legacy of historic document depends on good-faith
collaboration

March 4, 2009 by Crime Lab Report

The scientific process is about evidence and
facts that ““are never twisted or obscured by politics
or ideology.” — President-Elect Barack Obama,
December 20, 2008

A historic report titled “Strengthening Forensic
Science in the United States — A Path Forward” was
released on February 18, 2009 by a special committee
convened by the National Academy of Sciences (NAS)
in Washington, D.C. to examine the forensic sciences
and identify needs that must be satisfied in order to
maximize their value and reliability.

Although the report made several recommendations,
its underlying theme was the need for a national
commitment to support the forensic sciences and build
a more impressive body of research.

Disappointingly, the public briefing that was held

to announce the report had yet to conclude when

the Los Angeles Times released a distorted and
somewhat myopic assessment of the recommendations
reported by the NAS committee. Other newspapers
followed suit as they painted a picture of a chaotic

and discombobulated forensic science community
seemingly mired in its own incompetence.

According to Los Angeles Times reporter Jason

Felch, “For decades, forensic scientists have made
sweeping claims in court about fingerprints, ballistics,
handwriting, bite marks, shoe prints and blood spatters
that lack empirical grounding and have never been
verified by science.”

The Chicago Tribune ran a similar story on February
19th accompanied by a photograph of an exonerated
prisoner named Robert Stinson who was convicted,
in part, on bitemark evidence. The Tribune boasted
that the NAS report validated a series of articles it

published in 2004, which the Tribune says identified
“a number of forensic disciplines, including some used
in police stations and courtrooms every day, [that]
relied on flawed science, and their use contributed to
the arrests and convictions of innocent people.”

We are certain that the Los Angeles Times and the
Chicago Tribune have no idea what the NAS

report really means, nor have they demonstrated the
ability or willingness to decipher the many nuances
that lie within it.

Crime Lab Report resisted the temptation to act
quickly on the release of the report — opting to let
the dust settle before digging deeply into its 255
pages of observations and recommendations. To
our surprise, what we discovered was a report that
was considerably sympathetic to the plight of many
forensic practitioners and their laboratories.

The report, however, is not the first attempt to
characterize and quantify the needs of the forensic
science community. In February 1999 a report was
issued to the United States Congress by the National
Institute of Justice which called for many of the same
improvements identified by the National Academies
— including a national Forensic Science Commission
“to identify issues and needs of particular disciplines
and provide national leadership to improve the practice
of forensic science.” Forensic science leaders were
heavily involved in the study and have remained
consistent in their message ever since:

We need resources to meet skyrocketing demand and
rising expectations. In the absence of those resources,
please be fair and reasonable in what you expect of
us.

The following two excerpts from the recent NAS
report captured this sentiment quite accurately:

“For decades, the forensic science disciplines have
produced valuable evidence that has contributed to the
successful prosecution and conviction of criminals as
well as to the exoneration of innocent people. Over the
last two decades, advances in some forensic science
disciplines, especially the use of DNA technology,
have demonstrated that some areas of forensic science
have great additional potential to help law enforcement

page 4 Jan/Feb/Mar 2009

The Print

vol. 25 issue 1

The Official Publication of S.C.A.F.O.



identify criminals. Many crimes that may have gone
unsolved are now being solved because forensic
science is helping to identify the perpetrators.”

“There are scores of talented and dedicated people in
the forensic science community, and the work that they
perform is vitally important. They are often strapped
in their work, however, for lack of adequate resources,
sound policies, and national support. It is clear

that change and advancements, both systemic and
scientific, are needed in a number of forensic science
disciplines—to ensure the reliability of the disciplines,
establish enforceable standards, and promote best
practices and their consistent application.”

We would politely argue that there are thousands of
talented and dedicated people in the forensic science
community, but the intent of the language is not
misunderstood.

Reasonable people can disagree over the report’s
recommendations and the representation on the
committee that prepared it. It is simply impossible for
a report of this magnitude to please all of its readers
all of the time. Everyone’s view will be shaped by his
or her own professional experiences and expectations.
Crime Lab Report is no exception.

But as we suggested earlier, the true spirit and
practicality of the report lies in a few critical nuances
that have yet to be captured in the predominant media
coverage. Therefore, Crime Lab Report will address
these points for the benefit of journalists, scientists,
lawyers, researchers, laypersons, and others who have
a sincere desire to understand the National Academy
of Sciences’ assessment of the forensic sciences.

First, the most profound and promising aspect of

the NAS report was its refusal to affirmatively deny
the reliability of many forensic disciplines that have
come under the fire of critics around the country.

The report makes no claim that disciplines such as
firearm identification, toolmark identification, latent
print identification, and forensic odontology (bitemark
comparisons), to name a few, are invalid or incapable
of producing consistently accurate results.

In fact, the report openly acknowledges that these
disciplines may very well have significant scientific

underpinnings. In its discussion of latent fingerprints
for example, the report explains that historically,
“friction ridge analysis has served as a valuable tool,
both to identify the guilty and to exclude the innocent.
Because of the amount of detail available in friction
ridges, it seems plausible that a careful comparison of
two impressions can accurately discern whether or not
they had a common source.”

Similarly, in its assessment of firearm and toolmark
identification (commonly referred to as ballistics),
the committee agreed that “class characteristics are
helpful in narrowing the pool of tools that may have
left a distinctive mark. Individual patterns from
manufacture or from wear might, in some cases, be
distinctive enough to suggest one particular source,
but additional studies should be performed to make
the process of individualization more precise and
repeatable.”

In other words, the committee remains undecided on
issues pertaining to scientific validity because many
forensic sciences have yet to present an underlying
body of empirical data and literature that conform to
today’s standards for conducting and documenting
scientific research.

John Collins, Crime Lab Report’s Chief Managing
Editor and the director of an internationally accredited
forensic science laboratory in the Midwest, testified
before the NAS committee in June 2007. He argues
that the report is a reason for optimism if it is kept in
perspective.

“The National Academies aren’t saying that the
engines driving forensic science are pushing in the
wrong direction. They are simply recommending
more horsepower. Much of the research they call for
will further add to the validity of the most commonly
practiced disciplines.”

Collins’ point is underscored by the fact that the

NAS report did not reprimand the forensic science
community for any shortfalls that may exist in the
accessibility or completeness of the available research.
Instead, the committee seemed to understand and
appreciate the unique history of the forensic sciences
and how that history shaped research that was
performed many decades ago.

vol. 25 issue 1

The Print

Jan/Feb/Mar 2009 page 5

The Official Publication of S.C.A.F.O.



Like so many other legitimate fields of study, most
forensic sciences did not grow up in the kind of
academic environment that we know today. By
necessity, they were incubated under the protective
watch of the law enforcement community and the
armed forces mainly because there were no incentives
for other institutions or professions to nurture them on
a large scale.

Police departments and army bases are certainly not
bastions of scientific research and have never claimed
to be. But it was the police and military that needed
the capacity to scientifically detect crime, identify
perpetrators, and exonerate the innocent. So they did
what they had to do to make it work — often with the
help of noteworthy scientific pioneers at universities
around the world.

In 2005, a major study was published by the
American Society of Crime Laboratory Directors
which addressed the growing need for research in
the forensic sciences. According the report, “work

in the forensic sciences does not receive the type or
level of funding that basic research receives. Few
forensic laboratories (20%) have resources dedicated
to research and, historically, research is performed at
universities. Practitioner partnerships are needed for
these research programs.”

Any portrayal of the forensic science community as
acting in defiance of modern scientific expectations
or intentionally avoiding rigorous scrutiny is false and
irresponsible.

The real story, unfortunately, may not help the Los
Angeles Times and Chicago Tribune sell newspapers.
Be we hope citizens are afforded the opportunity to
understand these issues before any serious public
policy changes are enacted.

All reputable and qualified forensic practitioners
derive most of their confidence from training and
experience. And in most instances, a large body of
accumulated knowledge exists to support their work.
As a result, they can provide a service that allows
triers of fact to make more

informed choices about the guilt or innocence of
defendants in our justice system.

Even though research exists in many embattled
forensic disciplines, much of it lacks the completeness
and statistical underwriting that are necessary for
objective researchers to independently evaluate these
sciences and arrive at a consensus on their validity.
Whether right or wrong, universities and other
independent research bodies of similar standing are
expected to put their stamp of approval on critical
scientific practices — usually by undertaking large
studies that can establish valid quantitative expressions
about the reliability and uncertainty of certain
methods.

Future studies will likely begin from scratch so that all
commonly practiced forensic sciences will eventually
have the necessary scientific foundations.

Crime Lab Report will be watching to make sure that
the input and expertise of reputable and active forensic
practitioners weigh heavily on the research that occurs
from this point forward. To isolate these men and
women from the efforts to make lasting progress in the
forensic sciences would entirely defy the NAS report’s
intent to inspire collaboration and communication
among a variety of scientific professionals.

Ballistics and fingerprint studies performed by law
professors and economists will be the first clue that
something has gone terribly wrong.

This leads us into another critical point raised by the
NAS committee regarding the capacity of our justice
system and its officers to objectively elicit scientific
facts.

For years forensic scientists have gathered around
dessert tables at professional conferences and voiced
their displeasure about the procedural constraints that
seem to inhibit scientists from freely discussing the
implications of their scientific results during a trial

or other legal proceeding. Most expert witnesses, at
some point in their careers, experience the frustration
of being admonished by a judge or lawyer for
volunteering information that exceeds the scope of the
question asked.

In very clear language, the NAS committee gave
credence to these frustrations when they opined that
the “adversarial process relating to the admission and
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exclusion of scientific evidence is not suited to the task
of finding ‘scientific truth.””

We agree wholeheartedly with this assessment but

we also believe it applies to adversarial clashes
occurring outside the courtroom. Many dangerous
misperceptions about forensic science have been
propagated by lawyers and professors who are intent
on bringing forensic science to its knees by whatever
means possible. This has created an equally unsuitable
environment for finding scientific truth.

For this reason, we wish the NAS committee would
have cautioned its readers to be wary of the potential
dangers and distractions presented by ideologues who
hope to influence the funding and staffing of the many
research projects that will take place in the coming
years.

Forensic science leaders must focus on the
establishment of new partnerships with honest and
collaborative researchers in academia — and there

are many of them. As these partnerships take hold,
misguided activists will lose relevance and credibility.

Dr. Roger Kahn, former president of the American
Society of Crime Laboratory Directors and a
practicing DNA expert in Texas noted that there is

a precedent for this ability of science to transcend
ideology. According to Kahn, “this clearly happened
with DNA after the second report by the National
Research Council on DNA testing. It led to important
research and publications that resolved a variety of
statistical questions in a rigorous manner. In doing so
it strengthened the underpinnings of forensic DNA.”

Until that time, a rather uncomplimentary image of
DNA was being painted by many of the same
individuals who now hold DNA up as proof that other
forensic disciplines are substandard.

This transcendence will likely begin as forensic
science leaders identify and partner with collaborators
and researchers in the academic community.
Eventually, critical commentators having a limited
perspective on the realities of the forensic sciences will
disqualify themselves from serious consideration and
be less able to hinder the scientific progress that can
be made in the coming years.

Just before the release of the NAS report, the
Consortium of Forensic Science Organizations (CFSO)
took the first steps towards this objective by inviting
a variety of stakeholders to a roundtable discussion
in Washington, D.C. According to the CFSO, invitees
included defense attorneys, prosecutors, police
officials, judges, and civil rights advocates. No other
gesture could have more appropriately reflected the
goodwill and optimism that exists in the forensic
science community to do right by our justice system.
No other act of leadership could have been more
effective.

When given the choice to float a few superficial
sound bites to a reporter or engage in a meaningful
discussion, forensic science leaders will probably start
looking for a comfortable conference room. That’s
exactly what the CFSO did.

The potential for positive outcomes in the wake of
the NAS report are limitless, but the committee’s
recommendation to form a National Institute of
Forensic Science is one that is fraught with as many
threats as there are opportunities. Crime Lab Report
believes that vigilance and strong leadership will be
needed to prevent forensic science from becoming
as slow, political, and bureaucratic as our federal
government and many of our universities.

In our experience, these kinds of environments can
erode the culture needed to operate a responsive and
reputable forensic science laboratory. Any suppression
or discouragement of ingenuity, productivity, critical
thinking, and ethical centeredness will bring harm to
the forensic sciences and weaken the foundations of
our justice system. Yet it is difficult for any external
agency to regulate another organization’s culture and
internal management practices.

In some ways, the FBI’s misidentification of a latent
print in the Brandon Mayfield case served as the
most painful example of how a large bureaucratic
culture can become compromised by its own internal
struggles.

Admittedly, the authors of the NAS report took a
different view when they remarked that the Mayfield
case “and the resulting report from the Inspector
General surely signal caution against simple, and
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unverified, assumptions about the reliability of
fingerprint evidence.”

In our opinion, the lessons learned from the Mayfield
case have little to do with the validity of fingerprint
evidence. Even the report explains that the FBI
investigation “determined that once the fingerprint
examiner had declared a match, both he and other
examiners who were aware of this finding were
influenced by the urgency of the investigation to
affirm repeatedly this erroneous decision.”

This is evidence of a cultural problem, not a scientific
one.

We suspect that in recent years the FBI has suffered

an organizational shock with the unimaginable
pressures placed on its employees to rapidly support
the homeland security efforts of our federal and state
governments. Only the very best leadership practices
galvanized by a strong scientific philosophy could ever
inoculate scientists from these pressures — and even
that might not be enough.

The FBI is to be commended for much of the work
that was done to remedy the problems revealed in the
Mayfield case. But others who quickly discounted the
criticality of organizational stability in providing good
science were relegated to settling on bad science as an
explanation for what happened. This was a gross
misdiagnosis of a dangerous disease that gave rise to
some horrific symptoms.

The recommended National Institute of Forensic
Science could easily follow the same path. As we have
witnessed in recent years with only a minimal influx
of funding for the forensic sciences, whenever money
and influence are at stake, political maneuvering
becomes rampant and clear solutions are sometimes
obscured.

The stockpile of history is packed with failed attempts
by our federal government to remedy perceived

social problems. We believe these failures often occur
because individuals involved in the process are not
really interested in the reforms that they were hired or
appointed to bring about. Instead, they seek personal
influence or cater to special interests that are not
necessarily healthy or honorable.

Just last week, many crime laboratory directors
received their printed copy of a Department of Justice
survey of publicly funded crime laboratories that was
performed back in 2005 — four years ago. This is not
the kind of efficiency and responsiveness that should
be recommended to support and strengthen forensic
science.

Readers of the NAS report will notice how much it
demands that scientific opinions be underwritten by
complete and proper research. But we wonder what
research supports the argument that a new government
agency is an appropriate way to govern and support
the forensic sciences. In our judgment, the evidence
shows that accreditation and certification have
demonstrated themselves to be reliable mechanisms
for providing the professional governance and
oversight that are needed to ensure that the profession
of forensic science continues to advance.

If a National Institute of Forensic Science is created,
however, we sincerely hope it is able to achieve

the same levels of effectiveness and scholarship

as the National Academy of Sciences. But as is
always the case, it will require the involvement of
people who hold themselves to the highest levels

of professionalism and integrity — yes, the same
professionalism and integrity that courts now demand
of forensic scientists each and every day.

In the end, there is nothing that the National Academy
of Sciences can recommend to make human beings
perfect. But it can inspire forensic scientists and
researchers to strive for a level of excellence that
perhaps was never contemplated before. What a
wonderful thing this would be.

Standing in the way of these efforts, unfortunately, will
be the brand of politics that has found its way into the
world of forensic science. The scope of this phenomenon
will only magnify as larger sums of money begin
flowing in as recommended by the NAS committee.
Universities tapped to undertake new research projects
in support of the forensic sciences, for example, will
enjoy potential windfalls of funding and notoriety as

a result of their work. This introduces an inherent bias
that rarely gets talked about. But like all biases, they are
only a problem when they adversely impact professional
judgments and prevent independent thinking.
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While political dynamics may be frustrating for many
forensic science leaders and practitioners who are
fighting just to manage their incoming caseloads, it

is a small price to pay for being given access to tax-
payers’ hard-earned dollars.

Even if every NAS recommendation is adopted,
nothing can change the constitutional requirement

that judges and lawyers protect innocent defendants
from injustice. Not even the most rigorous and well-
controlled research will stop opposing counselors from
challenging forensic evidence and scrutinizing the
credentials of scientists — nor should it.

Furthermore, disagreements among researchers

will always occur over interpretations and results.

As one university completes its research on a
particular forensic practice, there will be another
university waiting to find flaws with the work so that
funding might be allocated to support an alternative
methodology. This is how science works.

There will also be irresponsible reporters and activists
who continue to misunderstand and mischaracterize
the forensic sciences; therefore, they will portray rare
and isolated instances of failure as being pervasive
problems necessitating the adoption of specific
reforms. This is how activism works.

Whatever happens from this point forward, resources
allocated to the forensic science community must be
commensurate with the demand for its services. And
as the NAS report rightly recommends, accreditation
and professional certification can be made mandatory
to ensure the external and independent oversight of
forensic practitioners.

As we pointed out in a recent editorial, forensic
science has probably been a leading preventer of
wrongful convictions over the last twenty years.

But there was little incentive or funding to attract
researchers willing to help the profession vault itself
to the next level. And quite frankly, some forensic
practitioners were not necessarily warm to the idea of
outsiders playing in their sandbox. For sure, these days
have passed and hopefully everyone will focus on the
work that needs to be done and the resources that need
to be allocated.

In our opinion, The National Academy of Sciences
report on forensic science is not perfect. But it is good
enough to usher in a bright new day for all of the
forensic sciences if it is acted upon responsibly.

Only time — and good-faith collaboration — will tell. *
% %k ok 3k

Recommended Reading
1999 N1J Needs and Status Study: http://www.ncjrs.
gov/pdffiles1/173412.pdf

2005 ASCLD 180-Day Study: http://www.ncjrs.gov/
pdffilesl/nij/grants/213422 pdf
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represent those of our sponsors or other organizations
affiliated with CRIME LAB REPORT and its editors.
While every effort is made to ensure accuracy

and contextual honesty, all opinions should be
corroborated with independent research before being
construed as factual. Crime Lab Report will quickly
correct and/or retract any information demonstrated to
be erroneous. We welcome opposing viewpoints and
will publish responses from our readers, which may be
edited for economy and clarity.
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Executive Board Meeting Minutes

DATE: January 10,2009

LOCATION:  Mimi’s Café, Tustin— CA

HOST(S): Marvin Spreyne, Chairman of the Board
SECRETARY: Teri Eklund

PROGRAM: 2009 Executive Board Meeting

CALL TO ORDER: Executive Board meeting, at 0835 hours by
Marvin Spreyne

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE led by: Bill Leo, Past President and
Current Historian

ATTENDANCE:

EXECUTIVE BOARD: Marvin Spreyne, Amy Hines, Mari Johnson,
Debbie Stivers, Lisa Jackson, Teri Eklund, Cynthia Fortier, Craig

Johnson, Bill Leo, Steve Tillman, Cindee Lozano, Mark Waldo, and
Anne Carlson

EXECUTIVE BOARD Absent:
Larry Rodriguez

Members and guests present: Susan Garcia and Dominique Riley
OLD BUSINESS:
Swear Ins of the Executive Board Absent from December Meeting:

Sworn-in by Steve Tillmann, Past President
Craig Johnson, Parliamentarian

Bill Leo, Historian

Lisa Jackson, Treasurer

Mark Waldo, Director

Mari Johnson, First Vice-President

Motion to accept new Board members by Steve Tillman, seconded by

Teri Eklund.
Other:

Treasurer Report:

Debbie Stivers recapped 2008’s revenue and expenditures. (See Attached
Financial Report)

Two members still owe payment for registration of the 2007 training
seminar Discussion was held as measures available towards
resolving the issue. President Hines will handle the matter.

Membership Report:

Teri Eklund reported that membership was down for the year 2008.

In review of the attendance of the meetings for 2007 and 2008, there
was no significant indicator that dinners were more popular than
luncheons;however, more luncheons than dinners were held over the two
years.

2008 Seminar:

Bill Leo voiced his concerns over the loss of monies from the seminar.
It was discussed that a committee would be developed to organize the
seminars with the Chairman heading the committee and Bill Leo as an
advisor.

Old Minutes:
Motion by Debbie Stivers to accept the old
minutes, Mari Johnson seconded.
NEW BUSINESS:
2009 Seminar:
Craig — The Association needs to draw more students for the seminars;
getting the colleges and universities involved.

Debbie — What is the max amount of money to be spent on hotel for
seminar?

Meeting Assignments: April, Amy Hines; June, Anne Carlson &
Cynthia Fortier; August, Mark Waldo & Dominique Riley; October,
Seminar; December; Mari Johnson; February 2010, Cindee Lozano,

Membership/Attendance:

« It was suggested that for each meeting the Secretary needs to send out
both email and postal mail.

* There should be meeting fliers for each meeting available at the previous
meeting

MOTION TO ADJOURN:
Motion by: Marvin Spreyne, seconded by Mari Johnson
MEETING ADJOURNED: 1000 hours

President’s Message

Greetings to members of SCAFO and readers of The
Print,

I am not only honored but extremely privileged to be your
72nd SCAFO President as we enter the New Year. I look
forward to maintaining the tradition of introducing new and
updated training to our meetings and seminars.

I have been with the Riverside County District Attorney’s
Office for almost 14 years and have worked with many deputy
district attorneys and assisted in assembling hundreds of
cases for trial. Being a member of SCAFO and working in the
forensics field is not just a routine job we all perform daily,
but rather a position and title that we hold with integrity and
unbiased perspectives. | was reminded of this a few weeks
ago when an attorney came to me with an identity issue on an
individual that was in court for a minor offense. The attorney
showed me a rap sheet a mile long with various offenses, one
of which was murder. I was told that the individual in court
claimed that it was not his rap sheet, but rather his brother’s.
If I failed to prove that it was not his rap sheet by the end of
the day, then he was going to spend the entire weekend in jail
without bail. So, I had to act quickly and try to obtain all of
the booking prints associated with those offenses (including
the murder conviction), as well as roll the suspect’s prints.
My persistence on the phone with the Department of Justice
prevailed, and I was able to acquire all of the print cards via
e-mail. I was able to correctly identify the individual in court
and prove in fact that he was not the same individual with the
mile-long rap sheet. When I went to share my findings with
the attorney, I could see a bit of disappointment in his eyes
and he inquired worriedly: “are you sure?” As I looked up
at him, I let him know that I was aware of his desire for this
to be the right guy, but it clearly is not the correct individual
and it is my job to compare these fingerprints without bias for
purposes of identification and elimination. He just smiled at
me and said “okay, thanks.” As I walked away from him, I
felt a sense of pride knowing that even though I work for the
prosecution, my job is not to actually prosecute the person,
but to seek truth and justice for the individuals no matter who
they are. That is why our field is so special and rewarding,
and why I am so grateful to be a part of it.

I hope you all feel the same sense of pride and grateful-
ness as you start your work day each and every day because
you should be proud of what you do and what we stand for;
know that you make a difference in bringing justice to the
community you serve. Support each other when the pressure
is on to make identification, especially during this economic
crisis. Please take care and be safe out there. I look forward
to seeing you at our next SCAFO meeting!

Sincerely,
Amy Hines
SCAFO President
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MINUTES OF DECEMBER MEETING

DATE: December 6, 2008
LOCATION: Mario’s Place, Riverside
HOST: Amy Hines
SECRETARY: Teri Eklund

PROGRAM: Re-iteration of IAI 1973 Resolution on no
minimum characters for identification; entertainment for
comedian Richard O. Jones

CALL TO ORDER: General meeting, 1330 hours by President
Marvin Spreyne

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE Led by Larry Rodriguez
ATTENDANCE:

PAST PRESIDENTS: No past presidents in atten-
dance.

EXECUTIVE BOARD: Marvin Spreyne, Amy
Hines, Debbie Stivers, Larry Rodriguez, Cindee Lozano,
Director Elect Anne Carlson, Teri Eklund

EXECUTIVE BOARD Absent: Susan Garcia, Craig
Johnson, Mari Johnson, Director Elect Mark Waldo

Members and guests present: 37
OLD BUSINESS:

Second Readings:
Michelle Acevedo and Johnna Butcher

Motion to Accept: Cindee Lozano, second by
Teri Eklund

Swear Ins: by 2008 Past President Marvin Spreyne

Ray Davidson, LA County Sheriff’s Dept.
Rebekah Ford, Riverside County D.A.’s Office
Sharona Kay, LA County Sheriff’s Dept.
Angela Hilliard, Glendale Police Dept

OTHER: None.

NEW BUSINESS:
First Readings:

Ameneit Rahimzadeh, Orange County Sheriff’s
Office

Recommended by: Patti Blume, Orange County
Sheriff’s Office

Gina Lopez, LA County Sheriff’s Dept.
Recommended by: Wayne Plumtree, LA
County Sheriff’s Dept.

Donna Thomas, LA County Sheriff’s Dept.
Recommended by: Wayne Plumtree, LA
County Sheriff’s Dept.

Other:

Swearing in of New Board (by Marvin Spreyne):Amy Hines,
President; Debbie Stivers, 2nd Vice President; Teri Eklund,
Secretary; Cindee Lozano, Director; Larry Rodriguez, Director;
Anne Carlson, Director.

ANNOUNCEMENTS:

2009 Annual Training Seminar will be held at the Burbank
Holiday Inn Media Center, Oct. 2nd and 3rd.

Larry Rodriguez announced there are two openings at Santa
Barbara County Sheriff’s Department

Wayne Plumtree announced that there are 4 openings for
Forensic Identification Specialist I at LA County Sheriff’s
Department.

An Executive Board meeting will be held in January 2009; the
exact date, time and place to be announced.

ATTENDANCE DRAWING of $25.00 won by:
Rachel Minickn
DOOR PRIZES:
Provided by Dick Rogers and the Executive Board
MOTION TO ADJOURN:

Motion by: Amy Hines
Second: Teri Eklund

MEETING ADJOURNED: 1450 hours

“Every man owes a part of his time and money to the business or industry in which he is engaged. No man has a moral right to
withhold his support from an organization that is striving to improve conditions within his sphere.”

For subscription or membership information, or address corrections contact:

S.C.A.F.O. Teri Eklund, Treasurer

P.O. Box 21273

El Cajon, CA 92021

eklund@scafo.org

$20.00 yearly subscription (attendance required for membership)

$30.00 yearly for International Subscriptions

C.S.D.ILA.l. Felita D. Chapman
P.O. Box 125
Fairfield, CA 94598
(707) 208-2348
csdiai-sectre@sbcglobal.net
$25.00 yearly membership

1AL Joe Polski, Chief Operations Officer
2535 Pilot Knob Road, Suite 117
Mendota Heights, MN 55120-1120
(651) 681-8566 iaisecty@theiai.org
$60.00 yearly membership

- President Theodore Roosevelt, 1908

etz

=
g £

Jnternational
Agsociation

for

Jdentification

CALIFORNIA STATE DIVISION

vol. 25 issue 1

The Print

Jan/Feb/Mar 2009 page 11

The Official Publication of S.C.A.F.O.



CSDIAI ANNUAL TRAINING SEMINAR
MAY 18-21, 2009

DOUBLETREE HOTEL SAN JOSE
2050 GATEWAY PL
SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA. 95110
1-408-453-4000

RATE $140.00
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See instructions on the
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