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-~ DEVELOPMENT MEDIUM

The development of fingermarks on the substrate appeared to have been coated by
cyanoacrylate (superglue) fuming, possibly dyed with a stamning agent and examined
wit’*h ali gh‘t source and any sweat marks developed would have been photographed.

'CLARITY

d : e1e 1sy some secénd an T detail in the surroundmg
scraps of marks Takmg aIl these details into consuderatlon, the tolerance appears to be
.medmm to low.

PROBLEMATICS

Besides the problems I have mentioned earlier with the substrate, there are abrasions
running through the mark from 12 0’clock to 6 o’clock and the abrasions to the left
from 12 o’clock to 6 o’clock and to the right moving from 3 o’clock to 9 o’clock.
There are dark patches, possibly contaminates, which showed interference on both
sides and at the base . This does interfere with the main mark.

To the left and the bottom of the main mark, there is a loop ty 'pe pattern, pointing to 9
o’clock which shows very little second level detail.

COIVI'PARISON OF THE FINGERMARK TO THE KNOWN FINGERINT

“OF MARION ROSS.

SUBSTRATE AND DEVELOPMEN TNIEDIUM

This is an inked impression, which has been deposited onto a light adhesive surface.
RIDGE PATH AND FURROWS

The ridge paths and the furrows can _vbe followed without difficulty .

MAJOR RIDGE PATH DEVIATIONS

There are severa] major ridge path deviations (ridge characteristics) within the r1d°e
paths of the fingerprint and can easily be identifiable.
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'PRESSURE DISTORTION

There is prés;sure distortion, this was caused by the ‘adhcsiyepaper being Wrapped
around the finger. The ridges and furrows on the left of the: print appear to be normal,

o

But as the finger was be ,
became wider, darker and the firrows be

N ortion, these became apparent dunng the analysis.

Although there was deposition pressure and problems with the fingermark, this does
- DOt in my opinion, lessen the evidential value.
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