Cases Solved by Fingerprint Evidence
Short Paper Exercise
Due Friday May 28, 2021

Task: Students will be asked to research a criminal case where a fingerprint at the scene of a
crime helped to solve the crime and identify a perpetrator. Or you may choose to research a
court case that has been reopened or thrown out due to far

Ity identification of fingerprints. This
case can be a recent case or a cold case. The student will gather information regarding the
case, from more than one source (you may use your textbook as a source on fingerprinting).
Please cite your sources.
Objectives:

¢ To understand the importance of fingerprint analysis

e To determine the reliability of fingerprints as a means of identification

¢ o explain how fingerprint evidence is collected

¢ Understand how to link a known to an unknown source
A & "'?'?:.i?m:.:-lf-::sgy and crime scene processes/industry process and procedures

DoK Level 2¥Students will be able to compare and contrast the value of fingerprint analysis as
well as the importance of handling this type of evidence and summarize their findings. The
student needs understanding the criminology application and how it relates to crime solving.
Summarize where proper procedures were not followed.

Instructions: You will be asked to research:
1. acriminal case where a fingerprint was recovered. As a result of this discovery, the
criminal case proceeded and a suspect was identified.
2. Or you may choose to research a court case that was either reopened or thrown out
because of faulty identification or poor handling of the fingerprint evidence.

Below are some of the areas you may want to explore, you may add other information not
included here. This list contains merely suggestions:
e What type of case is it? (cold case, etc)
What are the details of the crime?
What type of crime did it involve?
Was the perpetrator immediately identified?
If the perpetrator was not immediately identified, why not?
Where was the fingerprint evidence discovered
What type of fingerprint evidence (Loop, arch, whorl)
How was the fingerprint evidence obtained (method)
Who recovered the evidence?
How was the fingerprint analyzed?
Was anyone arrested immediately?
If the court case was reopened, why?
If the court case was thrown out, why?
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e Conclusion: What can you conclude about the value of fingerprint evidence as it
refates to the criminal investigation, the court system as well as prosecution?
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| Exceptional (4)

| Accomplished (3)

Developing (2)

| Beginning (1)

Focus and Detail

| The paper clearly
| states an
| introduction to the

case in the
opening

- paragraph. There

IS one clear,
well-focused topic.

The opening
paragraph is good
but could use
more detail
introducing the
topic. Main ideas
are clear but not
well supported.

| The opening

paragraph is

| vague with little

| detail, main ideas
are somewhat

| clear

i

The topic

| introduction is

non existent or

| not clear

Organization

The introduction is

| inviting, states the
| main topic, and

| provides an

| overview of the

| paper. The

- conclusion is

strong.

!
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Q_ The introduction
- states the main

topic and provides

an overview. A
conclusion is

included.

| The introduction
| states the main

topic. A

- conclusion is

included.

| There is no clear
| introduction,

| structure, or

| conclusion.

Voice

The student's
Knowledge and/or
experience with
the topic isfare
evident.

The purpose of

the writing is
somewhat clear.
The student's
knowledge and/or
experience with
the topicis
evident.

The purpose of
the writing is
somewhat clear.
The student’s
knowledge of the

- subject matter is

limited.

The student's
purpose of writing
IS unclear.

Sentence
Structure

| All sentences are
- well constructed.

- The student

- makes no errors in

grammar,
mechanics or
SZDEHEHQ ;

Most sentences

- are well

- constructed. The
student makes
few errors in

grammair,

“mechanics and /or
spelling but they

don't interfere with

~understanding.

Most sentences
are well
constructed. The
student makes
several errors in
grammar,
mechanics and/or

spelling that

interfere with
understanding.

- Sentences sound

awkward or are
difficult to
understand.
There are
NUMEerous errors
in grammar
and/or spelling
that interfere with

J understanding.

Critical Thinking

| Draws insightful
| conclusions that
| are thoroughly

| defended with

| examples.

Draws informed

conclusions that
are justified with
evidence

- Draws logical

conclusions but

- does not defend
with evidence

| Does not draw
| logical
{ conclusions
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