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On July 29, 2019, Ron Smith and Associates, Inc. (RS&A) shipped the Fall 2019 Latent Print Comparison
Proficiency Test #19102. Participants were required to submit their responses no later than
September 30, 2019 in order for them to be included in this summary report.

A total of 104 tests were ordered and shipped, with 68 participants returning their responses. This
summary report is based on 680 individual responses (68 participants returning 10 responses each).
The test was provided in both digital and/or hard copy format and included ten latent prints and four
sets of known fingerprints and palm prints.

The results presented in this report reflect whether or not the participants’ submitted results are
consistent or inconsistent with the assigned values garnered from pre-distribution testing and
outlined in The Manufacturer’s Report (Appendix 1). The primary purpose of a Summary Report is to
provide an overall documentation of all the submitted responses. It is RS&A’s intention to go a step
further by providing more meaningful statistical results through analyzing the submitted responses in
relation to the demographics obtained from each of the examiners participating in this proficiency
test. All results and statistics for this test will be outlined through graphs and charts found in the
remainder of this report.

Prior to distribution of this test, all of the expected responses were determined to be either
“Identification” or “Exclusion”; however, we are aware that some agencies allow for a conclusion of
“Inconclusive” in their casework. In designing this Proficiency Test, there was no intention to force a
participant to render a conclusion which goes beyond their considered opinion. To satisfy this option,
participants were allowed to enter “Inconclusive” as a response. Due to the fact that a participant's
“Inconclusive” response does not meet the assigned values, it will appear as an inconsistent response
in the summary report and be incorporated as such in the statistical analysis. It will be up to each
agency to decide if the participant's “Inconclusive” response qualifies as being acceptable under their
policies and procedures.

RS&A strives to maintain the confidentiality of all of its clients and participants. All results are
obtained and published using randomly generated test codes. RS&A will not release the identity of
any participant without the written consent of the participant and/or the agency involved.

For any additional information, please contact the Proficiency Testing Coordinator at
testing@ronsmithandassociates.com or call toll free at 1-866-832-6772.
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Appendix 1

Test Manufacturer’s Information

Fall 2019 Latent Print Comparison Proficiency Test #19102

This test consisted of ten latent prints and four sets of known fingerprints and palm prints. The test was
provided in hard copy photograph and/or digital image formats. The assigned values were determined
through the ground truth information and verified through unanimous agreement during pre-
distribution testing. The assigned values were as follows:

Latent Print . . P
Conclusion Subject Number | Specific Finger or Palm
Number
L-1 Identification K-1 Right Palm Print
L-2 Identification K-3 Right Index
L-3 Identification K-4 Left Thumb
L-4 Identification K-3 Left Palm Print
L-5 Identification K-1 Left Index
L-6 Exclusion
L-7 Identification K-2 Right Middle
L-8 Identification K-3 Right Thumb
L-9 Exclusion
L-10 Identification K-3 Right Palm Print
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Appendix 2

Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Compared to Assigned Values
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Appendix 3

Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Based on Accreditation
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 4

Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Based on Sworn or Civilian Status
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Appendix 5

Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses

Based on |IAl Certification Status
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 6

Percentage of Participants
Based on Primary Job Position
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Based on Primary Job Position
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 7

Percentage of Participants
Based on Time Devoted to Latent Print Casework
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Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Based on Time Devoted to Latent Print Casework
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 8

Percentage of Participants
Based on Hours of Latent Print Training
Completed
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Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Based on Hours of Latent Print Training
Completed
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 9

Percentage of Participants
Based on Years of Experience in Latent Prints
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Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Based on Years of Experience in Latent Prints
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 10

Percentage of Participants
Based on Highest Level of Education Completed

3% 13%
19%

10%

55%
m High School (9) M Associate's Degree (7)
w Bachelor's Degree (37) ™ Master's Degree (13)
m PhD (2)
o _J
4 A

Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Based on Highest Level of Education Completed
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 11

r 1
Consistent vs Inconsistent Responses
Based on Review of Original Conclusions by
another Latent Print Examiner Prior to
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*Numerical values shown are based on 68 participant submissions equaling 680 total responses.
*For further information, please read Manufacturer’s Additional Observations on the final page of this
report.
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Appendix 12

Participant Responses Listed by Test Code

Latent Print # L-1 L-2 L-3 -4 | L5 |[L-6| L-7 L-8 |L9| L-10
posgned vaes | it 1063 | 01 063 083 | 0k |01 e o1
s |00 | oxa a3 010 [ ok | 085 e 1083
20019102 | "opp” | ol L Thumb | 1pp |1 ndex| FXC | . widlle R, Thumb| | rpp.
N A T AR A TS
19102 "Wop |R.index L Thumb | pp |1 ndex| *XC . widale| 8. Tumb | XC | Rep
579002 | Tept | L Thumb | 15 |1 mdex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | ©XC | 'gep
w| O e LThumb | 1 1 index| ™ | iade . Tums | o
S e LK | ke e € |
Ll
) 806119102 "Wop |R.index L Thumb | pP |1 ndex| *XC | . widale| R, Thumb | XC | Rep.
6825P19102 | 'op” | g i L Thumb | 1pp | ndex| EXC | & widlle R, Thumb| | rpp.
SSO2A%102 | 'gp” | g v L Thumb | 17p | ndex| PXC | & widlle R, Thumb| | rpp.
7790619102 | Uepp” | g e L Thumb | 7P| ndex| EX€ | . Wil R, Thumb| | rpp.
7819102 e | gL Thumb | 1pp |1 ndex| EXC | . Wil |R. Thumb| | rpp.
625809102 | "op” | g i L Thumb | 17p | ndex| PXC | & widlle|R. Thumb| | rpp.
037019102 | Uopp” | ol L Thumb | 17p | ndex| FXC | v widlle|R. Thumb| | rpp.
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Latent Print # L-1 L-2 L-3 -4 | L5 |[L-6| L-7 L-8 |L-9]| L-10

posgned vaes | i 063 | 01 1063 083 | 082 |01 e o1
s || 03 | ks ok o [ o [ ok [ s
sa20u1102 | 0ot [T e | hum | 1Pp | index| € |a, idde . Thum| X | mop
s || o3 | s [oxa s [ o | ks [ s
awasioz | oot o thumb | 15 |1 mdex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | ©XC | 'gep
73809102 e | gL Thumb | 7P| ndex| X | Wil R, Thumb| | rpp.
172019102 "Wp |R.index L Thumb | PP |1 ndex| *XC . widdle| R, Thumb | XC | Rep
5709102 | ot o e L hum | 1Pp. L index) € |8, idde . Thum | X | mop
S50N19102 "Wop |R.index L Thumb | PP |1 ndex| *XC . widdle| . Tumb | XC | Rep
SBSHC19102 | "aop" | ¢ index L Thumb | Lpp. | ndex| PXC | r. widele|R. Thumb| | rpp.
R A A T AR A TS
6319102 "Wp |R.index L Thumb | PP |1 ndex| *XC . widdle| . Thumb | XC | Rep.
esataance | st o | thumb | 6P |1 ndex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | ©XC | 'Rep
772819102 Nope | o humb | 1pp | ndex| PXC | . widle R, Thumb| | rpp.
656019102 | 'opp” | g i L Thumb | 1pp |1 ndex| FXC | v widlle R, Thumb| | rpp.
rasian0e | st oy | thumb | 1P |1 mdex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | ©XC | 'Rep
marmiai02 et G Thumb | b |1 ndex| EXC | Wil |R. Thumb| | rpp.
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Latent Print # L-1 L-2 L-3 -4 | L5 |[L-6| L-7 L-8 |L-9]| L-10

posgned vaes | i 063 | 01 1063 083 | 082 |01 e o1
00M19102 | Tept | e | L Thumb | 15 |1 mdex| X |, iddle| . Thumb | ©XC | 'Rep
I A R o A A
0906819102 | "ope” o e, humb | 1pp | ndex| PXC | m. widee . Thumb| | rep.
ssaavianoz | ot 1R L hum | 1Pp. | index) € |a, idde . Thumb| X | mop
6681019102 | "ooe” | ol L Thumb | 1pp | ndex| €| P& Thum| € | rpp.
925019102 | Uope | o L Thumb | 1pp | ndex| PXC | . widle R, Thumb| | rpp.
6329919102 | "opp” | ol L Thumb | 1pp |1 ndex| EXC | v widlle R, Thumb| | rpp.
S677219102 | '0pp” |3 x| L Thumb | 17P- |1 ndex| X | widelle|R. Thumb| | rpp.
N A A
o102 | st G| thumb | 6P |L ndex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | X | Rep
767619102 | e | g e L Thumb | 1pp | ndex| PXC |- widele R, Thumb| | rpp.
5019200 | 0ot 1Rl | hum | 1P | index) € |a, iddie . Thum| X | rop
a0z | st N thumb | 6P |1 mdex| X |, iddle| . Thumb | ©XC | Rep
oa0619102 | o0t [T humb | 1Pp | index| € |a, idde . Thum| X | mop
727019200 | ot Nie L hums | 1P L index) € R, idde . Thum | X | mop
99301102 | o0t [T | hum | PP | index] X |a, idde . Thumb| X | rop
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Latent Print # L-1 L-2 L-3 -4 | L5 |[L-6| L-7 L-8 |L-9]| L-10

posgned vaes | i 063 | 01 1063 083 | 082 |01 e o1
43019200 | ot T iey L hum | 1Pp. L index) € R, iddie . Thumb | X | rop
L e T AR A T s
w300z | ot e thumb | 16 |1 mdex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | %€ | 'gep
wmasin || o3 | ks [oxa ok [ mce [ ks [ o
128029202 | Uope” | oo L humb | 1pp | ndex| PXC | r. widle R, Thumb| | rep.
s88aw19102 | 'ope | g L Thumb | 2P |1 ndex| ©XC |- Wil |R. Thumb| | rpp.
585019102 "Wp |R.index L Thumb | PP |1 ndex| *XC . middle| . Thumb | XC | Rep.
12219102 "Wop |R.index L Thumb | PP |1 ndex| *XC . widdle| R, Thumb | XC | Rep.
sooawi9102 | Uopet | T Thumb | 1pp |1 ndex| FXC | widle|R. Thumb| | rpp.
753019102 | e | gy L Thumb | 7P |1 ndex| ©X€ | widele|R. Thumb| | rpp.
9102 ot e L thumb | 1P |L index € |R. iddie . Thum | X | rop
ssaaanoe | st o thumb | 6P |1 mdex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | ©XC | 'Rep
77615102 "Wp |R.index L Thumb | PP |1 ndex| *XC . widdle| R, Thumb | XC | Rep
122009202 | oot i Thumb | 16 |1 mdex| X |, iddle| R, Thumb | ©XC | 'gep
mocsion || o3 | ks [oxa o [ o | ks [ o
N T e T AR A TS
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Latent Print # L-1 L-2 L-3 L-4 | L5 |L-6| L-7 L-8 |[L9]| L-10
. IDK-1 | IDK-3 | IDK-4 |[IDK-3| IDK-1 IDK-2 | IDK-3 ID K-3
Assigned Values RPP [R.Index |L Thumb| LPP |L. Index| € |R. Middle|R. Thumb| ¥X€ | rep
IDK-1 | IDK-3 | IDK-4 [IDK-3| IDK-1 IDK-2 | IDK-3 ID K-3
2162019102 RPP |R.Index |L Thumb| LPP |L Index| ZX€ |R. Middle |R. Thumb| EX€ | mpp
IDK-1 | IDK-3 | IDK-4 [IDK-3| IDK-1 IDK-2 | IDK-3 ID K-3
7574819102 RPP |R.Index |L Thumb| LPP |L Index| ZX€ |R. Middle |R. Thumb| EX€ | rpp
IDK-1 | IDK-3 | IDK-4 |IDK-3| IDK-1 IDK-2 | IDK-3 ID K-3
>450N19102 RPP |R.Index |L Thumb| LPP |L.Index| ZX€ |R. Middle |R. Thumb| EX€ | rpp
IDK-1 | IDK-3 | IDK-4 |IDK-3| IDK-1 IDK-2 | IDK-3 ID K-3
3554219102 RPP |R.Index |L Thumb| LPP |L Index| ZX€ |R. Middle |R. Thumb| EX€ | rpp
IDK-1 | IDK-3 | IDK-4 |IDK-3| IDK-1 IDK-2 | IDK-3 ID K-3
9563v19102 RPP |R.Index |L Thumb| LPP |L Index| ZX€ |R. Middle |R. Thumb| EX€ | Rpp
Totals
Latent Print# | L-1 L-2 L-3 L-4 L-5 | L-6 L-7 L-8 L-9 | L-10
Assigned IDK-1 | IDK-3 | IDK-4 | IDK-3 | IDK-1 | . | IDK-2 IDK-3 | | IDK-3
Values RPP |R.Index |L. Thumb| LPP |L.Index R. Middle | R. Thumb RPP
Consistent
68 68 68 68 68 68 67 68 68 67
Responses
Inconsistent
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Responses
Percentage of
Consistent 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% |100% | 98.5% 100% |100% | 98.5%
Reponses
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Participant’s Additional Comments

Test ID Comments

3658C19102 | In future tests, please indicate whether the known exemplars are inked or live-scan.

7347M19102 | Good quality test at an appropriate level of difficulty.

9072G19102 | Good test.

3554719102 | Overall, the test is on the easier side. All latents and exemplars have ample
information present. Exclusions were very easy.

Manufacturer’s Additional Observations

Based upon a review of the all submitted responses, the following observations were noted:

1. A total of sixty-eight (68) participants, representing forty five (46) agencies/entities, submitted
responses to test 19102. Of those forty-five (45) agencies, a total of only two (2) agencies
submitted responses inconsistent with our assigned values.

2. Of the two (2) inconsistent responses submitted on this test, both of them were answers of
“exclusion”. Both participants were not certified, worked as Crime Scene Investigators, have
less than three years’ experience, work with latent prints less than 50% of the time, have less
than 200 hours training, and do not work in an accredited laboratory.

Authorized by: Ron Smith, President
Ron Smith and Associates, Inc.

Date of Issue: November 7, 2019
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