
A false positive 
when an expert 
concludes an 
identification 
when in fact 
the mark and 
print originate 
from different 
sources

and a 
false negative 

when the expert 
makes an exclusion  
conclusion whereas 

the mark and print were 
left by the same source 

Computing error rates 
on such a limited 

number of cases is 
possible but would 

not constitute in 
my opinion a fair 

reflection of my 
performance.

In more than 20 years as latent print 
examiner, I did yearly proficiency tests 

(involving palm impressions as well) without 
making any erroneous identifications. Since the 
palm study, I have received further training 

to limit my number of misses.
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Controlled studies 

– controlled in the sense that the 
true status of the comparisons 

were known involving palm marks –  

have shown that the profession 
has to allow for A

false 
positive 

rate 
on the order of 

1% 

false 
Negative 

rate 
on the order of 

10% 

and a

For all 
14 different  

sources trials, 
I correctly excluded, 

meaning I made 
no false positive 

errors.In total 
I reached 

conclusions in 44 
cases of known 
ground truth. 

Did you 
participate in 

the study and what 
were your error 

rates?

the specificity 
of the mark 

its level of  
complexity

and my personal expertise 
in terms of education, training, 

and past performance under 
controlled conditions.

You have cited controlled 
studies giving error rates, 

do these figures apply 
to you and this case?

We generally 
define two 
types of 
errors: 

we hear from you  
today as an expert  

in fingerprint  
comparison who
has compared

and a set of  
palm prints  

taken from the 
defendant. 

I am confident  
in my decision, 

but it should not  
be taken as a factual 

certainty. 

a palm mark 
detected at the 

crime scene 

Are you  
100% certain 

in this 
conclusion?

Your opinion 
is that of an 

Identification . 
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To some 
degree they do, 

as I am a member of 
the profession.  

For 30 same 
source cases, 

I identified correctly 
in 24 cases and 

made 6 erroneous 
exclusions .

How 
often may 
experts 

get it 
wrong?

Erroneous 
decisions have been 

made in the past and the 
possibility of experts 
making an error should  

not be discounted.

I was one 
participant 
(user-0272). 

CERTIFICATION

In this 
specific case,  

the court 
would be advised 

to consider: But they provide 
only averages across 
all cases in the study 

and all examiners 
who participated 

in the study.

that is to say  
that the mark and  

the corresponding 
print share the  
same source .  


