
• 

• 

I.3Yb20 

IMPROVING THE INVESTIGATION OF MURDER: 

AN ANALYSIS OF THE EFFECT OF TIME AND DISTANCE RELATIONSHIPS IN 

MURDER INVESTIGATIONS 

Submitted to: 

National Institute of Justice 
u.s. Department of Justice 

By: 

Robert D. Keppel 
Chief Criminal Investigator 

Washington state Attorney General's Office 

Joseph G. Weis 
Professor, Sociology 

University of Washington 

March 3, 1992 

Washington state Attor,ney General's Office 
900 4th Avenue, suite 2000 
Seattle, Washington 98164 

prepared under Grant #87-IJ-CX-0026, "Improving the 
Investigation of Homicide and the Apprehension Rate of 
Murderers, If awarded to the Attorney General's Office of 
Washington state by the National Institute of Justice, u.s. 
Department of Justice. The Co-Principal Investigators are 
Robert D. Keppel, the Project Director and Joseph G. Weis, the 
Research Director. Points of view or opinions expressed in 
this document are those of the authors and do not necessarily 
represent official positions or policies of the u.s. 
Department Justice or the Attorney General's Office of 
Washington State • 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.



U.S. Department of Justice 
National Institute of Justice 

138620 

This document has been reproduced exactly as received from the 
person or organization originating it. Points of view or opinions stated in 
this document are those of the authors and do not necessariiy represent 
the official position or policies of the Natlonallnslitute of Justice. 

Permission to reoroduce this 1A~,¢ material has been 
granted py • • 

Pub11C DOmaln/NIJ 
u.s. Department of Justice 

to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS). 

Further reproduction outside of the NCJRS system requires permission 
ofthe~owner. 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

Abstract 

An Analysis Of The Effect Of Time And Distance Relationships 
In Murder Investigations 

by Robert D. Keppel 
and 

Joseph G. Weis 

The purpose of this research was to improve the 
investigative understanding of murder in order to effectively 
manage, 
thereby, 

coordinate, and solve murder investigations and, 
apprehend murderers. The main obj ecti ve of the 

research was to determine the critical solvability factors 
present in murder investigations. 

The research methods involved collecting data from 
approximately 273 police and sheriff departments in Washington 
state on over 1300 murder cases from 1981 through 1986. The 
large sample facilitated comprehensive and rigorous 
statistical analyses. The research was unique in its 
conceptualization and empirical examination of data on the 
salient characteristics of murder investigation. 

out of this research a model for the investigation of 
murder was developed. The model considerE~d the crime of 
murder as an incident that contained five components: (1) the 
location where the victim was last seen, (2) the point of 
contact between the offender and the victim, (3) the initial 
assault on the victim by the offender, (4) the actual death 
producing injuries or murder site, and (5) the location where 
the body was recovered. The location, time and distribution 
of these components were exclusively controlled, either 
consciously or unconsciously, by the offel1!der. From this 
model, a general proposition was formula.ted: the more 
information (dates, time spans and intervals of distance) that 
is known about the components of a murder incident, a 
significantly higher percentage of investigations will more 
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likely result in solution. 
Five issues were explored and analyzed based on this 

general proposition. The findings sU7Ported the proposition 
that having more information about short time spans and 
intervals of distance between certain components enhanced the 
probability of solution in murder cases. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

The research on criminal investigation emphasizes the 

central role of information in the apprehension of offenders. 

The more and better the information, the more likely a case 

will be solved. However, the lack of coordinated 

investigation activities, systematically organized records, 

and quick and easy access to all potentially useful 

information have typically prevented the most efficient and 

effective utilization of available information. Obviously, 

the connections that investigators usually try to make between 

pieces of information can be accomplished much faster and more 

productively with a computer, improving the ability to solve 

crimes and apprehend offenders • 

To deal specifically with problems involving the 

apprehension of murderers, the Washington state Attorney 

General's Office was awarded a federal grant in september 1987 

from the National Institute of Justice for a project, entitled 

"Improving the Investigation of Homicide and the Apprehension 

Rate of Murderers." The grant enabled the Attorney General's 

Office to establish the Homicide Investigation and Tracking 

System (HITS) which is a statewide, computerized information 

system that was designed and implemented as the central 

investigation and research component of the project. A 

primary objective of the project was to describe and assess 

the implementation and utilization of the HITS in murder 

investigations in Washington state. Other research obj ecti ves 
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included the empirical identification of "solvability factors" 

in successful homicide investigations, and the development of 

a better social scientific understanding of murder incidents, 

victims and offenders ~ Data input of the HITS lnformation was 

analyzed to address the latter objectives. The results that 

pertained to the factors of time and distance between crime 

scene components of a murder incident, which was only a small 

portion of the total analyses of the overall proj ect, were the 

focus of this study. 

The discovery of a victim's body is only one phase in the 

process of homicide investigation and prosecution of the 

offender. After the murder, 1 the actual identification of the 

offender and the investigation surrounding the behavior of 

that offender a.re what provide the most insight into reasons 

why the violent act was committed. without identifying the 

perpetrator and understanding the motives behind the murder, 

citizens are uninformed about answers as to why murders 

continue * 

The investigation of murder seeks information about the 

identi ty of the killer, real and circumstantial evidence which 

proves that a particular person committed the act, and the 

motive or reason why the murder took place. The procedures 

l"Murder" is defined as the lntentional killing of one 
person by another where one of the following three conditions 
exist: (a) there is a premeditated intent to kill, (b) the 
killer engaged in an act inherently dangerous to others and 
shows a wanton disregard for human life and (c) the murderer 
perpetrated (or attempted) a felony against the victim such as 
robbery, burglary, rape or arson. 
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utilized by police officers in the investigation and solution 

of murder cases were the major foci of this study. Those 

factors in murder investigations that are critical to their 

solution and the apprehension of a murderer have not been 

examined rigorously in any previous empirical research. The 

goal of this research was to improve the investigation of 

murder in order to more effectively manage, conduct and solve 

murder investigations. 

Chapter 2 is a review of literature on the investigation 

of murder. Social scientific research has neglected the 

criminal justice response to murder as an object of inquiry 0 

Previous research has dealt mainly with police productivity 

studies about 'the effectiveness of detective work for crimes 

other than murder. Murder investigations and reasons for 

their solution have not been the major focus of past research. 

Chapter 3 outlines the conceptional framework and issues 

that were explored in this research. A model for solving 

murder investigations was established and classified murder as 

an incident with five component parts: the location where the 

victim was last seen, the point where the victim and the 

offender had their initial contact, the site where an initial 

assault occurred, the location of the murder, and the site 

where the victim's body was recovered. The model was 

offender-based; that is, the murderer, either consciously or 

unconsciously, separated all or some of the components, or 

they occurred simultaneously at the same location. The model 
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operated on the premise that each of these components were 

present in every murder case, but sometimes information about 

some components was not discovered during the process of the 

murder investigation and, therefore, affected the solution of 

the case. The solvability of murder investigations (cases 

that are "solved" and "unsolved" which are defined in Chapter 

8) was the dependent variable used for the data analyses. 

The data were collected from each of the 274 law 

enforcement agencies in Washington state who, unanimously, 

agreed to participate in the Homicide Investigation and 

Tracking System and research. The cooperation of every agency 

was critical to a comprehensive and successful implementation 

of the research. Therefore, the first steps in implementation 

focused on maximizing the cooperation of all the police and 

sheriff's departments. In general, this was accomplished by 

informing the person who was responsible for the investigation 

of murders in each agency of the objectives of the project and 

their anticipated role in the HITS. Chapter 4 details the 

specific strategies utilized for implementation. 

Also discussed in Chapter 4 is a parallel implementation 

effort that attempted to determine the number of murders, and 

to identify the victims, for each police jurisdiction between 

January 1, 1981 and December 31, 1986. An accurate list of 

1,295 victims was produced with some difficulty, by verifying 

and cross-checking the often discrepant reports of the State 

Bureau of vital statistics, the Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) 
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section of the Washington Association of Police Chiefs and 

Sheriffs, all of the medical examiner/coroner offices, and 

individual police and sheriff's departments. The final list 

was used to organize and guide the collection of data from 

each of the victim case files. 

The information that was entered into the HITS computer 

was collected from individual case files with a data 

collection instrument that was designed for both investigation 

and research purposes. The HITS Form was used to record 

comprehensive, detailed information on 467 items that tap the 

essential characteristics of a murder and its investigation. 

Chapter 5 explains the extensive development work on the HITS 

Form and pretests that were accomplished on sample case files • 

Following this, the final version and its accompanying coding 

manual were used in intensive coder training and reliability 

testing. 

In Chapter 6, the selection process for coders is 

discussed. The selection of coders was based on a comparison 

of the coding reliability of different types of candidate 

coders: homicide investigators, general investigators, 

criminologists, and university students. After initial 

training and the coding of two test cases, the observed 

variation in reliability scores and motivation levels of each 

of the groups led to the decision to use homicide 

investigators as coders, exclusively. Their experience with 

murder investigation, familiarity with murder case files, and 
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knowledge of law enforcement protocol made it easier to train 

them and also, apparently, made them the most reliable coders. 

The training of homicide investigators occurred at four 

locations across the state, with each training session 

attended by more than 10 detectives. Not all trainees became 

coders for the research, and of those who did, 13 coded 95% of 

the cases. Two homicide investigators in Seattle, King county 

Area, where many of the murders were located, coded 60% of the 

total number of cases. The reliability of coding was 

moni tored in two ways throughout the data collections process: 

first, a minimum of 10% of each coder's completed HITS Forms 

were reviewed and evaluated for coding accuracy; and second, 

every case that was coded was checked for internal consistency 

on every item by comparing the original HITS Form with its 

corresponding printout. On both measures the average coding 

reliability was greater than 99% -- an impressive level of 

accuracy. 

The collection of data from murder case files I as 

outlined in Chap'ter 7, began in the summer of 1988 and, with 

data cleaning and corrections, took more than a year to 

complete. As HITS Forms were returned, data entry operators 

entered the information that was recorded on each from into 

the computer. There were 38 categories of information, each 

with multiple items, on the victim, offender, incident, 

methods of operation, weapons, medical examiner findings, 

evidence, investigation procedures, and so on. For the 
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research and HITS, the standards for data entry accuracy had 

to be higher than usual for the system to be efficient and 

effective -- errors would impede investigations. Therefore, 

every data entry for every HITS Form was verified and 

corrected, by once again comparing every item on the HITS Form 

with its printout (Chapter 8). The reliability checks and 

comprehensive verification of data entry have produced one of 

the most accurate data sets on murder that has been compiled. 

The data analyses, which is detailed in Chapter 9, was 

performed on the total sample of 967 single-victim murder 

cases in Washington state from January 1, 1981 through 

December 31, 1986. The data analyses consisted of (1) 

determining the extent to which any information was known 

about each of the components in solved and solved cases, (2) 

examining the sample for those cases in which time information 

was known for each component by solvability, (3) analyzing the 

degree to which solved and unsolved cases differed when 

information about the span of time between any two components 

was known, (4) determining the degree to which short and long 

distances between pairs of components affect solvability, and 

(5) examining the variables of short and long spans of time 

simultaneously with short and long intervals of distance for 

pairs of components for their affect on solvability. 

Chapter 10 summarizes the important implications revealed 

by this research. The utility of knowing information about 

time and distance for some components in murder cases was 
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CHAPTER 2 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE ON THE INVESTIGATION OF MURDER 

Historically, social scientific research on murder has 

emphasized the ecological, demographic, social structural, and 

psychopathological characteristics of murder incidents, 

victims or offenders. 2 3 4 '6 These studies typically rely 

on aggregate-level data or, at the other extreme, clinical 

case-studies, neither of which are very informative regarding 

the control of murder, particularly by the criminal justice 

system. The problem is that researchers, for whatever 

reasons, have neglected the criminal justice response to 

murder as an object of inquiry. 

Consequently, there is not one rigorous, empirical study 

that focuses on the formal reaction to homicides by those 

agencies and agents responsible for solving the crime and 

2wolfganq, M.E. Patterns in criminal Homicide, 
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. 1958. 

3Block, R. "Homicide in Chicago: A Nine Year Study (1965-
1973)" Journal of. Criminal Law and criminology: 66: 496-510. 
1976 

"Messner, S • F. and K. Tardiff, "The Social Ecology of 
Urban Homicide: An Application of the 'Routine Activities' 
Approach." criminology 23,2. 1985 

'Loftin, C. and R. H. Hill, "Regional Subculture and 
Homicide: An Empirical Examination of the Gastil-Hackney 
Thesis." American Sociological Review 39:714-724. 1974 

~rahn, H., T. F. Hartnagel, and J. W. Gartrell, "Income 
Inequali ty and Homicide Rates: Cross-National Data and 
Criminology Theories." Criminology 24,2. 1986. 
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apprehending the offender. Put another way, prior research 

has not focused on the processes, procedures and factors that 

characterize the investigation of murder. To the author's 

knowledge, there is only one study of murder investigation, 

but it was somewhat limited in scope and, therefore, 

generalizabili ty, because it focused only on the investigation 

of "serial" murder, did not deal with how they were caught, 

and depended on the veracity of information provided by 36 

convicted serial-murderer interviewees.' That study may 

illuminate the understanding of some aspects of the 

investigation of serial murder I but it cannot address the 

whole process of investigation of all types of murder. 

An unexpected source of information affecting the 

solution of murder investigations is the case law on murder 

convictions. Al though the procedures used by police in murder 

investigations have not been studied empirically, they are a 

common source of appellate issues raised by those convicted of 

murder. The case law is replete with appeals that attack the 

quality of police investigation in murder cases. Frequently, 

they illustrate that the successful completion of a murder 

investigation is dependent upon a combination of several 

solvability factors: (1) the quality of police interviews of 

eyewitnesses;8 (2) the circumstances which led to the initial 

'Federal Bureau of Investigation, "Violent Crime," ElU. 
Law Enforcelnent Bulletin, August 1985. 

8 Bundx v. state, 455 So.2d 330 (Fla. 1984). 
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stop and arrest of the murderer;9 (3) the circumstances which 

established the probable cause to search and seize physical 

E:V'idence from the person and/ or property of the murderer; 10 

(4) the quality of the investigation at the crime scene(s);11 12 

and, (5) the quality of the scientific analysis of the 

physical evidence seized from the murderer and/ or his property 

and its comparison to physical evidence recovered from the 

victims and the murder scenes. 13 It is surprising that 

empirical research has not been generated from the appellate 

cases which have criticized the quality of police 

investigations. Nor have detectives, traditionally, 

researched these investigative factors to make themselves more 

effectivee To date, advances in the quality of detective work 

have been motivated and accomplished only by the ingenuity and 

drive of individual detectives. 

Fortunately, there has been some work on criminal 

investigation in general that may inform the empirical study 

of murder investigation. This work is found in two sources 

textbooks on criminal investigation and empirical studies of 

the investigation of crimes other than murder. 

9 People v'. Eyler, 477 N.E.2d 774 (Ill. App. 2d, 1985). 

10 People v. Gacy, 468 N.E. 2d 1171 (Ill. 1984). 

11 Williams v. state, 312 S.E. 2d 40 (Ga. 1983). 

12 Bundy v. state, 10 FLW 269 (1985). 

13 Ibid, Willimas v. state 
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A controversial body of literature exists in textbooks on 

criminal investigation in the police science field. These 

textbooks deal with highly selective elements of murder 

investigation, for example, the preservation of evidence at 

the murder scene and various methods of analyzing and handling 

that evidence. 14 15 The basis for each of these texts is 

limited to the practical experiences of each author and is not 

the result of generalizations made from empirical research. 

Very little information is presented in these texts which 

relates to the actual steps, beyond the original crime scene 

investigation, that detectives should follow. The logical 

steps necessary t~ effectively follow the clues that can be 

found during the formative stages of the murder investigation 

are not specifically detailed or analyzed in any of these 

texts or in any empirical research studies. 

The empirical research on criminal investigation over the 

past 15 years has focused on (1) the description of the 

investigative process, (2) the actions of investigators and 

information sources used by them in solving crimes, and (3) 

the management of criminal investigations. Although most of 

this research is not directly applicable to the investigation 

of murder and is often flawed methodologically, it does point 

14 Geberth, V. J., Practical Homicide Investigation, 
Elsevier Publishing Co.: NY, 1983. 

IS Fisher, B., Svensen, A., and o. Wendel, Techniques of 
Crime Scene Investigation, Elsevier Publishing Co.: NY, 1986. 
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to a number of important research issues and questions. The 

early studies of criminal investigation were primarily 

descriptive accounts of the process of law enforcement efforts 

to solve crimes. This research has been highly critical of 

the police role in apprehending criminals. The investigation 

of crime is described as a serendipitous process, wherein the 

actions of police have little to do with solving crimes. 16 17 

From this, a number of controversial evaluations of 

police productivity have reiterated the conclusion that the 

detective function is relatively ineffective in solving 

crimes .18 19 But no studies have examined whether the quality 

of detective work is related to the apparent declining 

solution rate of murders. Recent estimates are that, from 

1960 to 1983, the solution rate for murders has declined from 

over 90 percent to approximately 76 percent for all types of 

murder. 20 In a related study in San Diego, the major 

16 Greenwood, P. W., An Analysis of the Apprehension 
Activities of the New York City Police Department, New York: 
Rand, 1970. 

17 Greenwood, P., J. Petersilia and J. Chaiken, The 
Criminal Investigation Process, D.C.: Lewington, MA. 1977. 

18 Skogan, W. and G. E. Antunes, "Information, 
Apprehension, and Deterrence: Exploring the Limits of Police 
Productivity," Journal of Criminal Justice 7,3. 1979. 

19 Geller, W. Police Leadership In America: crisis and 
OpportunitY, Praeger, 1985. 

20 Holmes, R. M. and J. E. DeBurger, "Profiles in Terror: 
The Serial Murderer," Federal Probation 49,3. 1985. 
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conclusion was that there had been a rapid growth of urban 

criminal homicide between 1970-1980 coupled with a 

corresponding decrease in homicide cases cleared by the 

police. 21 

A number of recent studies have focused on the critical 

elements in solving crimes. For example, research has been 

conducted on sol vabili ty factors in the investigations of 

burglary and robbery. This research concludes that patrol 

officers and detectives contribute equally important work 

toward the solution of these crimes, a finding contrary to the 

earlier studies which emphasized the importance of patrol 

officers and preliminary investigation while minimizing the 

value of follow-up investigation.~ The research on solving 

crimes typically explores the routine police techniques used 

in identifying solvability factors, for example, canvassing 

for eyewitnesses, developing informants, and contacting other 

police agencies, but totally neglects the characteristics of 

the crime that may be important to the solvability of the 

case. 

Given this basic premise, I hypothesize that there is an 

important relationship between the potential for sol ving 

21 Gilbert, J. M., itA study of the Increased Rate' of 
Unsolved Homicide in San Diego, California and its 
Relationship to Police Investigative Effectiveness," American 
Journal of Police II,ll. 1983. 

nEck, J. Solving crimes: The Investigation of Burglary 
and Robbery, Washington D. C. : Police Executi ve Research 
Forum, 1983 
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murders, on one hand, and the other hand information about 

where the body is discovered, the place where the victim was 

last seen, the initial contact point between the offender and 

the victim, the initial assault site, and the location where 

the murder actually occurred. For example, if a female is 

found bludgeoned to death in her bedroom and the ini tial 

contact between that victim and her boyfriend was at the same 

place and minutes before the murder, statistics would most 

likely demonstrate that, in a significant number of these 

types of cases, the boyfriend was the perpetrator, and the 

investigation of the boyfriend should receive the highest 

priority in the investigation process. The avenues of 

approach and the priorities of the investigative steps can be 

developed, both prospectively and retrospectively, from 

information about the various locations. 

There is a small but growing literature concerned with 

the intra- and inter-agency coordination and organization of 

crime investigation. These studies emphasize the efforts to 

improve the management of the process and procedures of 

investigation, toward the end of improving the effectiveness 

of police in solving crimesG~ ~ 

Overall, even though the prior empirical research on the 

23 stewart, J. K. "A Management Plan: Effective Criminal 
Investigation," Police Chief 47,8. 1980. 

24 Repetto, T. A. "The Influence of Police Organizational 
style on Crime Control Effectiveness," Journal of Police 
Science and Administration 3,3. 1975. 
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process of investigation, the identification of solvability 

factors, and the effective management of investigations, 

suffers from many of the usual methodological problems of 

inadequate samples, inappropriate data, weak research designs, 

and simplistic analyses,~ ~ it points to a number of 

important issues in criminal investigation. Among the most 

critical :ls the role of information in solving crime. 

Polic:e agencies have neglected a very important 
source of information. • • a great deal of 
information used in successful investigations is 
obtained by members of the police agency discussing 
cases with each other and by detectives using 
police records. More emphasis should be placed on 
cooperation and information sharing among police 
off icers and detectives • Additionally, police 
managers and executives should pay close attention 
as to how criminal records are filed and organized 
to ma,ke sure that they are easily accessible by 
inves'tigators and that they contain information 
inves'tigators need. To lose a case because a 
witne:ss is not available is unfortunateo To lose a 
case because a detective cannot find information 
that the department already has in its files is 
inexC1Llsable • ~ 

It if; apparent that the most prominent reason why 

detecti ves do not sol ve cases is the manner in which they 

gather and use information. The key to solving crimes and 

making arrests is to understand how much and what kind of 

information is available and how to organize it to make it 

~ Ibid, Eck, 1983. 

26 Gates, D. F. and L. Knowles, "An Evaluation on the Rand 
corporation's Analysis of the Criminal Investigation Process, " 
Police Chief 43,7. 1976. 

n Duffy in Eck, J. Ibid, 1983. 



• 

• 

• 

17 

more accessible and useful. u 

More specifically, willmer in his work with information 

theory and g,olving crimes focused his criticism directly on 

records that are supposed to contain information about 

identified criminals. The search for this information may be 

futile because the availability of such information is in 

question. It is mostly stored in the minds of individual 

police officers who obtain information from many sources other 

than the scene of a crime. These sources are (1) beat patrol 

officers, (2) cultivated informants who give valuable tip­

offs, and (3) detectives who accumulate information over time. 

To improve police effectiveness better methods to receive, 

collate and disseminate this type of information are essential 

for solving crimes.~ 

The main flaw in studies that are critical of the 

investigator's ability to process information is that they 

have primarily used crimes other than murder as the basis for 

research. Burglary, larceny and robbery are the most 

frequently mentioned crimes. The investigat.ive response to 

these crimes is different than for murder. Not always is a 

detective assigned immediately to follow-up these cases, 

unlike murder where all murders are assigned for follow-up, no 

matter the degree to which solvability factors are present. 

~ Ibid, Geller, 1985. 

~ Willmer, M.A.P. (1970) Crime and Information Theory, 
Edinburgh University Press: Edinburgh, Great Britain. 13-34. 
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Murder investigations and reasons for their solution have 

not been the major focus of any study but have been included 

as part of other research on murder. For instance, the 

factors of time and distance have been mentioned with time as 

the most frequently reported factor that affects the solution 

of murder cases. The reference to time, however, has only 

been expressed in terms of its relationship to the chances for 

solution of the case when the time of the arrest of the 

offender is compared to the time when the murder was 

discovered. The research has shown that, in 66 percent of 

solved murder cases, a suspect is in custody within 24 hours 

and, if the murder is not solved within 48 hours, the chances 

of it ever being sol ved fall markedly. 30 31 Time and its 

relationship to murder cases have not been considered in any 

scientific research as they l.'<alate to other factors, such as 

information about the time and place of death in comparison to 

the time and location where the body recovery site was 

discovered, which are elements vi tal to any murder 

investigation.32 33 34 35 

30 Danto, B. L., Bruhns, J., and A. H. Kutscher, The Human 
Side of Homicide, NY: Columbia University Press, 1982. 

31 Lunde, D. T., Murder and Madness. NY: Norton, 1975. 

32Ibid, Geberth, 1983 
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Intervals of distance between certain crime scene 

locations in a murder case have not been routinely included as 

part of any research proj ect on murder. The importance of 

distance was first emphasized by the National Serial Murder 

Advisory Group for the Federal Bureau of Investigation's 

Violent criminal Apprehension Program (VlCAP).~ The actual 

intervals of distance among the victim's last known location, 

the initial contact point between the offender and victim, the 

initial assault location, the death site, and the body 

recovery site are recorded on the VlCAP Crime Report and 

submitted to the FBI by local law enforcement officers.~ The 

data are used in conjunction with other data on the form to 

analyze a case to determine if it is similar in method of 

33Adelson, Lester, T..be Pathology of Homicide, Charles C. 
Thomas, Publisher.: Springfield, Illinois, 1974. 

34spi tz , Werner u. and Russell S. 
Investigation of Death, Charles C. 
Springfield, Illinois, 1973. 

~Ibid, Fisher, 1986. 

Fisher, 
Thomas, 

Medicolegal 
Publisher: 

~he National Advisory Group to the FBI's VICAP Program 
operated from 1981 until the VlCAP unit's implementation in 
June, 1985. It recommended factors that were most important 
to the solution of murder cases, especially multiple murders. 
These recommendations were based on over 100 years of combined 
homicide investigation experience of the group's members. The 
members were Pierce Brooks (Los Angeles Police Department, 
Retired captain), Lt. Terry Green (Oakland, California Police 
Department), captain Robbie Robertson (Michigan state Police) , 
sgt. Frank Salerno (Los Angeles county Sheriff's Office), and 
the author, Chief Criminal Investigator Robert Keppel 
(Washington state Attorney General's Office). 

~Vicap Crime Report, u.S. Department of Justice, Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, June 1985. 
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operation to a case from another police jurisdiction. In the 

event a match is determined, the conclusions of the analysis 

are conveyed to the affected law enforcement agencies. This 

information enables deteatives from different agencies to be 

aware that they may be investigating murders committed by the 

same offender. This process enhances the communication among 

police investigators, makes more information available to be 

pursued, and results in more effective murder investigations. 

Agents of the FBI's Behavioral Sciences Unit have further 

highlighted time and location factors as crucial to the 

process of profiling violent offenders. A specific profile of 

an unnamed offender can point investigators in a certain 

direction and, thus, increase the chances of solving the case. 

They emphasize the importance of the analysis of the time it 

takes to kill and dispose of a victim in conjunction with the 

location of where the murder occurred, especially if it is 

different from where the body was discovered and the point of 

abduction. 38 

A more recent project was undertaken by the u.s. Office 

of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention that emphasized 

the importance of time and distance intervals in murder 

investigations. The purpose of the research was to conduct 

national incidence studies to determine various statistics, 

including the number of juvenile "victims of abduction by 

38 Ressler, Robert K., Ann W. Burgess and John E. Douglas 
(1988) Sexual Homicide. Lexington, Massachusetts: D.C. Heath 
and Company. 135-152. 
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strangers." The time that a child was detained and the 

distance that a child was transported after the abduction were 

major factors in this research. The research concluded 

tragically that 2% of the abduction cases where children were 

coerced or taken a distance of more than 20 feet or detained 

for more than an hour ended with the murder of those 

children. 39 This project did not consider the effect of time 

and distance or their relationship to the solution of child 

murder cases. 

Finally, a major concern about solving crimes addressed 

in the literature on murder is that by some important measures 

the police are not doing these things very well. The most 

common indicator of their performance is the clearance rate, 

the barometer of successful investigation. The reporting of 

clearance rates is based on the investigating agency's case 

status. The most widely used reporting system is the Uniform 

Crime Reports (UCR) of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Using UCR guidelines, the FBI's Violent Criminal Apprehension 

Program (VICAP) has developed five categories of case status 

for murder investigations. They are: 

(1) Open (active investigation), 

(2) Suspended (inactive investigation), 

(3) Open -- Arrest Warrant Issued, 

(4) Cleared by Arrest, and 

39Sweet, Robert W., "Missing Children: 
Reports, U.S. Department of Justice, 
November/December 1990. 

Found Facts," NIJ 
No. 222: 15-18, 
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(5) Exceptionally Cleared (By UCR Definition).~ 

Clearance rates for murder investigations, as described 

in the literature, look bad because they are declining. For 

example, in Illinois, clearance rates for murder have dropped 

from 90 percent to 77 percent since 1972 ... 1 In Washington 

state, the 1984 murder clearance rate was 77 percent and has 

dropped to 66 percent in 1987."2 

When the murder clearance rates for cities over 250,000 

population are examined, the low clearance rate of unsolved 

killings is disturbing. For example, New York City reported 

an unsolved rate of 43 percent in 1979. Also, the police in 

Denver reported an unsolved rate of 54 percent in 1980, a 

figure which represents a startling decade change of 179 

percent in unsolved criminal homicides."3 

Some references in the literature use more detailed 

descriptions about the statuJ;J of the offender .... to define 

40 VICAP Crime Report, U.S. Department of Justice, Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, Rev. 3-11-86. 

41 Ibid, Skogan, 1985. 

42 Crime in washington state, Annual Report, Washington 
Association of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs, 1984 and 1987. 

43 Ibid, Gilbert, J., 1983. 

44 For purposes of this research, "offender" is defined as 
an arrestee(s), perpetrator(s), suspect(s), or any person(s) 
the investigator has reasonable cause to believe is 
responsible for the commission of a murder (s) • Types of 
individuals who are offenders include those who actively 
participate in the murder, look-outs, "get-away" car drivers, 
the "employer" in a murder for hire scheme, and co­
conspirators. 
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solved and unsolved cases. The status of the offender varies 

from case to case depending on what is known about the 

offender and how conclusively a fact or combination of facts 

link a person(s) to the murder. 

Marvin Wolfgang in his 1958 research of criminal homicide 

in Philadelphia also focused on the status of the offender. 

He made the distinction that unsolved criminal homicide had 

multiple 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

components which were interpreted as: 

a suspect has been arrested, brought to trial, but 
not convicted; 

a suspect has been arrested, but has not been brought 
to trial; 

a suspect is known to the police but has escaped 
arrest; or 

no suspect has been identified by police. 

For purposes of his research, he limited his definition 

"of unsolved cases to those cases of homicide in which no 

suspect, sufficiently subject to arrest if located, is known 

to the police." This definition is used by the Philadelphia 

Homicide Squad. 45 In a study of cluster-murders of children 

in Atlanta, unsolved murders were defined as those "without a 

perpetrator being apprehended.".c6 

45 Ibid, Wolfgang, 1958. p.287 

46 Blaser, M. J. and others, "Epidemiologic Analysis of a 
Cluster of Homicides of Children in Atlanta," Journal of the 
American Medical Association, Vol. 251, No. 24, June 22/29, 
1984. 
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The UCR categories of case status were the most 

frequently cited statistics on the status of murder 

investigat:ions found throughout the criminal justice 

literature and the only categories that are used for reporting 

of statistics on murder by law enforcement agencies in the 

state of Washington. For these reasons, they were used in 

this study for determining if a case was solved or unsolved. 

Several issues which flow from the above research were 

addressed in this study. They involved the extent to which 

time and distance factors of the various components of a 

murder incident affected sol vabili ty. These issues are 

detailed in Chapter 3. 

These types of solvability factors in murder 

investigations and their relative contributions to solving 

murder cases will be a major function of this study. It is 

clear that rigorous, empirical research on murder 

investigation is needed to clarify the issues and problems 

identified in the research literature and raised in case law 

on murder conviction appeals. This study should improve the 

understanding of murder and its investigation, as well as the 

management and solution of murder cases. 
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CHAPTER 3 

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 

Any research effort that is undertaken to analyze 

criminal investigation problems requires that the research 

first be carefully conceptualized and the terminology used 

specifically defined. But in the case of murder 

investigation, the process of conceptualization of the 

research revealed a disturbing conclusion. There is no 

scientif ic basis for the investigation of murder, only general 

operational procedures unique to a particular law enforcement 

agency and whatever practical experiences an officer brings to 

an investigation. Additionally, the problem of defining the 

word "information," which the collection of information is a 

basic function of law enforcement officials in every murder 

investigation, is highlighted in the literature of Information 

Theory~ There appears to be a consensus that a strong 

definition of information that is unambiguous must precede any 

research on "information use. ,,47 Therefore, in order to 

develop a theory of murder investigation, an understanding of 

how murder investigation fits into the process of death 

investigation and clear definitions of its component parts are 

necessary. 

What follows in this chapter are (1) the ways in which 

the investigation of a homicide is initiated by police 

officers, (2) a proposed model of murder investigation that is 

47 Horne, Esther E. (1979) 
Function of the Question. 
International. 1-5. 

Information Need and the 
University Microfilms 
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the basis for this research, (3) definitions of the model's 

components and how those components interact in the process of 

murder investigation, and (4) the issues explored and tested 

in this research. 

The Investigation of Homicide: Theory or Practice? 

The customary way that the police become involved in the 

investigation of a death is in response to calls of shots 

fired, a missing person, a man down, or a dead body. The 

course of the investigation is reactive in natu're in that 

investigators follow up the reported call after the incident 

has occurred. 

The most frequent place for a death investigation to 

begin is at the site where the victim is found. Tbis location 

is commonly referred to as the "body recovery (;ite." The 

finding of a dead body is the starting point and initial focus 

of the death investigation.~ 

The type of death is determined and classified as 

homicide, suicide, accidental, natural, or undetermined. It 

is established through information investigated and developed 

by police and medical examiner/coroner personnel. Once a 

death has been classified as homicide (the killing of one 

human being by another), then a homicide investigation 

48 Fisher, Barry A., Arne Svensson, and otto Wendel, 
Techniques of Crime Scene Investigation, Elsevier Publishing 
Co: New York, 1987. p. 404 
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proceeds. Murder is one category of homicide. other 

categories of homicide include, but are not limited to, 

justifiable, excusable, and vehicular homicide, when the 

criminal intent to kill another human being is absent. 

The scene of a murder is, wi thout a doubt, the most 

important crime scene a police officer or investigator will be 

called upon to respond to. 49 How a murder is investigated has 

traditionally relied heavily upon the role of logic and very 

little on theories of investigation based on empirical 

research. Detectives have not systematically researched 

investigative follow-up activities to make themselves more 

effective. To date, advances in the quality of detective work 

have been motivated and accomplished primarily by the 

ingenuity and drive of individual detectives.~ 

The closest homicide detectives have come to using any 

theory of investigation was when they have applied the 

principles of inductive and deductive reasoning to the follow­

up activities of a murder investigation. The two types of 

reasoning are only useful to the extent that the reasoning 

applies to the individual murder case at hand. The 

investigation is not based on propositions applicable to a 

49 Geberth, Vernon J. Practical Homicide Investigation, 
Elsevier Publishing Co: New York, 1990. p. 1 

~ Keppel, Robert D. Serial Murder: Future Implications 
for Police Investigation§, Anderson Publishing Co: 
Cincinnati, Ohio, 1989. p.4 
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large number of cases. 

Through inductive reasoning, the passage from the 

particular to the general, the detective develops from 

observed data a generalization explaining the relationships 

among events under investigation. 

For example, a transient finds a body covered with tree 

branches in the woods and notifies the seattle, Washington 

police. The male victim had been shot twice in the head with 

a .45 caliber pistol. No expended shell casings were found 

around the body which might indicate that the victim was 

killed elsewhere. While examining the trousers worn by the 

victim, a homicide detective found a three-inch long sliver of 

wood embedded in the fabric. The detective became curious 

about the sliver of wood and requested that the crime 

laboratory examine the wood to determine its possible origin. 

A laboratory expert informed the detective that the sliver was 

actually several layers of pressed wood, specifically, 

Southern Pine held together with a glue that was only 

manufactured on the east coast. The de'f;:ective knew that 

Southern Pine trees did not grow in the Pacific Northwest. 

The detective contacted the manager of the glue factory 

and was informed that the type of glue was only used at a 

wooden box manufacturing plant in Greensboro, North Carolina. 

After con.tacting the owner of the Greensboro plant, the 

detective received four locations on the west coast where the 

boxes were distributed, one of which was in Seattle, 
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Washington. The detective visited the Seattle distribution 

center and discovered that there was an employee whose first 

name and home telephone number appeared ir, the victim's 

address book. After interviewing several friends of the 

victim, the detective knew that the victim was probably 

invglved in drug dealing with the employee at the plant. The 

detective found out from firearms records that the employee 

had recently purchased a .45 caliber automatic pistol three 

days prior to the murder. 

The developing general theory based on the above 

particular facts was that a drug deal had gone bad. The 

employee probably shot the victim with his pistol, placed the 

victim originally in one of the wooden boxes, transported the 

victim in the box to a wooded area, and then dumped the victim 

out of the box and covered the victim with tree branches. 

When the employee was confronted with the facts, he confessed 

to the detective and provided information about the location 

of the pistol and box. 

In deductive reasoning, the proceeding from the general 

to the particular, the detective begins from a general theory, 

applies it to the particular instance represented by the 

murder, and determines whether the truth of the instance is 

contained in the theory. For example, a female was found dead 

in her own bed. She was beaten with a baseball bat that was 

found near the bed. The body was discovered by the victim's 

mother. A general theory was that people were usually killed 
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by people they know. In the case of a female found bludgeoned 

in her own bed, an experienced detectbre would probably focus 

on the victim's husband or boyfriend first. In the present 

case, the victim had an estranged husband and had been 

romantically lnvolved with another man. A bloody fingerprint 

was found on the baseball bat. Using the general theory, the 

detective requested that crime laboratory experts compare the 

bloody print with the fingerprints of the husband and 

boyfriend. The results were that the husband's fingerprints 

were a positive comparison and the dried blood that formed the 

ridges of the fi.ngerprint matched the blood 'type of the victim 

and not the husband. The detective has verified that the 

truth of the instance is contained in the theory. 

Unfortunately, the use of correct reasoning processes is 

not grounded in sound empirical research but must be learned 

through conscious application, and constant vigilance against 

th~ pitfalls of false premises, unjustifiable inferences, 

ignorance of conceivable alternatives, and failure to 

distinguish between the factual and the probable. 51 

For homicide investigators, there are no current theories 

of investigation that can systematically guide their follow-up 

procedures in every murder case. Traditionally, detectives 

have relied on the facts available in a particular case and 

51 0 'Hara.l' Char les E. , ..... F..::u=n=d=a=m:.::::e;:.:n:.::t:.::::a..1=s'-.... o=f=---=-=c=r:..::i==:m~i=n=a=l 
Investigation, Charles C. Thomas Publisher: Springfield, 
Illinois, 1977. p. 23 
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proceeded on avenues of follow-up investigation based on "gut 

feelings" and "common sense." The following new theory for 

the investigation of murder gives the detective a method to 

pursue leads in all types of murder cases. The new theory is 

the basis for research in this study. 

Model for Murder Investigation 

This research focuses on the investigation of murder as 

a process. The process is called a Model for Murder 

Investigation (MMI). The result of using MMI in the pursuit 

of follow-up leads in murder investigations is that the case 

will be approached systematically, thus making homicide 

detectives more effective. 

The basic premise of the model proposed here is that the 

crime of murder is an incideQt. The murder incident contains 

multiple components that are locations of contact between the 

offender and victim. MMI emphasizes the search for clues or 

information about the maj or investigative components of a 

murder incident (See Figure 1). A thorough investigator 

collects all the necessary information that exists around each 

component. The presence or absence of information that 

establishes the existence of each component, coupled with when 

and where each component is located within the incident, and 

the manner in which their inter-relationships affect each 

other, will greatly influence tLe solution of the murder case. 

Specifically, MMI involves the gathering of information 
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about various components that are locations of victim-offender 

contact. The important information crucial to the 

investigation of murder are: 

(1) where and when the victim was last seen, 

(2) where and when. the offender initially contacted the 

victim, 

(3) where and when the offender first assaulted the 

victim, 

(4) where the murder took place, and 

(5) where and when the body was recovered. 

VICTIM LAST SEEN SITE AND TIME 

INITIAL CONTACT SITE AND TIME 

INITIAL ASSAULT SITE AND TIME 

MURDER SITE AND TIME 

BODY RECOVERY SITE AND TIME 

FIGURE 1: Components for the Incident of Murder 

Components of the Murder Incident 

1. The location where and time when the victim was last 

seen or victim Last Seen site (VLS) is developed from 

eyewi tness information and records that reflect when and where 

the victim was last seen alive. For example , eyewitness 

accounts include visual sightings and telephone conversations, 

and records include official documents, such as traffic 

citations, police field interview reports, jail booking logs, 
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long distance telephone Itoll records, credit card receipts, 

etc. 

2. The place where and time when the offender initially 

contacted the victim or Initial contact site (IC) is 

established from evidence that the offender first met the 

victim at a certain time and at a specific location during the 

course of the murder incident. For example, if a husband 

killed his wife in their apartment after she returned home 

from work, the time and location for the ini tial contact 

within that murder incident is when the wife returned home 

from work and was confronted by her husband, not the date when 

they first met two years ago. 

3. The Initial Assault site (AS) is the location where 

and time when the offender, either at the time of, or after 

the initial contact, kidnaps or assaults the victim in any 

manner during the course of the murder incident. It is not 

defined as the place where the actual death producing injuries 

occurred. For example, a male customer picks up a female 

prostitute at a bus stop. The customer transports the 

prostitute in his car to a remote location where he slaps the 

prostitute and handcuffs her. This action is the initial 

assault. 

4 • The Murder site (MS) is the place where and time when 

the victim sustains the death producing injuries. Using the 

previous example, what follows the initial assault by two 

hours is the shooting that causes the death of the prostitute 
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at the customer's home. 

5. The Body Recovery site (BR) is the location where and 

time when police, medics, or witnesses find the victim, dead 

or alive, prior to transportation to a medical facility or 

morgue. For example, if a living victim is found shot outside 

a tavern, transported to a hospital for treatment, dies in the 

emergency room, the body recovery site is the tavern, not the 

hospital. 

The MMI theory of investigation operates on the premise 

that all of the above components occur in each incident of 

murder. Problems wi th any case • s solution surface when 

investigators fail to locate information about the location 

and the time of each component wi thin the sequence of the 

murder incident. Fortunately', in most cases I the events occur 

simul taneously, and the information that is available suggests 

that all events are located in the same place and are not 

separated by intervals of distance or spans of time. 

separation of Components by Time and Distanee 

The components within an incident of murder can become 

separated by time and distance (See Figure 2). The separation 

occurs in two ways. 

First, the offender consciously separates the components. 

The killer believes that the separation of murder components 

prolongs the investigation by delaying the discovery of 

various components contribute to the destruction of evidence. 
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The separation also inhibi ts t:.lte investigation by causing 

problems in communication and cooperation among police 

agencies because the location of all components is not within 

the authority of one police agency. For example, multiple 

murderer Theodore Bundy intentionally contacted victims in 

different locations than where he killed them and disposed of 

their bodies. He contacted a female victim at Oregon state 

University in Corvallis, Oregon and then dumped her remains 

265 miles away in rural King County near Seattle, Washington. 

VICTIM LAST SEEN SITE AND TIME 

INITIAL CONTACT SITE AND 

INITIAL ASSAULT SITE AND TIME 

MURDER SITE AND TIME 1 

BODY RECOVERY SITE AND TIME 

FIGURE 2: Components of an Incident of Murder Separated by 
Time and Distance 

Prior to his execution in Florida, Bundy made statements about 

his murders. He revealed that he was aware that time and 

distance separation among the locations of disappearance, 

murder and body recovery resulted in more weathering and 

deterioration of human remains and physical evidence. He was 
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also mindful of the problems in cooperation and communication 

among police investigators when murderers use locations in 

different jurisdictions when contacting victims and disposing 

of their bodies.~ 

Second, the offender unintentionally separates the 

location of components by time and distance. For example, a 

man picks up a woman in a tavern. He transports her to a 

remote location to have consensual sex in his car. Then, 

argument ensues because she wants money for her .efforts. The 

offender pulls out a gun and pushes the victim down. Her head 

strikes a rock, rendering her unconscious. The offender then 

transports the victim to a hospi tal where she dies. The 

offender has not intentionally separated the components of the 

incident to deceive investigators. Additionally, the 

discovery of a body after the murder may be delayed more by 

chance than by the efforts of the offender. For instance, an 

elder ly woman, murdered in her own home, may not have 

immediate family in the neighborhood to check on her welfare. 

The checks may only be sporadic, so the discovery of her 

remains might take longer than if she had someone who checked 

on her daily. 

The importance of the information that identifies the 

location and time of each component cannot be overemphasized. 

Having confirmed through evidence the time, date and location 

52 Interview with Theodore Robert Bundy at the Florida 
State Penitentiary, January 1989. 
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of a component prior to the identification of a possible 

suspect enables the investigator to more accurately check the 

whereabouts and verify or refute alibis of a suspect against 

that component. 

Issues 

In general, the purpose of the research funded by the 

National Insti tute of Justice is to examine what kinds of 

information in the hands of police investigators contribute to 

the solvability of a murder case. More specifically, this 

study deals with the separation of the components of a murder 

incident by time and distance and their relationship to 

solvability. The study's general proposition, is: the more 

information (dates, time spans, distance and intervals of 

distance) that is known about the components (victim's last 

seen site, initial contact site, initial assault site, murder 

site and body recovery si'te) of a murder incident, the higher 

the percentage of investigations resulting in solution. 

Five issues that flow from this general proposition were 

explored and tested by this research: 

1e When police investigators know the dates of initial 

contact, initial assault, and the murder itself, this 

knowledge will contribute to the solvability of the case, 

i.e., the percentage of cases solved will be greater given 

this knowledge than when the dates for these components are 

not known. 
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2. (a) When the time between a given pair of components 

is less than 24 hours, such relatively close proximity in time 

will contribute to the solvability of the case, i.e., the 

percentage of cases solved will be greater than when that pair 

of components is separated by more than 24 hours. 

(b) The time proximity of components will contribute to 

the solvability of the case even if the components are not 

close in time. 

3. When police investigators know the distance between 

the sites of any pair of the five case components, this 

knowledge wi.ll contribute to the solvability of the case, 

i.e., the percentage of cases solved will be greater given 

this knowledge than when the distances between pairs of 

components are not known. 

4. When the distance between the sites of a given pair 

of components is less than 199 feet, such relatively close 

pr.oximity of the components will contribute to the solvability 

of the case, i.e., the percentage of cases solved will be 

greater than when the sites of that pair of components are 

separated by more than 199 feet. 

5. When the time between a given pair of components is 

more than 24 hours and the distance between that same pair is 

more than 199 feet, such relatively distant proximity in time 

and distance will not contribute to the solvability of the 

case, i.e., the rate of solvability diminishes sharply when 

both the time span and interval of distance are shorter for 
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that pair of components. 

This chapter has set forth the theoretical foundations 

and issues that were explor'ed by the data analyses reported in 

Chapter 8. The next chapter is the beginning of the 

explanation for the methodology employed to collect the data 

for this study. The methodology is divided into four parts 

and explained in the followir,\g fOl.1r chapters. 
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METHODOLOGY: PART I 

The data were derived from a larger research project 

conducted by the Washington state Attorney General's Office, 

Seattle, Washington, from september 1987 to October 1991. 

Under the title of "Improving the Investigation of Homicides 

and the Apprehension Rate of Murderers," t.his research was 

funded by the National Institute of Justice (Grant No. 87-IJ­

CX-0026). The three objectives of the research were (1) to 

describe and assess the development of a model statewide 

homicide investigation system, (2) to determine the critical 

solvability factors present in homicide investigations, and 

(3) to identify the salient characteristics of homicides. 

Some of the data that were derived from objective 2, to 

determine the critical solvability factors present in homicide 

investigations, were the elements used for this research. 

To determine the critical solvability factors present in 

homicide investigations, data were collected on all solved and 

unsolved murders from law enforcement agencies in the state of 

Washington from January 1981 through December 1986. The final 

sample of murders totalled 1,309 victims. These six years 

were chosen for four reasons: first, the cases were 

sufficiently contemporary that accessing the records was not 

problematic; second, the unsolved cases in the sample were 

more investigable than older cases; third, the relatively 

large sample of murders facilitates more rigorous and powerful 

statistical analyses; and fourth, the system for collecting 
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murder information in Washington state began in 1981 with law 

enforcement agencies reporting to UCR. 

Implementation 

The implementation of this research was preceded by 

contact with the Washington Association of Sheriffs and Police 

Chiefs (WASPC) and the Washington Sheriff's Association. It 

was determined that for the research to be comprehensive and 

effecti ve, the full cooperation of these umbrella agencies was 

necessary and, definitely, a prerequisite. All the murder 

investigation files that were required for the research 

project were within the original authority of the Chiefs of 

Police and Sheriffs who were members of these associations. 

A presentation was made to the executive boards of the 

associations, requesting their cooperation in the project. 

The prerequisite to their support was absolute security 

and proper dissemination of information in a way that did not 

detract from, but enhanced, each agency's ability to 

investigate. Investigators had to be confident that 

information taken from individual files, especially unsolved 

cases, was the sole property of the agency responsible for the 

investigation. Prior to the publication of any results which 

may reveal specific facts unique to a single unsolved murder 

case, as opposed to aggregate resul ts, the investigating 

agency must be informed so as not to risk the successful 

resolution of that investigation. Before the grant proposal 
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was submitted to NIJ, the two associations sent letters of 

support (See Appendix A) affirming their cooperation and 

compliance. 

After the grant was awarded in September 1987, the 

strategy and objectives for implementation of the research 

were identified. They were: (1) to develop the best method 

to maximize the cooperation among all of Washington state's 

police and sheriff I s departments, and (2) to identify the 

number of murders for each police jurisdiction. 

Maximizing Cooperation 

The key to maximum cooperation was to inform each police 

officer, supervisor, detective, commander and executive 

officer who was ultimately responsible for the investigation 

of murders in each agency of the objectives of the research. 

This process was accomplished in a number of ways. 

A "letter of introduction" describing the purposes of the 

research, the value of an information system to the 

investigation of murders and the existing VICAP system 

available for use was the first informative action taken (See 

Appendix B for sample letter) • Letters were sent to 235 

police and 39 sheriff I s departments and to various police 

personnel within anyone agency depending on the size of that 

agencyw For example, the Seattle Police Department is the 

largest police agency in the state and investigates more 

murders than any other agency. Letters were sent to the Chief 
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of Police, ·the Criminal Investigation Commander and the 

Homicide section personnel, i.e., captain, lieutenant, 

sergeants and detectives. On the other hand, the Garfield 

county sheriff's Department received one letter because the 

department has only three full-time deputies besides the 

Sheriff. 

Due to the large number of agencies and personnel that 

were contacted, it was essential to develop a database 

management program for the computer that was capable of 

tracking each person and agency and isolating different groups 

of agencies and persons for ease of corresponding on a 

continuing basis. The program that was designed was a master 

address directory file called RAKE (See Table 1). 

HAKE is a name and address directory that contained 

information regarding a law enforcement person and/or agency. 

At the time of data entry, a code was assigned to each person 

or agency. For example, the code for police departments in 

Washington state was "P" and ItS" was for sheriffs. An "X" was 

for. agencies outside the state of Washington. An "H" was for 

homicide detectives. 

The assignment of a code facilitated the creation of 

mailing lists, envelope labels, and address lists, and allowed 

for the limitation of correspondence to selected groups. The 

HAKE file interfaced with other files that had the same fields 

as N'AJlE. Since the research database also contained these 

fields, it was not necessary for either the coder or data 
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entry person to fill in the address information on the HITS 

form (data collection instrument, Appendix C) because the 

computer would automatically enter that information once the 

agency's identification number was recorded and entered. This 

process not only saved time but reduced the chance of data 

entry errors for the remainder of the address fields. 

Sl (Screen 1) 

1. @ID 
2. L.NAME 
3. F. NAME 0 • 
4. TITLE 
5. DEPT 
6. ADDRESS 1 
7. ADDRESS2 
8. CITY 
9. ST 

10. ZIP 
11. PHONE 
12. county 

S2 (screen 2) 

Code 

• · · , 
• · · e 

· · · · 
· · 

TABLE 1: NAME FILE 

Agency's Id~ntification Number 
Last Name ~f c.hief, Officer, Detective, etc. 
First Name of Chief, Officer, Detective, etc. 
Person's Title, Chief, Sheriff, Det., etc. 
Agency Name, ie. Seattle Police Department 
Agency Street Address 
Agency's Mailing Address 
City 
State 
Zip Code 
Person's or agency's telephone number 
County of Jurisdiction 

15 S, P, X, H, etc. : Code for the person or agency 
2. Screen 1; The Agency or Person may be given several 

differellt codes making it possible for the agency or 
person to be placed on various lists. 

A major advantage at this stage of the implementation was 

the availability of the VICAP information system at the 

Attorney General's office that could be used in homicide 

investigations. Investigators could actually use a system that 

was similar, in concept, but not as comprehensive as the 

proposed HITS system, to obtain important information for 
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murder investigations. Even investigators who did not have a 

murder case for the grant period could use the system. After 

becoming familiar with the VICAP system, they were able to 

design valuable information requests for their subsequent 

murder investigations. 

Another method used to inform investigators was to hold 

demonstrations of the VICAP system at various law enforcement 

agencies throughout the state. The value of a serial murder 

tracking system was demonstrated, and investigators were given 

the opportunity to form homicide information requests to the 

system. This procedure revealed the limitations of the VICAP 

system and demonstrated how a more comprehensive homicide 

investigation and tracking system with additional data, richer 

in detail, could be utilized on a daily basis in murder 

investigations. 

An informal homicide investigators' group was formed that 

held monthly meetings in western Washington locations. The 

meetings were organized by the author and attended by 

detectives from police and sheriff's departments from western 

as well as eastern Washington. The meetings were an excellent 

forum, not only to allow investigators to share information 

about the murders that they were currently investigating but, 

also, to inform them of the progress of the research and 

important results that were produced during the formative 

stages of the research project. 

In addition to monthly reports at the meetings, bulletins 
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about murderers who were discovered travelling in Washington 

state were sent out periodically by the author and his staff 

to the state • s investigators. The mailings increased the 

awareness of the state's investigators and kept the research 

and HITS profile very highe 

During the research period, the Green River Murders 

Investigation was continuing. Frequently, meetings were held 

around the state that informed investigators of the status and 

information about those cases. These meetings were attended 

by the author and, once again, provided a suitable forum to 

exchange information about how a fully operational homicide 

investigation and tracking system and the results of the 

research would aid in that investigation and in more routine 

murder investigations. 

Another strategy used to further cooperation was to allow 

various investigators to contribute to the formulation of 

questions on the HITS Form (Data Collection Instrument) prior 

to the final draft of the form. The intent was to have 

investigators actually answering questions on forms that they 

had a role in creating. More about this process will be 

discussed under Developing the Data Collection Instrument: 

The HITS Form. 

The Number of Murders in Washington State 

Several sources were used to determine the total number 

of murders and the identity of the murder victims in 
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Washington state for the time period of January 1, 1981 

through December 31, 1986. These sources were used to verify 

and cross-check the names of victims on various lists in order 

to obtain the most reliable and accurate list of victims. 

The first source contacted was the state Bureau of vital 

statistics. A request was made for the full name of victims 

and cause of death, date of death and county and city of 

occurrence for each victim. This request produced a list from 

vital statistics of 1099 murder victims on record. 

The second source of information about the number of 

murders in Washington state was the Uniform Crime Report (UCR) 

section of the Washington Association of Police Chiefs and 

Sheriffs. The information supplied by UCR did not include 

names; it provided only the total number of murders for each 

police agency that reJ?orted to UCR. UCR reported a total 

number of 1,247 murde!' ''I,rict..ims for the six year period. 

The 39 medical examiner/coroner's offices in Washington 

were contacted for their murder victim totals. The total 

number of victims reported by them was 1,030. 

The final source contacted was the individual police and 

sheriff departments. The total number of murder victims 

reported by those departments was 1,302. Table 2 represents 

the total number of victims reported by source. 

Due to the discrepancy in the total number of victims 

reported by each source, an additional database management 
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TABLE 2: TOTAL NUMBER OF VICTIMS REPORTED BY SOURCE 

vital statistics 
1,099 

UCR 
1,247 

HE/Coroner 
1,030 

file was created, called VICTIK LIST. 

PoliceLSheriff 
1,302 

This file uses the 

victim's name as the record identification. It contains 

fields for investigating agency, agency case number, vital 

statistics county code, medical examiner/coroner county code, 

solved/unsolved classification, and several other fields 

dealing with the coding process. 

The purposes of the VICTIM LIST file were (1) to provide 

a checklist of victims by the reporting source, (2) to verify 

that a reported victim was a murder victim instead of a 

suicide or accident victim, (3) to maintain a record of the 

coder and coder's accuracy, (4) to record those cases that the 

agency reports as solved, (5) to identify the differences 

among sources in reporting the names of murder victims, and 

(6) to reveal those victims who were murdered in one 

jurisdiction and the post mortem examination was conducted by 

the medical examiner or coroner of another jurisdiction. The 

fields. in the VICTIM LIST file are shown in Table 3. 

The first list entered into this file was the information 

from vital statistics records. The only fields entered from 

this list were the victim's name and the two digit 

identification number for the reporting county. 

The next list entered was information from medical 

examiner/coroner records. If the name had already been 
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1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

RECORD ID : 
INVEST : 
INCD.DATE : 
AGENCY CASE: 
SUSPECT : 
ME/COR : 
VITAL : 
CODER. NAME : 
DATE.OUT : 
DATE. IN : 
XREF.NO : 
SOLVED : 
PAl : 
REVIEW. DATE: 
ERRORS : 
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TABLE 3: VICTIM LIST FILE 

victim's name (Jones, Betty) and alias 
Investigating Agency's ID number 
The Date Reported for the Murder 
Investigating Agency's Case Number 
Suspect's Name and alias 
Medical Examiner/coroner County Number 
vital statistics county Number 
Person's Name Who Entered Data on Form 
Date File Checked out for Coding 
Date File Returned after coding 
Reference Number Other Than Case Number 
"yn or "N" indicates Yes or No 
Prosecutor's Cause Number 
Date Form was Reviewed for Coder Errors 
Number of Coder Errors for this Case 

entered from vital statistics, the record would automatically 

appear on the screen. Then the ID number of the reporting 

medical examiner/coroner was entered in the ME/COR field. If 

the name entered was not on the vital statistics list, a new 

record was created. Then the record 1D (name) and me/cor 

number was entered. This same process was used to enter more 

extensive information from the police agency lists, which 

including case number, incident date, and agency ID number. 

Again, if the name entered did not appear on either of the 

previously entered lists, a new record was created. 

Periodically, an alphabetical list of names was printed 

out, and the information was cross-checked and verified. Any 

victim's record ID that needed editing or correction was 

identified. 
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Reasons for Discrepancies 

The biggest problem found among the lists of victims that 

were provided by police and sheriff's departments, medical 

examiner/coroner's offices, and vital statistics was 

identifying the correct name of each victim. Frequently, one 

agency used a name which was later discovered to be an alias, 

and another agency used the true name. So there were two 

separate records for one actual murder victim. The victim's 

first, middle, and last names were in reverse order and mixed 

up on some lists. Also, the victim's name was spelled in 

various ways on, at times, all three lists. So the incorrect 

spelling of the name gave the appearance that there were three 

separate murder victims when, in fact, they were all the same 

person. 

There were too many unidentified victims, John and Jane 

Doe's, reported by vital statistics. It was determined that 

vital statistic records were not systematically updated once 

the police and/or medical examiner/coroners discovered the 

real name of the victim. 

second, another frequent problem was that the original 

classification of death was not updated once the 

classification was known to have changed by another agency. 

For example,. a death originally reported to medical 

examiner/coroner's office and vital statistics as suicide or 

accidental, and later reclassified by police as homicide, was 

not updated after the investigation was completed. Also, the 
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reverse was true. Those records originally reported as 

homicide and later reclassified by police and medical 

examiner / coroners to suicide or accidental, were never updated 

in vital statistics records. Therefore, some records from 

vital statistics were reported as murders when they actually 

were not supposed to be reported with a murder classification. 

In conjunction with the classification problem, it was 

discovered that some agencies entered or coded the wrong 

classification when the correct classification was known. 

Whoever was responsible from each agency for coding the proper 

information onto forms miscoded the actual classification. 

'llhe last problem related to the discrepancies among lists 

was the failure to report or keep systematic records. vital 

statistics records suffer not only from lack of updating of 

known victims but also from under-reporting of those persons 

who should be classified as deceased at the state level. As 

presented in Table 2, there are over 200 known murder victims 

in police/sheriff department records that were not reported by 

any agency to vital statistics. 

Also, under-reported are those murder events where more 

than one victim has been killed. Additional victims or those 

who were fatally wounded and subsequently died were under­

reported. The official departmental records may reflect one 

victim and the additional victim's names did not appear. For 

instance, in a multiple murder in which the husband kills his 

wife and two children, the wife's name appeared in vital 
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statistics records but the two children's names were not 

recorded. 

Some coroner's offices did not keep systematic records of 

deceased persons filed by classification of death. In one 

instance, a coroner's office could report a person as a murder 

victim only if the name was known prior to the project's 

request for a list of the names of murder victims. Numerous 

coroner's offices could not report the number and names of 

murder victims for anyone year. Their files were not 

organized by classification of death. Worse yet, some 

coroner's offices did not have any records because their 

predecessors did not keep records. 

Data from all four sources helped to compile the final 

list of victims. The final total was 1,309 victims. 

Level of Cooperation and Participation 

out of 274 police and sheriff's departments that 

~articipated in the implementation of the HITS system, only 

two agencies initially resisted cooperation with the project. 

A Chief of Police felt that his detectives were overburdened 

with paperwork and filling out the HITS form would be too time 

consuming. When he was informed that HITS staff would 

complete the forms, he fully cooperated. 

A lieutenant in charge of a major crimes unit objected to 

anyone looking at the data in the department's murder files. 

After the lieutenant was transferred, the department has fully 
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cooperated. In both instances, the departmental investigators 

who worked for these two individuals wanted to cooperate 

fully. They did not feel pressure of limited time to complete 

the form or the need to protect information from another 

criminal justice agency. It appeared to be personality 

differences with only these two people. 

Part I of the methodology has dealt with implementing the 

research, maximizing the cooperation of police agencies, and 

determining the extent of murders in Washington state. The 

second part of the methodology, developing the data collection 

instruments, follows in Chapter 5. 
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CHAPTER 5 

METHODOLOGY: PART II 

DEVELOPING THE DATA COLLECTION INSTRUMENT: THE HITS FORM 

Most of the information that is input to the Homicide 

Investigation and Tracking System was collected from each 

murder case file with a data collection instrument that was 

designed for both investigation and research purposes. 

Consequently, the development process was labor intensive, 

including two homicide investigators (the Proj ect Director and 

Program Manager) and two criminologists (the Research Director 

and Graduate Research Assistant), and spanned the creation of 

a prototype and 15 subsequent refined versions of what was to 

become the HITS Form. The final version was used to record 

comprehensive, detailed information on 467 items that tap the 

characteristics of a murder and its investigation (See 

Appendix C). 

Building on Prior Experience 

The origins of the HITS Form can be traced to the 

experience of the author and homicide investigators in other 

federal and state law enforcement agencies in using homicide 

investigation forms or checklists to collect standardized 

information on cases. Before the project began, the author 

had coded approximately 300 murder cases from Washington state 

using a modified version of the FBI's VICAP form. That 

information was stored in a computer in the state Attorney 

General's Office and used primarily by the author to 
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facilitate his investigations and, informally, those of other 

intra-state law enforcement agencies. This was a natural 

starting point for the development of a data collection 

instrument that would serve a wider variety of purposes: to 

coordinate the expansion of Washington state's participation 

in the VICAP program; to provide homicide investigators with 

a more comprehensive and accessible information system that 

could be used routinely as an investigation resource; and to 

construct the research data base that would be used to 

identify solvability factors in homicide investigations and 

develop a better descriptive and analytic understanding of 

murder. 

The first step in the development process entailed the 

collection and review of homicide investigation forms and 

checklists that were being used by law enforcement agencies in 

other jurisdictions throughout the U.S. In addition to the 

VICAP form and the modified version of it used in Washington 

state, instruments from New York, California, Michigan, and 

Oregon were collected. Unfortunately, only a very small 

number of police agencies, particulazoly at 'the state level, 

have developed computerized information systems that are based 

on the systematic collection of standardized information on a 

comprehensive range of murder cases in their jurisdiction. 

Each of the forms was reviewed and compared for content and 

redundancy, the objective being a list of discrete items that 

covered the range of information recorded on those forms. 
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This merged list of items was the foundation upon which the 

HITS ll"orm was constructed. 

Iro facilitate continued participation in the VICAP and 

the a1ccomplishment of project objectives, it was decided that 

basic;ally all of the items on the VICAP Form would be included 

on tble HITS Form. Of course, this meant that only one form, 

albei.t longer, w()uld have to be filled out on each murder 

case. However, the VICAP questions were taken out of their 

original sequence and placed in appropriate content areas of 

the HITS Form, and .in some cases their wording and response 

categories were modified to simplify coding or collect more 

information. In order to produce a completed VICAP Form, a 

computer program was developed that extracts and converts all 

VICAP items back to their original wording, response 

categories, and sequence" and prints out a VICAP report that 

is in exactly the same flormat as the Form. This is what is 

forwarded to the FBI. 

Prototype and_Revisions 

Moving f'rom the list of items culled from the various 

homicide invE=stigation forms to a working prototype and, 

eventually, a final HITS Forms was an arduous, time-consuming 

enterprise. After the original list of candidate items had 

been compiled. and organized into content areas (e.g., M.O., 

victim charac:teristics, weapons), the project staff, working 

in committee, began the process of reviewing, deleting, and 
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adding items, organizing the content areas and format, and 

simplifying questions and instructions. All of these tasks 

wer~ aimed at producing a reliable, user-friendly data 

collection instrument that would generate the information 

necessary to accomplish project objectives. In general, this 

meant the addition of content areas and ite~s to the original 

list. 

The prototype HITS Form not only inclul.iied items pertinent 

to homicide investigation, but also those that reflected 

project emphases on the identification of solvability factors 

in homicide investigations and the development of a richer 

understanding of murder as a social phenomenon. For example, 

it is possible (or likely) that the nature and quality of the 

investigation is an important factor in solving murder cases -

a number of items on investigation procedures and 

performance were added to the HITS Form. And many others were 

added that reflect a variety of practical, conceptual, and 

theoretical considerations. 

The first working draft of the HITS Form included 273 

items, ranging across a number of content areas, including the 

following: 

-Case Administration Information 

-Victim Information 

-Offender Information 

-Vehicle Information 

-Offense M.O. 
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-Medical Examiner/Coroner Findings 

-Forensic Evidence 

-Investigation procedures/Analysis 

A copy of the draft was then sent to a group of "expert" 

reviewers, who received a cover letter explaining the 

objectives of the project and asking them to assess the form, 

suggest additions or deletions, and return the form with their 

comments. Copies were sent to investigators in a number of 

Washington state law enforcement agencies: Bellevue Police 

Department, King county Police Department, Pierce County 

Sheriff's Department, Seattle Police Department, Snohomish 

County Sheriff's Department, Spokane County Sheriff's 

Department, Thurston County Sheriff's Department, and Yakima 

county Sheriff's Department. Another group included forensic 

experts: A clinical psychologist, forensic psychiatrist, 

forensic pathologist, criminologist, and administrator of the 

Washington state Crime Lab. Finally, the review panel 

included an exp1ert on murder and its investigation, from the 

offender's point of view, the late Theodore Bundy. Theil: 

suggestions for revisions led to a number of improvements in 

the form. 

At this point, the project staff did a thorough item-by­

item evaluation of the HITS Form, focusing on item content, 

wording, order, and face validity. Further changes were made 

and, then, it was pretested. In order to assess its efficacy 

as a data collection instrument, the consistency of item 
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interpretation between coders, the fit between items on the 

form and what is included in murder case files, and general 

user impressions of the degree of difficulty in using the 

form, two homicide case files of typical length and complexity 

were coded. Each of the four staff members (two homicide 

investigators, criminology professor, and 

officer/graduate student) coded both cases. 

former police 

Then the four 

complete forms for each case were compared, item-by-item, by 

the group. This review procedure required a number of lengthy 

me~tings in order to clarify coder differences in item 

interpretation, specify intended meanings of ambiguous items, 

create additional response categories, construct new items, 

and modify format instructions.. Although laborious, the 

pretest coding and related discussions of coding decisions 

were critical elements in the development of the HITS Form. 

They led to refinements in the instrument that could not have 

been produced in any other way, and as important, facilitated 

the completion of the HITS Coding Manual (Appendix F). 

HITS Coding Manual 

The extended, thorough procedure of developing the HITS 

Form made it absolutely clear that a detailed and prescriptive 

coding manual would be necessary to insure accurate and 

reliable coding of information from homicide case files. The 

general practice of providing guidelines and generic 

instructions for filling out data collection forms simply 
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would not suffice for either the project's research objectives 

or investigation activities. It was decided early in the 

development process to produce a coding manual that provided 

the definition, coding criteria, meaning, and examples for 

each item that was not unequivocally obvious in its 

interpretation. For example, "Initial Contact" (Item 22) is 

described as: "The initial contact is the date and time that 

the offender and victim make contact initiating this incident. 

For example, if a boyfriend kills his girlfriend, report the 

date and time that this incident began, 110t the date they 

first met." 

The coding manual was created in conjunction with the 

development of the HITS Form. As the latter grew and changed, 

so did the former. Producing precise standardized 

interpretations of the items on the HITS Form was critical to 

the achievement of the very high levels of coding reliability 

that the project set for itself. with a variety of law 

enforcement personnel in a number of disparate agencies 

filling out the HITS Forms, the importance of a good coding 

manual is even more apparent. Needless to say, the HITS 

Coding Manual played a central role in the training of coders 

for the project. 

Victim and Offender supplements 

Another complication that had to be addressed in the 

development of the HITS Form was the existence of multiple 
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victim and/or multiple offender homicides, which constitute 

approximately 15% of all murders in Washington state. The 

basic HITS Form was designed for the "typical" single victim­

single offender homicide. Information on the victim and on 

the offender is recorded in sepa,rate Victim Information and 

Offender Information sections of the HITS Form. If there is 

more than one victim in a homicide, a Multiple victim 

supplementary Form (which is basically the Victim Information 

section of the standard HITS Form) is filled out for the 

additional victim and added to the standard form. For each 

addi tional victim or offender in a case, a supplement is 

completed and collated (Appendix D). For example, a mass 

murder case that occurred in Washington state in 1985 involved 

3 offenders and 13 victims. In that case, there are 2 

Multiple Offender Supplementary Forms and 12 Multiple victim 

Supplementary Forms that have been completed and merged with 

the HITS form. Together, they describe that mass murder case. 

Of course, most multiple victim/offender cases are not nearly 

that complex; the great majority of them involved one victim 

and 2 offenders. 

Preparing for Coding 

Once the final version of the long HITS Form was 

comple1:ed (after approximately six months of design and 

development work, 16 versions of the HITS Form, and 4 versions 

of the HITS Coding Manual), preparations were made for the 
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coding of murder cases, beginning with intensive coder 

training and reliability testing. The coding, cleaning, and 

correcting of almost 1,300 murder cases began in the summer of 

1988 and took more than a year to complete. 

This chapter explained the development of the HITS form, 

its supplements and coding manual. Part III of the 

methodology, dealing with coder training will be covered in 

Chapter 6. 
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METHODOLOGY: PART III 

CODER TRAINING 

The first decisions that were made about the coding of 

information from murder case files to the HITS form were to 

determine (1) what types of people should code, gng (2) what 

kind of experience and training are necessary to assure the 

highest degree of reliability. 

Qualifications. Seleotion and Training of Coders 

The final selection of qualified coders was made only 

after training and examining the coding reliability of four 

separate groups of candidate coders: HITS personnel; 

uni versi ty students; general investigators; and homicide 

investigators. The selection of coders and their training was 

conducted by the Project Director and the Research Director, 

who have had extensive experience in collecting data from a 

variety of criminal justice records, used the VICAP form, and 

produced the HITS form, the project's primary data collection 

instrument. 

1. HITS Personnel 

The Project Director, the author of this manuscript, and 

Program Manager have at leas~ 20 years of homicide 

investigation experience between them; the Research Director 

has examined the literature on murder and its investigation 

and participated in previous criminal justice research; and 
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the Research Assistant was a former police officer and a 

current doctoral student in criminology. 

The elements of training for this group included the 

development of the coding instrument (HITS Form) and the 

operational coding criteria for each of its 273 items and the 

production of the accompanying coding manual. After 

participating in this learning process, which took 

approximately 6 months to design and edit all of the many 

versions of the HITS Form and Coding Manual, the staff was 

instructed in the appropriate methods of application and then 

asked to practice on a "test" homicide case file. The Project 

Director and Research Director reviewed the coding of the case 

with the staff 3 item by item, to assess individual coding 

accuracy and to correct errors. The coding manual provided 

definitions, explanations, criteria for coding decisions, and 

examples. 

After the practice case, the process of training to 

reliability began. The Project Director, who has vast 

experience in the investigation of homicide and has applied 

the VICAP form to more than 300 murder cases, served as the 

standard of reliability and ultimate arbiter of coding 

accuracy. Ninety percent reliability for each coder was set 

as an acceptable minimum coding reliability; that is, there 

must be a minimum of 90% agreement, across all items on the 

HITS Form, between the information recorded by a coder and the 

Project Director on a particular case. 
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Coders continued their training to acceptable reliability 

on two homicide files. The first case was a 1986 

investigation by the King county Police Department, Seattle, 

Washington. The female victim had been stabbed numerous times 

and stuffed in the crawl space below her house. The case was 

solved when the killer confessed to Sacramento, California 

authorities a few days after the murder. 

The second case was a 1984 homicide also investigated by 

King county Police. In this incident, the male victim was 

shot in the head with a large caliber handgun when he returned 

home from work. At this time, the murder is unsolved, and the 

investigation has been suspended. 

After each of the four staff members had coded a HITS 

form for each murder, the responses for each item were 

compared for inter-rater reliability. The inter-rater 

reliability was measured in two ways: first, the overall 

agreement among the four coders, and second, each of the other 

coders' responses were compared to the Project Director's. 

After reviewing the cases for individual reliability, it 

was determined that the project Director had incorrectly coded 

five items in Case 1 and nine items in Case 2. For those 14 

items, the other coders were given an incorrect answer only if 

their response disagreed with the response that was finally 

decided to be correct. Table 4 shows the overall and 

individual agreement among the four coders for both test 

cases. 
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TABLE 4: INTER-RATER RELIABILITY OF CODING DECISIONS 

Case 1 
Agreement Pattern Among 4 Coders on 273 Items 

Two Pairs Only One 
All Three agree Pair In None In 

Agree Agree Internally Agreement Agreement 
(4-0) (3-1) (2-2) (2-1-1) (1-1-1-1) 

Number of 
Items in 201 37 18 9 8 
Each 
Pattern 

Percent 73.6 13.5 6.6 3.3 3 

Individual Coder's Accuracy eN = 273 Items) 

Project Dir. Research Di~ Research Asst. Program 
Manager 

N Correct 
% Correct 

268 
98.2 

232 232 242 
85.0 85.0 88.6 

Case 2 
Agreement Pattern Among 4 Coders on 273 Items 

Two Pairs Only One 
All Three Agree Pair In None In 

Agree Agree Internally Agreement Agreement 
(4-0) (3-1) (2-2) (2-1-1) (1-1-1-1) 

Number of 
Items in 
Each 214 31 8 15 5 
Pattern 

Percent 78.4 11.4 3 5.5 1.8 

Individual Coder's Accuracy eN = 273 Items) 

Project Dir. 

N Correct 
% Correct 

264 
96.7 

Research Dir. Research Asst., Program 
Manager 

244 239 250 
89.4 87.5 91.6 

There were five possible types of agreement among the 

coders about overall reliability: (1) all four coders could 

agree (4-0); (2) three could agree on one response and one 

have a different response (3-1); (3) two could agree on one 
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response and the other two on another (2-2); (4) two could 

agree on a response and the other two each have a separate 

response (2-1-1); and (5) all four coders could have 

completely different responses (1-1-1). 

As Table 4 indicates, the coding accuracy of experienced 

homicide investigators is highest among the 4 coders. The 

Research Assistant was an ex-police officer whose murder 

investigation experience was limited to the preliminary phases 

of patrol work. The Research Director, who is a 

criminologist, had no homicide investigation experience. From 

these pre-test results, it was expected that people who do not 

have homicide investigation experience would be able to code 

reliably after proper training. 

2. criminology undergraduate Students 

criminology students from the University of Washington's 

Department of Sociology volunteered to assist with the HITS 

program development. These students had taken an upper 

division course on murder prior to their acceptance into the 

program. Due to the sensitivity of the information contained 

in murder files and the fact that a great deal of the 

information was protected under the Washington State Criminal 

Information Privacy Act, each student signed an "Oath of 

Conf identiali ty , " and their backgrounds were checked for 

criminal records. 

In the beginning, stUdents received an orientation class 

about the organization of murder files and the type of 
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documents in which certain information could be found. The 

training process included the reorganization of case files by 

the students according to the Attorney General's Office Death 

Investigation File System. Under this system, each case file 

was organized with a "Table of Contents," and the police 

reports, such as witness statements, case reports, autopsy 

reports, officer's statements, etc., were placed in their 

appropriate sections within the file. The students organized 

about 200 murder case files. 

Organizer. ) 

(See Appendix E, Case File 

Five students were recruited for a series of reliability 

tests for coding purposes. The students participated in a 

training session about the HITS form and manual. This version 

of the HITS form was the same as was used by the four HITS 

staff members. Every item was reviewed by explaining the 

information that was expected to be coded for that item. 

Then, the students were given a "test" case to code. Since 

this phase of the training was formative in nature, they asked 

questions about any ambiguous dat~ as they proceeded to code. 

There was continuous monitoring of the responses for purposes 

of coding to reliability. 

After the "test" case was completed, the five students 

coded a total of 26 cases with the HITS form. It became 

apparent that students were not sufficiently familiar with 

basic police investigation procedures, homicide case files, 

and law enforcement protocol to become reliable coders. In 
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addition, the students did not have the ability to interact 

effectively with the many police and sheriff's departments 

involved in the project. 

The resul ts after inspection of the cases coded by 

students were not favorable. The project Director discovered 

a high of 128 errors in one case to a low of 30 errors in 

another, an average of 53 errors per case. In Table 5, the 

students' coding accuracy is presented. The error rate per 

case resulted in an average of 80.3% reliability, which did 

not approach the established standard of 90% reliability. Not 

one student reached the reliability standard. 

TABLE 5: STUDENT'S CODING ACCURACY 

Number Coded Total # Fields Total Errors Ave. Errors 

N 
% 

26 7,098 1,398 53.76 
100 100 19.7 19.7 

Therefore, the sociology students were not used to code 

cases. The 26 cases that were coded by students were recoded 

by homicide investigators. The students remained with the 

project and continued to organize case files, perform computer 

data entry, and participate in other research activities. 

3. General Investigators 

Using police investigators as coders, rather than 

university students or lay persons, was considered as another 

option for data collection. Some familiarity with 

investigation procedures, case files, and law enforcement 

protocol, as well as the ability to interact effectively with 
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police agencies involved in the project, made it easier to 

train them. Three general investigators from police 

departments in the Seattle area volunteered to assist with 

the coding of cases. 

The elements of training for this group included a 

briefing about the BITS form and manual, the completion of a 

"test" case, and the subsequent monitoring of two additional 

coded cases by the project Manager. By the time the general 

investigator training began, the HITS form had been expanded 

to its final 467 items. Reliability testing occurred for 

every fifth case that was completed by the investigators, with 

each case reviewed by the project Director for errors. Table 

6 shows the overall coding reliability results for the general 

investigators. 

TABLE 6: GENERAL INVESTIGATOR'S CODING RELIABILITY 

N 
% 

CasEtf.? 

10 
100 

Total Fields 

4,670 
100 

'rotal Errors 

58 
1.25 

Average Errors 

5.8 
1 

The more than 98% average reliability in coding was well 

above the established standard of 90%. In spite of the high 

reliability standard, the general investigator's group was 

difficult to motivate. They did not return case files or 

completed HITS forms in a timely manner, which was necessary 

for systematic collection of inforJll.ation. At times, they 

complained of technical language in some homicide records and 
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overall unfamiliarity with homicide investigations, since they 

were not a routine investigation done by these general 

investigators. It was difficult for general invest~qators to 

realize any benefit from the HITS program to their daily 

property crime investigations. Therefore, the use of general 

investigators as coders declined after the 10 cases were 

coded. 

4. Homicide Investigators 

The decision to use homicide investigators as coders 

exclusively, was a critical element of the data collection 

process. Their familiarity with murder investigation 

procedures, homicide cases files, and law enforcement protocol 

not only made it easier to train them, but also made them 

better coders. 

Training of homicide investigators was conducted at four 

different locations around the state. The training sessions 

were attended by over 10 homicide detectives at each site, 

even though not all who were trained became involved in coding 

for the project. The "meetings" enabled detectives to become 

familiar with the HITS program and its utility in murder 

investigations. 

Homicide investigators were given training similar to 

that of the criminology students and general investigators. 

The homicide investigators were informed of each item on the 

HITS form, as well as the corresponding item's explanation in 

the coding manual. The "test" case for homicide detectives 
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was one they selected to code from their own department I s 

files. It was requested that they avoid coding a case where 

they were directly involved in the investigation. 

Table 7 presents the number of cases coded by each of the 

coders. Thirteen homicide investigators coded more than 10 

cases each, for a total of 1,192 cases (or 95 percent of the 

sample). Two homicide investigators, whose initials are ET 

and JP, coded over 60 percent of the total number of cases. 

ET and JP were found to be highly efficient at coding cases 

and, at the same time, very reliable in coding responses to 

questions. 

Coder 
Initial 

BV 
BB 
DK 
DJ 
ET 
GT 
MH 
JS 
JH 
JP 
JW 
JH 
LI 
LM 
MS 
PO 
RB 
RK 
RB 
RS 
SM 
TJ 

TABLE 7: CASES CODED BY CODER 
(N=1,271) 

Number 
Coded 

1 
1 
9 
2 

399 
5 
3 
2 

15 
396 

5 
5 
5 
~ 
7 

12 
4 

28 
1 
7 
2 

67 

Percent 
Coded 

.08 

.08 

.7 

.15 
30.6 

.4 

.23 

.15 
1.15 

30.4 
.4 
.4 
.4 
.31 
.54 
.92 
.31 

2.15 
.08 
.54 
.15 

5.15 

Coder 
Initials 

BR 
CK 
DI 
DS 
ES 
GB 
IA 
JW 
JD 
JW 
JH 
JJ 
LL 
LT 
MH 
PW 
RB 
RL 
RM 
RR 
SG 

Number 
Coded 

1 
1 
2 

70 
44 

6 
13 

1 
2 
3 
1 
1 

28 
1 
1 
1 

17 
12 
84 

1 
1 

Percent 
goded 

.08 

.08 

.15 
5.38 
3.4 

.5 
1.0 

.08 

.15 

.23 

.08 

.08 
2 .. 15 

.08 

.08 

.08 
1.31 

.92 
6.5 

.08 

.08 
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Reliability was monitored throughout the duration of the 

coding process in two ways. First, the Proj ect Director 

reviewed and assessed the reliability of 10% of each of the 

coders' completed data forms. Practically, this meant that 

approximately one form per coder was evaluated each week over 

a year of data collection. If consistent ambiguous answers 

were discovered, they were discussed with the coder for 

clarification. If the coder discovered ambiguous items, a 

collective review of coding procedures and applications was 

initiated to identify and correct the source(s) of 

disagreement. Monitoring reliability in this manner maximized 

the validity and reliability of the coded information and 

produced very accurate data on each of the homicides in the 

final sample. 

Table 8 shows that of the 10 percent that were checked, 

76 cases had coding errors. The overall reliability, even for 

those cases that had coding errors, was 99.0 percent, well 

above the established 90 percent minimum. Of course, the 

coding reliability would have even been higher if those cases 

where no errors were found were included. Needless to say, 

the reliability of coding is extremely high. 

Second, reliability was monitored for "internal 

consistency" for literally every form that was coded. After 

a form was data entered, a printout of the entire form was 

obtained. Every item on the printout was compared to the 

handwritten corresponding item on the HITS form. And by 
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TABLE 8: CASES CHECKED WITH ERRORS BY CODER 

Coder Total 
Initials Cases 

GB 
GT 
JD 
JH 
JJ 
JP 
JS 
LI 
LL 
LT 
MH 
MS 
PW 
RM 
RR 
RB 
RS 
SG 
8M 
TJ 

3 
1 
2 
3 
1 
8 
2 
2 

12 
1 
1 
3 
1 

12 
1 
5 
3 
1 
2 

12 

Total 
Fields 

1,401 
467 
934 

1,401 
467 

3,736 
934 
934 

5,604 
467 
467 

1,401 
467 

5,604 
467 

2,335 
1,401 

467 
934 

5,604 

(N=76) 

Total 
Errors 

6 
7 

14 
8 
8 

32 
10 
33 
59 

3 
4 

11 
7 

55 
6 

16 
16 

3 
13 
25 

Average 
Brrors 

2 
7 
7 

2.8 
8 
4 
5 

16.5 
4.9 

3 
4 

3.7 
7 

4.6 
6 

3.2 
5.3 

3 
6.5 
2.1 

Reliability 
Percent 

99.6 
98.5 
98.5 
99.5 
98.3 
9901 
99.0 
96.5 
99.0 
99.4 
99.1 
99.2 
98.5 
99.0 
98.7 
99.3 
98.9 
99.4 
98.6 
99.5 

inspecting the answer to a particular question, comparing it 

to answers to other questions for logical discrepancies, 

internal consistency was checked and monitored. For example, 

if a coder checked "No" for Question 330, "Was there an 

autopsy performed on the victim," and the subsequent autopsy 

questions were answered as though Question 330 had been 

answered "Yes, .. then a validation check on internal 

consistency was done, and appropriate corrections were made. 

If a question routinely lacked internal consistency for a 

coder, the coder was counseled and the coding error was 

corrected. 

The total number of cases that were checked for internal 
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consistency are presented in Table 9. Every case that was 

coded was checked for internal consistency. The reliability 

of internal consistency was recorded at 99.5 percent. 

Homicide investigators proved to be the most reliable, 

consistent, and motivated coders. 

TABLE 9: CASES MONITORED FOR INTERNAL CONSISTENCY 

Cases Fields 

587,486 

Coder 
Errors 

2,821 

Average 
ErrQrs 

2.2 

Percent 
Reliable 

99.5 

In summary, after the training sessions, reliabili ty 

checks, and coding process were evaluated, the actual users of 

the system (homicide investigators) were the best coders. 

They had a working knowledge of and experience with murder 

investigations. The completion of the HITS form was one of 

the natural steps in the entire investigation process. The 

homicide investigator had an investment in HITS because the 

investigators were the ones that used the system for 

assistance in murder investigations. 

This chapter explained the process of choosing and 

training coders. Chapter 7 describes the strategies and 

procedures that were used to code data onto the HI~S form from 

the files of murder cases. 
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METHODOLOGY: PART IV 

CODING STRATEGIES AND PROCEDURES 

Location of Case Files 

In order to determine the location of case files, it was 

first necessary to identify which police agencies in 

Washington state had investigated murders between January 1, 

1981 through December 31, 1986. A letter was sent to 274 

police and sheriff's departments, requesting a list of each 

agency's murder victims. The letter also requested that the 

agency identify the offender, if known, for each murder, the 

case or file number, and the incident date (Appendix G). 

A total of 93 police agencies reported that murders had 

occurred in their jllrisdiction for that period. Those 

agencies investigated 100 percent of the total murder cases. 

Fifty-two police agencies reported that 5 or less murders had 

occurred in their jurisdiction for a total of 113 murders. 

The remaining 41 agencies shared the balance of 1,190 murders 

for that period. 

The process of collecting information on cases for coding 

occurred in three ways: 1) those cases that were located in 

close proximity to the Seattle metropolitan area so the 

original case file CQuld be checked out by project staff at 

project headquarters; 2) those cases that were copied and 

sent to the HITS staff by police and sheriff office's record 

personnel; and 3) those cases that required "on-site" visits 

in order to code. on-si te visi ts were required in those 
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instances where the investigating agency did not copy and send 

their cases because the files were too voluminous to copy, the 

department could not afford the expense of copying the file, 

or the department felt that the information in the file was 

too sensitive to reproduce or check out in any form. 

Seattle Metropolitan Area Cases 

Over 1/3 of the murder cases that were coded were located 

in King county, Seattle, Washington. since the project 

headquarters was in Seattle, and the cases closest to Seattle 

were the most accessible, it was decided that all the cases 

from police jurisdictions in King county would be coded first. 

Also, an added benefit was that the Seattle and King County 

Police Departments were used as the barometer of cooperation 

since some police administrators inquired about the degree of 

cooperation exhibited by those departments. If they had not 

fully cooperated with the project's objectives, other 

departments would have viewed the project as futile and less 

effective without their participation. 

The initial King County cases were obtained from the King 

County Prosecuting Attorney's office, and coding began in July 

1988. These cases included all cases where charges were filed 

for murder for the research period, except the 320 cases 

investigated by the Seattle Police Department. The Seatt.le 

Police cases were coded on-site. 

The King County Prosecutor's files were assembled in a 
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manner that was conducive to prosecution, which made coding 

difficult and extremely time-consuming. It was necessary to 

re-organize the files using the Seattle Police Department 

Death Investigation Case File Organizer. So, in order to save 

coder time, university students who majored in criminology and 

criminal justice were used to reorganize the files. 

Approximately 800 cases had to be reorganized in this manner. 

The files were checked out several at a time to project 

staff or to homicide investigators who were to code case 

files. After the King County Prosecutor's files were coded, 

each police agency in King county was contacted to check out 

their open, inactive, and exceptionally-cleared cases. This 

same procedure was followed county-by-county throughout the 

state. 

Several larger agencies with a sUbstantial number of 

cases volunteered to code some of their own cases. The Tacoma 

Police Department coded 38 of their 85 total cases; Snohomish 

county Sheri.ff I s Department coded all 29 of their cases; 

Yakima County Sheriff's Department coded all 42 of their 

cases; Bellevue Police coded 8 of their 14 cases; and Clark 

County Sheriff's Department coded 12 of their 33 total cases. 

Cases That Were ~opied 

Police agencies having 5 or fewer murder cases were 

requested to code their own cases or to photocopy their case 

files and send them to the Attorney General's Office to be 
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coded. Five agencies chose to code their own cases. The 

remaining 47 agencies promised to copy and send their cases 

to the HITS unit. 

The Spokane Police and Sheriff's Departments, with 109 

cases between them, copied and delivered their cases to the 

Attorney General's Criminal Division in Seattle for coding by 

HITS staff. 

On-site Visits 

Based on the number of cases coded by HITS staff in King 

County, the number of cases that were coded by participating 

agencies, and the number of cases that were copied and sent to 

the Attorney General's Office, it was estimated that 68 police 

agencies of the original 93 agencies that had murder 

investigations would require on-site visits in order to code 

cases. The 68 police agencies also included 27 of the 52 

agencies with 5 or less cases that promised and failed to send 

in copies of their 72 cases. This meant their cases had to be 

coded by HITS staff ane coders on site. 

After the King County Cases were coded, it was determined 

that the average length of time required to code a case was 

about 2.5 hours. The number of cases left to code was known, 

so an itinerary was developed based on location of the cases 

and the amount of time to be spent coding at each agency. The 

affected police agencies were then mailed a list of their 

victims and case numbers, and 9i ven an approximate date 
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investigators would be arriving to code their cases, in order 

that the files would be pulled and ready for coding. The 

agencies were contacted systematically by HITS staff, and the 

cases for each agency were subsequently coded. 

Table 10 presents the total cases coded and the source 

and/or location of the case files that were coded. The 

largest number of cases (N=673) were coded at the police 

agencies that investigated the murder cases. Only 38 cases 

out of 1,309 possible cases were not coded because they were 

ei ther lost or not sent by the investigating agency. The 

coding process ended in November 1989. 

TABLE 10: CODED CASES BY LOCATION AND/OR SOURCE 

Source/Location of Coded Cases 

Cases Coded by the Investigating Agency 
Cases Coded from Prosecution Files 
Cases Sent to HITS to be Coded 
Cases Coded On site 
Cases Not Coded Because They Were Not Received 
or they Were Lost by the Investigating Agency 

Total Cases That Were Coded 

Quality and Condition of Files 

Tota.l 

139 
317 
142 
673 

38 
1271 

There were no uniform procedures for the storage of case 

files among different jurisdictions. Murder cases were stored 

in locked and unlocked file cabinets in offices, safes, 

evidence rooms, record departments, and archives. The actual 

case files were kept in notebooks, boxes, file folders, and 

accordion files. The organization of paperwork contained 

within each file was not consistent and varied from agency-to-
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agency or from file-to-file within some agencies. The Seattle 

and King county Police Departments had their paperwork 

organized according to the Attorney General's Death 

Investigation File Indexing system. Each murder case file 'Was 

divided into sections labeled by subject. For example, any 

communications that occurred during the investigation, like 

teletypes, police bulletins, newspaper clippings, and 

correspondence, were filed in a discrete section (Appendix E) • 

If information from a teletype was necessary, the coder opened 

the file to the appropriate section to find the teletype. 

Various departments had similar case file procedures. 

Unfortunately, about 1/3 of the state's murder case files were 

not organized in any systematic fashion. Those files were 

reorganized by using the Seattle police procedures. 

Some information from the original case files was 

difficult to retrieve because it was located in a detective's 

desk, home, car, or personal file. It was discovered 'chat 

some cases were the "pet" cases of certain detectives, and 

certain information about those cases was in their possession. 

This information was gathered by departmental personnel and 

placed within the original case file as it should have been in 

the first place. 

For coding purposes, only the informa,/tion that was 

contained in the actual case file was used. No interviews of 

detectives were conducted to gain missing or additional 

information. 
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Chapter 7 examined the coding strategies and procedures 

used to access and obtain the data for this research. The 

next chapter gives specific coding procedures for recording 

information about dates, times and distances, verification of 

coded and entered data, and definitions of terms used for this 

research • 
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CHAPTER 8 

METHODOLOGY: PART IV 

SPECIFIC CODING PROCEDURES, DATA VERIFICATION AND DEFINITIONS 

specific Coding Procedures 

The dates, times and locations of the components were 

recorded from data contajned in various reports from the case 

file, such as case reports, investigator's follow-up reports, 

crime laboratory reports, crime scene diagrams, autopsy 

reports and witness statements. 53 On the HITS form, date and 

time information were entered in questions 22 through 26, and 

distances were entered in questions 281 through 285 (See 

Appendix C) • 

Date and time were recorded as the exact date and time 

that each component occurred as reported in documents from the 

case file, or as time frame estimates that were entered in the 

"approximate" area of the HITS form. For example, a witness 

reported that a victim was last seen on 2-13-86, but was 

unsure of the time and estimated it to be between 0230 and 

0630. So 2-13-86 was entered in the "exact" date area, and 

the time frame of 0230-0630 was entered in the "approximate" 

time area. 

Unlike the reporting of time which was frequently 

mentioned in the text of various reports, recording the 

53No information based on the offender's arrest or 
statement, was used to record where and when any of the five 
components occurred. Independent corroboration was necessary. 
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distance between components was a different matter. Some 

detective's reports reflected that they had traced the travel 

patterns of the offender, noting the distance and the time 

required to drive or walk from one location to another. This 

activity, however, was not the standard for the majority of 

investigations. 

since distance information was not systematically found 

within the case file of most murder investigations, distances 

between components were calculated in the following manner. 

Each component's location was plotted on the street map for 

the appropriate jurisdiction. The map's legend was used to 

measure the shortest distance between components as if the 

offender had trave~led by county roads, city streets or 

highways. In those cases where the components were located on 

the same property or address, crime scene diagrams, drawn by 

investigating officers, were consulted for various 

measurements. 

Yerification of Data Entry 

A computer printout of each HITS form was produced in 

order to monitor reliability and check for internal 

consistencies for every form that was coded. Likewise, every 

answer that was input into the computer was checked for data 

entry errors. 

The impetus for verifying data entry came from trying to 

use the output program to analyze information about known 
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cases entered previously in the computer. Based upon a 

request for information about female murder victims, it was 

discovered that all female victims that had been entered in 

the system could not be retrieved. It was discovered that a 

data entry operator had entered "male" instead of "female" for 

Question 41, Victim Sex, or had left the question blank even 

though the sex of the victim had been coded on the HITS form. 

Since some errors continued to be discovered during the 

retrieval program, a procedure was initiated in which one out 

of every 10 cases would be checked for data entry errors, in 

order to estimate the magnitude of data entry error and the 

need for more comprehensive verification. A low, but 

unacceptable level of data entry error was discovered during 

this limited verification procedure, leading to the decision 

to check every form that had been enterede Therefore, every 

HITS case that was entered into the system was printed out and 

cross-checked against its handwritten, coded form to assure 

that the data entry was correct for every item on the form. 

The proces3 began in October 1989 and was completed in April 

1990. Table 11 shows the number of data entry errors per HITS 

forms. In general, the error rate is quite low -- 505 (39%) 

forms were data entered with complete accuracy; 891 (70%) had 

3 or less data entry erroro; 94 (7%) had more than 10 errors; 

and only 18 (1%) had more than 20 data entry errors -- out of 

2,968 possible data entries per form. And it should be noted 

that the average number of data entry errors was only 3.2 per 
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HITS Form before correction. 

For purposes of a homicide investigation and tracking 

system, the standards for data entry need to be very high in 

TABLE 11: DATA ENTRY ERRORS 

Number of Errors Number of HITS Forms 

0 505 
1 176 
2 81 
3 129 
4 81 
5 61 
6 46 
7 31 
8 24 
9 19 

10 24 
11-20 76 
21-30 9 
31-37 7 

55 1 
61 1 

Total 4,116 1,271 

order for the system to be efficient and effective. The 

monitoring of reliability and checks for internal 

inconsistencies of coded forms and the comprehensive 

verification of data entry have produced what is probably the 

most accurate data base on murder that has been compiled. 

The Dependent Variable 

For purposes of this research, the variable used to 

measure solvability was the status of the murder case at the 
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time of coding. Each murder investigation was classified by 

Case status into one of five categories: (1) Open (active 

investigation), (2) Suspended (inactive investigation), (3) 

Open -- Arrest Warrant Issued, (4) Cleared by Arrest, and (5) 

Exceptionally Cleared. These categories were captured by 

Question 464, Investigating Agency Case Status of the HITS 

form (See Appendix C). 

Unsol ved murders were defined as the Investigating Agency 

Case Status responses of "open (active investigation)" and 

"Suspended (inactive investigation)." If a form was marked 

"Open (active investigation)," it meant that the police were 

actively following investigative leads at the time of coding 

the data collection instrument. "Suspended (inactive 

investigation)" was recorded if police officers were not 

actively following leads at the time of coding. The two 

answers were further interpreted to mean that the offender was 

either unknown and not witnessed, unknown but observed, or 

named and known to the police, but insufficient probable cause 

exists for arrest. 

Sol ved murders were defined as "Open--Arrest Warrant 

Issued," "Cleared by Arrest, II and "Exceptionally Cleared. tI 

The "Exceptionally Cleared" response was used in those cases 

when the offender committed suicide, was killed by police or 

witnesses, or was deceased for other reasons, such as from a 

traffic accident or natural causes • 

These five categories were mutually exclusive and did not 
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suffer from problems with internal inconsistency; that is I for 

every murder investigation there was only one response that 

was possible. 

Chapter 8 described specific coding procedures, data 

verification, and the definitions of terms that were used for 

the dependent variable. Chapter 9 will explain the results of 

the data analyses that were performed to explore tenability of 

the five issues. 
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CHAPTER 9 

DATA ANALYSIS AND RESULTS 

There were 1,309 victims of murder in the state of 

Washington from January 1981 through December 1986. The total 

number of victims coded for the research was 1,271 (See Table 

12). The case files for thirty-eight victims were "missing" 

and could not be located by record I s personnel from the 

affected law enforcement agencies. The investigations of 

1,271 victims were part of the investigations of the 1,159 

incidents of murder. For purposes of this research I only 

single victim--single offender cases (N = 967) were used for 

analysis. As shown in Table 12, the rate of solved single 

victim--single offender murder cases in thE~ state of 

Washington for the six-year period was 74%. A nearly equal 

percentage of solved cases was noted for all victims (77%), 

which included multiple-victim murders. 

TABLE 12: TOTAL NUMBER OF MURDER VICTIMS, INCIDEN'l'S, AND 
SINGLE VICTIM CASES BY SOLVABILITY (1981-1986) 

VICTIMS INCIDENTS SINGLE VICTIM 
N (%) N (%) N (%) 

Solved 976 (77) 881 (76) 712 (74) 

Unsolved 295 (23) 278 (24) 255 (26) 

Total N 1,271 1,159 967 

When Any Information Is Known About components 

Since the basic model for murder investigation consisted 

of the five components of a murder incident, the frequency for 

which any information was known about each component was 
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examined before exploring the five main issues in this 

research. The information used to determine the existence of 

a particular component was the date of occurrence (exact or 

approximate), the type of location (such as sidewalk, 

residence or wooded area) and/or address. Table 13 shows the 

findings for solvability wr ~n ~ information was known about 

each component. 

TABLE 13: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND 
KNOWLEDGE BY POLICE INVESTIGATORS ABOUT EITHER 
THE TIME OR THE PLACE OF THE FIVE COMPONENTS 

OF MURDER CASES 
(967 CASES; STATE OF WASHINGTON, 1981-86) 

Place or Percent of 
components Time Known Cases Solved N p tau b 

Victim Last Yes 75% 942 
Seen .00 .12 
site No 40% 25 

Initial Yes 77% 914 
contact .00 .31 
site No 17% 53 

Initial Yes 75% 938 
Assault .00 .24 
site No 14% 29 

Murder Yes 75% 955 
site .00 .17 

No 8% 12 

Body Yes 74% 966 
Recovery .09 .05 
site No 0% 1 

The component that was most often "known" was Body 

Recovery (N = 966), followed in decreasing numbers by Murder 

(N = 955), Victim Last Seen (N = 942), Initial Assault (N = 
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938), and Initial contact (N .= 914). The order of the 

components was expected since police officers usually started 

the investigation of a murder at the site of body recovery and 

used information gathered at that time to continue the inquiry 

for further information or leads about the remainder of the 

components. 

When the findings for solvability of each component were 

examined, a more important order was revealed. statistical 

importance was noted for Initial Contact Which had the highest 

percentage (77%) of solved cases, followed by Initial Assault 

with a slightly lower effect, but still just as important; 

thus, any information about the location of the initial 

contact and/or assault between the offender and the victim 

meant more to the eventual solution of cases than information 

about other components. A more dramatic finding is the drop 

in percentage of solved cases by at least 60 percentage 

points, to 17 percent for the Initial contact Site and 14 

percent for the Initial Assault Site, when information about 

them was unknown. Even though the Initial Contact site and 

Initial Assault site were not as frequently discovered by the 

police during the course of murder investigations as were the 

other components, the pursuit of information about the Initial 

contact and Initial Assault Sites should have received 

priority because there was a very low probability of solution 

when information about them was not known. The body recovery 

site was so rarely unknown that it was not an efficient way to 
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differentiate between solved and unsolved cases. 

The Date of Occurrence 

In exploring the first issue, the data was analyzed to 

determine whether solvability was enhanced when police 

investigators knew the dates for each of the five components. 

Table 14 shows the findings for solvability when the date of 

occurrence for each component is known. The most notable 

finding is the overwhelming statistical significance for the 

components of Initial contact, Initial Assault, and Murder. 

TABLE 14: 

components 

victim Last 
Seen Site 

Initial 
contact 
site 

Initial 
Assault 
site 

Murder 
site 

Body 
Recovery 
site 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND 
KNOWLEDGE BY POLICE INVES'l'IGATORS ABOUT THE DATE OF 

THE FIVE COMPONENTS OF MURDER CASES 
(967 CASES; STATE OF WASHINGTON, 1981-86) 

Time Percent of 
Known Cases Solved 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 

74% 

52% 

78% 

44% 

79% 

46% 

81% 

41% 

74 

0% 

N p tau b 

942 
.01 -.08 

25 

857 
.00 -.24 

110 

822 
.00 -.26 

145 

800 
.00 -.34 

167 

966 
.09 .05 

1 

The most efficient indicator of solvability was when the 
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date was known for the murder site, 81 percent of the cases 

were solved. Similar percentages wera found for the Initial 

contact and Initial Assault Sites, 78% and 79% respectively. 

When the date was unknown for the component of Murder, 

the cases that were solved dropped alarmingly to only 41 

percent. A similar percentage drop, but not as great, was 

found for the components of Initial Con.tact (44%) and Initial 

Assault (46%). 

The remaining two components, victim Last Seen and Body 

Recovery Sites, were not efficient indicators of solvability. 

Whether the date was known or unknown for these two 

components, placed the knowledge about their date information 

at a level of least importance for the process of murder 

investigation. In fact, their percentages were similar to the 

percentages for solved and unsolved cases used as the sample 

for this research. The findings supported the first issue: 

when police investigators know the dates of initial contact, 

initial assault and the murder itself, this knowledge will 

contribute to the solvability of the case, i.e., the 

percentage of cases solved will be greater given this 

knowledge than when the dates for these components are not 

knot-me 

When information about the dates of Initial Contact, 

Initial Assault, and Murder was known, it was also implied 

that investigators had other information that more than likely 

confirmed their locations and occurrence, like eyewitness 
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accounts and/or physical evidence (blood stains) that strongly 

connected a particular offender to each location. The 

importance of finding information that identifies the date of 

those components cannot be overstated. 

Spans of Time for components 

After determining that sol vabili ty was enhanced when 

police investigators know the dates for initial contact, 

initial assault, and murder, the next analysis involved the 

de·'termination of whether solvability is enhanced when pairs of 

components are close in time, given that the times for both 

components were known. The time spans were examined by 

calculating the separation of time from one component to each 

of the other components. The duration of the separation of 

time was measured to the nearest hour. There were ten 

possible pairs of components for which a span of time was 

calculated: 

1. victim Last Seen Site to Initial contact Site t 

2. Victim Last Seen Site to Initial Assault Site, 

3, Victim Last Seen Site to Murder Site, 

4. Victim Last Seen Site to Body Recovery Site, 

5. Initial contact site to Initial Assault Site, 

6. Initial contact site to Murder Site, 

7. Initial contact site to Body Recovery Site, 

8. Initial Assault site to Murder Site, 

9" Initial Assault site to Body Recovery Site, and 

10. Murder site to Body Recovery site. 
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The original data set was coded by calculating the time 

for sixteen intervals of time span, ranging from zero to more 

than 2 years, for each of the ten pairs of components. For 

the analysis reported here, the spans of time were collapsed 

into broader intervals of 0-24 hours and more than 24 hours 

for analysis by solvability. These intervals were chosen for 

two reasons: (1) the literature on solvability of murder 

cases emphasized that the solution rate for murders decreased 

appreciably after 24 hours of the discovery of the body, and 

(2) the interval of more than 24 hours enabled a more powerful 

statistical analyses since there were sufficient cases within 

this cell than for the intervals of more than 48 hours, 72 

hours, one week, and so on. Also, the percentage change was 

very small for the respective increasing intervals of time. 

Table 15 presents the relationships between solving a 

case and the time span between seven pairs of components. The 

other three pairs of components were not presented because 

they were inefficient at differentiating between solved and 

unsolved cases. The pair of components with the highest 

statistical significance (p < .00; Tau-b = .37) was Victim 

Last Seen to Body Recovery. For those cases when the victim 

disappeared less than 24 hours previous to body recovery, 82% 

of the cases were solved. If the victim's body was discovered 

more than 24 hours after the disappearance, the rate of solved 

cases fell dramatically to only 42%. The results indicate 

that investigative problems with solvability increase 
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significantly when information revealed that the victim 

disappeared over 24 hours previous to the discovery of the 

victim's remains. 

TABLE 15: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
TIME SPAN BETWEEN PAIRS OF COMPONENTS OF A MURDER 

CASE (STATE OF WASHINGTON, 1981-86) 

Time Span 
Component Between Percent of 
Pairs Components Cases Solved 

Victim Last Seen 0-24 hra 76% 
and 

Initial contact More Than 51% 
24 hrs 

Victim Last Seen 0-24 hrs 76% 
and 

Initial Assault More Than 46% 
24 hrs 

Victim Last Seen 0-24 hrs 
and 

Murder site More Than 
24 hrs 

Victim Last Seen 0-24'hrs 
and 

Body Recovery More Than 
24 hrs 

Initial Assault 0-24 hrs 
and 

Murder site More Than 
24 hrs 

Initial Assault 0-24 hrs 
and 

Body Recovery More Than 

Murder site 
and 

Body Recovery 

24 hrs 

0-24 hrs 

More than 
24 hrs 

74% 

57% 

82% 

42% 

76% 

89% 

83% 

50% 

81% 

52% 

N 

537 

24 

522 

22 

527 

47 

498 

83 

588 

56 

569 

75 

595 

101 

p tau b 

.00 .14 

.00 .16 

.00 .11 

.00 .37 

.01 -.08 

.00 ~29 

.00 .28 

The findings for six of the above seven components 
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support the facts in section (a) of the second issue: when 

the time between a given pair of components is less than 24 

hours, such relatively close proximity in time will contribute 

to the solvability of the case, i.e., the percentage of cases 

solved will be greater than when that pair of components is 

separated by more than 24 hours. In fact, compared to the 

pairs of components when the time spans were less than 24 

hours, there was an average significant decrease of 30% in 

solved cases for six of the component pairs when the time span 

was more than 24 hours between each pair. 

The next notable finding did not support section (a) and 

supported section (b) of the second issue: the time proximity 

of components will contribute to the solvability of the case 

even if the components are not close in time. This finding 

was for the elapsed time between the pairs of components when 

the murderer initially assaulted the victim and when the 

murder actually occurred (AS-MS). When the time of the 

assault was less than 24 hours in time from when the murder 

occurred, the solved rate was 76%. When the initial assault 

was more than 24 hours before the murder occurred, a 

surprising rise to 89% of the cases were solved. These 

findings suggest that in those cases when the offender did not 

murder the victim within 24 hours from the time of the initial 

assaul t, the murderer kept the victim in captivity for a 

period of time, which increased the physical contact between 

the victim and offender. This longer contact caused the 
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amount of incriminating evidence to increase and, therefore, 

enhanced solvability. 

The Intervals of Distance 

The next issue explored was to determine when sol vabili ty 

is enhanced when police investigators know the distances 

between the sites of pairs of the five case components. The 

same ten possible pairs of components that. were used to 

calculate spans of time were used for the intervals of 

distance: (1) VLS to IC, (2) VLS to AS, (3) VLS to MS, (4) 

VLS to BR, (5) Ie to AS, (6) IC to MS, (7) Ie to BR, (8) AS to 

MS, (9) AS to BR, and (10) KS to BR. 

As Table 16 shows, there were 728 investigations when the 

intervals of distance were known for all ten pairs of 

components. Those cases had a significantly high percentage 

(88%) of solved cases in comparison to the overall solved 

percentage of 74% for th~ 967 cases in the sample. 

The distribution of murder cases that contained pairs of 

components for which the interval of distance was known ranged 

from those that had the interval of distance for only one pair 

of components to cases where the intervals of distance for ten 

pairs of components were known. In general, when the interval 

of distance was known for cases with fewer than ten pairs of 

components, a large decrease in percentage (61%, 29% and 4%) 

of solved cases was noted. 
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TABLE 16: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
NUMBER OF PAIRS OF COMPONENTS IN A CASE FOR WHICH 
THE DISTANCES SEPARATING THE SITES OF THOSE 
COMPONENTS WERE KNOWN BY POLICE INVESTIGATORS 

(967 CASES; STATE OF WASHINGTON, 1981-86) 

Number of Pairs of 
Components for which 
the distance 
separating the sites 
was known 

o 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

p < .00 

Percent of 
Cases Solved 

ot 

4% 

50% 

29% 

33% 

61% 

N 

11 

81 

2 

58 

o 

3 

81 

o 

o 

o 

88% 728 

tau b = .57 

The findings here confirmed the premise of the third 

issue: when police investigators know the distance .between 

the sites of more pairs of the five case components, this 

knowledge .. ...rill contribute to the solvability of the case, 

i.ea, the percentage of case solved will be greater given this 

knowledge than when the distances between pairs of components 

are not known. 

As pairs of components were analyzed by dichotimized 
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distance info~~ation (Table 17) for five or less pairs and 

more than five pairs of components, an overwhelmingly high 

TABLE 17: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
NUMBER OF PAIRS OF COMPONENTS IN A CASE FOR WHICH 

THE DISTANCES SEPARATING THE SITES OF THOSE 
COMPONENTS WAS KNOWN BY POLICE INVESTIGATORS 

(BY DICHOTIMIZED DISTANCE INFORMATION) 
(967 CASES; STATE OF WASHINGTON, 1981-86) 

Number of Pairs of 
Components for which 
the Distance 
separating the sites 
was known 

o - 5 Pairs 

6 - 10 Pairs 

Percent of 
Cases Solved 

14% 

85% 

N p tau b 

155 
.00 .59 

812 

statistical efficiency (p < .00; Tau-b = .59) occurred, 

further supporting the third issue statement. When the 

interval of distance was known for more than five pairs of 

components within each investigation, a high percentage (85%) 

of cases were solved. When the distance was known for the 

category 0-5 pairs of components, a dramatic drop of 71 

percentage points in solved cases to only 14% was noted. 

After determining the significance of just knowing 

information about distances between pairs of components, the 

next analyses that were examined were the actual distances for 

the intervals between known pairs of components. The interval 

of distance was measured in feet or miles for each pair of 

components. Then, the actual distance was converted to one of 

the following categories: 
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category Distance 

1 o to 199 feet 

2 199 feet to < 3/4 mile 

3 3/4 mile to < 1 1/2 miles 

4 1 1/2 miles to < 12 mi.les 

5 12 miles to < 70 miles 

6 70 miles or more 

A frequency distribution in order by distance for each 

pair was completed. categories 1 through 6 were based on 

natural breaks in the frequency of distribution. For 

instance, distances for a large number of pairs of components 

were recorded at 0 feet, 30 feet, 100 feet, 1/4 mile, 1/2 

mile, 1 mile, 2 miles, 5 miles, 10 miles, 15 miles, 20 miles, 

50 miles and 100 miles. 

category 1, 0 199 feet, was also based on the 

collective experience of several homicide detectives.~ The 

consensus of the detectives was that the maximum distance any 

killer was known to physically carry a dead body from the 

place where the victim was killed to the victim's final 

resting place or site of body recovery was no farther than 150 

feet .. They concluded that any victim's body carried a 

distance of 150 feet or less was considered for investigative 

~ Interviews with John Douglas, FBI Behavioral Sciences 
unit; Robert Ressler, FBI Research Unit; Pierce Brooks, 
Retired Los Angeles Police Homicide unit; Frank salerno, Los 
Angeles Sheriff's .Homicide Unit; and Robert Gebo , Seattle 
Police Homicide. 1988. 
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purposes to have been found in the same crime scene area as if 

it had not been moved at all. Therefore, the distance would 

be considered the same as zero. The reason for this 

distinction was because there were no geographical, 

psychological, or investigative differences in significance-to 

separate those cases where the victims were found within 150 

feet from where they were killed. In addition, if a killer 

used a vehicle to transport a dead body to another location 

and carry the body into a wooded area, there were no cases in 

recent memory of a killer physically carrying the body any 

further than 150 feet from the vehicle. 

Although the findings about distance to this point 

demonstrate that just knowing information about distance for 

pairs of components is important to solvability, Tables 18 

through 22 show the relationship between solving a case and 

the actual distance between the sites of victim Last Seen to 

Initial Contact, victim Last Seen to Initial Assault, victim 

Last Seen to Murder, victim Last Seen to Body Recovery, and 

Initial contact to Body Recovery, respectively. These five 

pairs of sites were listed because the other five sites were 

not statistically efficient for solved and unsolved cases. 

Also, Tables 18 through 22 show the relationship to solving a 

case and the distance between the pairs of components after 

the distance categories from 200 feet to over 70 miles had 

been collapsed into one category of distance, which was 

dichotomous with the distance of 0 - 199 feet. 
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The most statistically significant pair of components was 

victim Last Seen to Body Recovery (VLS-BR) in Table 21. The 

distance from where the victim was last seen to the area where 

the body was recovered had a high statistical significance and 

strength of relationship (p < .00; tau b = -.43). What is 

notable about VLS-BR is that the distance of 0 - 199 feet 

resulted in an 86 percent solution rate, 12 percentage points 

higher than the average for all single-victim murder cases. 

The distance beyond 200 feet had a negative impact on 

solvability. More specifically, as the distance increased, 

the rate for solved cases was reduced strikingly low to 40 

percent. 

TABLE 18: RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
DISTANCE BETWEEN THE SITES OF "VICTIM LAST SEEN" 

AND II INITIAL CONTACT" 
With Distance 
Dichotomized 

Distance 
between Percent of Percent of 
Sites Cases Solved N Cases Solved N 

o - 199 Feet 87% 706 87% 706 

200 Feet - .74 Mi. 61% 18 } 
} 

.75 Mi. to 1.4 Mi. 80% 10 } 
} 

1.5 Mi. to 11.9 Mi. 70% 20 } 74% 61 
} 

12 Mi. to 69.9 Mi. 91% 11 } 
} 

70 Miles or more 100% 2 } 

Total 767 767 
P < .01 tau b = -.09 
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TABLE 19: RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
DISTANCE BETWEEN THE SITES OF "VICTIM LAST SEEN" 

AND "INITIAL ASSAULT" 

Distance 
between 
sites 

o - 199 Feet 

200 Feet - .74 Mi. 

.75 Mi. to 1.4 Mi. 

1.5 Mi. to 11.9 Mi. 

12 Mi. to 69.9 Mi. 

70 Miles or more 

Total 

Percent of 
Cases Solved N 

87% 714 

63% 

62%' 

75% 

64% 

100% 

19 

13 

40 

14 

1 

801 

With Distance 
Dichotomized 

Percent of 
Cases Solved 

} 
} 
} 
} 

87% 

} 69% 
} 
} 
} 
} 

p < .00 tau b = -.14 

N 

714 

87 

801 

TABLE 20: RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
DISTANCE BETWEEN THE SITES OF "VICTIM LAST SEEN" 

AND "MURDER" 

Distance 
between 
sites 

o - 199 Feet 

200 Feet - .74 Mi. 

.75 Hi. to 1.4 Hi. 

1.5 Mi. to 11.9 Mi. 

12 Mi. to 69.9 Mi. 

70 Miles or more 

Total 

Percent of 
Cases Solved N 

85% 633 

62% 

79% 

83% 

67% 

60% 

p < .00 

29 

29 

87 

27 

5 

810 

with Distance 
Dichotomized 

Percent of 
Cases Solved 

} 
} 
} 
} 

85% 

} 76% 
} 
} 
} 
} 

tau b = -.09 

N 

633 

177 

810 
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TABLE 21: RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
DISTANCE BETWEEN THE SITES OF "VICTIM LAST SEEN" 

AND "BODY RECOVERY" 

Distance 
between 
sites 

o - 199 Feet 

200 Feet - .74 Mi. 

.75 Mi. to 1.4 Mi. 

1.5 Mi. to 11.9 Mi. 

12 Mi. to 69.9 Mi. 

70 Miles or more 

Total 

Percent of 
Cases Solved N 

86% 689 

50% 

47% 

47% 

27% 

24% 

32 

15 

93 

66 

12 

with Distance 
Dichotomized 

Percent of 
Cases Solved 

} 
} 
} 
} 

86% 

} 40% 
} 
} 
} 
} 

N 

689 

218 

907 907 

p < .00 tau b = -.43 

TABLE 22: RELATIONSHIP BE1.WEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
DISTANCE BETWEEN THE SITES OF "INITIAL CONTACT" 

AND "BODY RECOVERY" 

Distance 
between 
sites 

o - 199 Feet 

200 Feet - .74 Mi. 

.75 Mi. to 1.4 Mi. 

1.5 Mi. to 11.9 Mi. 

12 Mi. to 69.9 Mi. 

70 Miles or more 

Total 

Pert:ent of 
Casesl Solved N 

89% 650 

88,% 

75% 

62% 

83% 

p < .00 

23 

8 

48 

34 

6 

769 

with Distance 
Dichotomized 

Percent of 
Cases Solved 

} 
} 
} 
} 

89% 

} 74% 
} 
} 
} 
} 

tau b = -.15 

N 

650 

119 

769 



• 

• 

• 

106 

In addition, Tables 18 through 21 show that the component 

of victim Last Seen (VLS) was paired wi th every other 

component in a manner that, as reported above, all were 

statistically significant. The remaining pairs of components 

were not statistically signific&nt, except for Initial Contact 

to Body Recovery (IC-BR). The significant presence of VLS and 

its distance relationship with every other component suggests 

that police investigators should immediately pursue 

information that leads to the location where the victim was 

last seen. A lack of knowledge about when and where the 

victim was last seen does not enhance solvability. 

only to the extent that the significant pairs shown in 

Tables 18-22 were considered, the findings here partially 

supported the fourth issue: when the distance between the 

sites of a given pair of components is less than 199 feet, 

such relatively close proximity of the components will 

contribute to the solvability of the case, i.e., the 

percentage of cases solved will be greater than when the sites 

of that pair of components are separated by more than 199 

feet. It must be noted, however, that for all the pairs of 

components shown in Tables 18 through 22, except for VLS-BR 

which had a 40 percent solved rate for cases, the average 

solution rate for the collapsed distance category greater than 

199 feet did not markedly differ from the 74 percent solution 

rate for the entire sample of single-victim murders. 

The advantage for solvability was with those pairs that 
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were less than 200 feet in distance. They were all at least 

11 percentage points higher in solved casas than the general 

sample of cases, with the highest percentage (89%) recorded 

for Initial Contact to Body Recovery. 

~ime Spans and Distance Interyals for Pairs of Components 

The fifth issue explored was to determine whether 

solvability was enhanced when pairs of components were not 

close in time and distance, i.e., separated by more than 24 

hours and 199 feet. The spans of time (0-24 hours and >24 

hours) and intervals of distance (0-199 feet and >199 feet), 

whose relationship to solvability were previously analyzed as 

separate factors, were used simultaneously to determine their 

importance to solvability for the pairs of components. 

A statistical analysis for each of the ten pairs of 

components was completed for the time periods of 0-24 hours, 

> 24 hours to less than 1 month, and more than 1 month and for 

the distance intervals of 0-199 feet, 200 feet to 1.49 miles, 

and more than 1.5 miles Time was used as the independent 

variable, solved-unsolved as the dependent variable, and 

distance as the control variable. Therefore, a total of 

thirty separate analyses were conductedw 

Of the ten possible pairs of components for a murder 

incident, only the pair, victim Last Seen to Body 

Recovery, made a difference to solvability and shown in Table 

23. The nine other pairs either made no significant 
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percentage difference between solved and unsolved cases or had 

so few cases within each cell of a table that no 

interpretation could be drawn. 

TABLE 23: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOLVING A CASE AND THE 
TIME AND DISTANCE WHEN ANALYZED SIMULTANEOUSLY 
BETWEEN THE SITES OF "VICTIM LAST SEEN" AND 

"BODY RECOVERY" 
Distance between 
the Sites of 
Victim Last Seen 

Time Separating 
Victim Last Seen 

and Percent of and 
Body Recovery Body Recovery Cases Solved N 

a - 199 feet 

200 Feet to 
1.5 miles 

More than 
1.5 miles 

Total 

o - 24 hours 

> 24 hours to less 
than 1 month 

More than 1 month 

o - 24 hours 

> 24 hours to less 
than 1 month 

More than 1 month 

a - 24 hours 

> 24 hours to less 
than 1 month 

More than 1 month 

86% 505 

69% 52 

78% 9 

53% 28 

30% 10 

50% 4 

58% 55 

45% 60 

4% 47 

770 

p tau b 

.00 -.12 

.43 -.14 

.00 -.40 

Table 23 shows the relationship between solving a case 

and the time and distance between the sites of Victim Last 

Seen and Body Recovery. The most frequent number of cases 

(505) and the highest percent (86%) of solved cases were found 

in the shortest period of time (0-24 hours) and shortest 
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int.erval of distance (0-199 feet). Therefore, in incidents of 

murder where the span of time and the interval of distance for 

the Victim Last Seen site to the Body Recovery site were the 

shortest, the components occurred almost simultaneously within 

close proximity in time and distance I thus enhancing the 

solvability to a significantly high percentage of solved 

cases. Also, for the short distance category, there is a 

significant decrease of 17 percentage points to 69 percent for 

solved cases when the time span ranged fr.om greater than 24 

hours and less than one month. Having short distance and time 

was the key to enhanced solvability. 

Generally, for the sites of victim Last Seen and Body 

Recovery, the findings here for each time span and interval of 

distance category were not markedly different in percentage of 

solved cases from the findings for time span and distance 

previously analyzed separately and shown in Tables 15 and 21. 

But there was one exception: when the distance was more than 

1.5 miles and the time was more than one month in separation, 

a shocking and statistically significant percentage reduction 

in solved cases was noted. Only 4 percent of the 47 cases for 

those categories were solved. This finding favored those 

murderers who separated the locations where their victims were 

last seen to the place where the body was discovered by over 

1.5 miles in distance and over one month in time. 

The findings here only partially supported the final 

issue explored as they pertained to the pair of components, 
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Victim Last Seen and Body Recovery: 

given pair of components is more 

when the time between a 

than 24 hours and the 

distance between that same pair is more than 199 feet, such 

relatively distant proximity in time and distance will not 

contribute to the solvability of the case, i.e., the rate of 

solvability diminishes sharply when both the time span and 

interval of distance are shorter for that pair of 

components • 
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CHAPTER 10 

CONCLUSIONS AND SUMMARY 

This research developed a model for the investigation of 

the crime of murder and assessed its five major components to 

solvability. The components examined were: (1) the location 

where the victim 1ias last seen, (2) the point of initial 

contact between the offend4er and victim t (3) the location Of 

an initial assault, (4) thle actual murder site, and (5) the 

body recovery site. The relationship of each component to 

solvability was analyzed by information that was available 

about time, time spans and intervals of distance. 

To explore those relationships, murders in Washington 

state were examined over the period beginning January 1981 

through December 1986. The theoretical model was drawn from 

over 18 years of homicide investigation experience of the 

author. Essentially , thE~ location and time that each 

component occurred were cClntrolled by the actions of the 

offender. The location and time of occurrence were dependent 

on the murderer's particular motivations and the conditions 

under which the each murder transpired. No previous research 

or literature has dealt with any model of murder investigation 

or addressed the major factors dealing with the solution of 

murder cases. 

In light of the demonstrated influence of prior research 

on investigations of crimes other than murder, and given the 

pressure from the victim's advocates, responsible governmental 
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officials, and intense media coverage of high profile murder 

investigations, it is surprising that no attention had been 

directed toward studying the methods by which police officers 

investigate more effectively and, thus, solve murder cases. 

The present research partially addressed the question of what 

factors are important to the solution of murder cases by 

examining how time and distance information about the 

components of a murder incident affected solvability. The 

standard for solvability was the entire sample of 967 single­

victim murder cases in the state of Washington for the years 

1981-86, which had a solution rate of 74 percent. This 

research yielded several major findings. 

First, the frequency of occurrence in murder cases of the 

five sites were examined for their relationship to solvability 

when any information (date of occurrence, locations, and 

distances) was known about them. The percentage of solved 

cases when information about each of five sites was known did 

not have a significant percentage difference from the 74 

percent for the 967 murder cases in the sample. What was 

remarkable was the very low percentage (17 and 14 percent) of 

solved cases when no information was known about the Initial 

contact and Initial Assault sites. 

The latter finding does challenge some pre-existing 

notions. The impact of this finding seriously questions the 

investigative value of curricula contained in training courses 

and seminars for homicide investigators. Previous training 
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has emphasized the techniques for processing the body recovery 

site or crime scene for physical evidence. The typical course 

agendas included instruction in protecting the crime scene, 

photography, measuring and collecting physical evidence, 

autopsy protocols, and specialized investigation techniques, 

such as locating buried bodies, processing outdoor crime 

scenes, and collecting blood evidence for purposes of a DNA 

examination.~ 55 ~ No special instruction was given that 

focused on what information was vital to locating the initial 

contact and initial assault locations between the offender and 

victim and how information about those sites to enhance 

solvability. This observation does not make the above 

procedures irrelevant; it just suggests that they are 

incomplete. 

The second finding related to whether solvability was 

enhanced when police investigators know the dates of 

occurrence for each of the five components. Krowing the dates 

for three components was significant to solvability: the 

murder site, the initial assault site, and the initial contact 

site between the offender and the victim, with murder site 

identified as most significant. 

~ Georgia Police Academy, Outline for Homicide 
Investigation Training, 1990. 

55 Washington state criminal Justice Training Commission, 
Basic Homicide Investigation Training Class Outline, 1989. 

~ Los Angeles Sheriff's 
Investigation Manual, April 1981. 

Department, Homicide 
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If investigators could not determine when the murder 

occurred, this fact dramatically decreased the chance that the 

dase was solved. The murder site is the specific location 

where the offender comes into the most violent contact with 

the victim. Knowing the actual date of the murder enhances 

the investigator's ability to verify or refute the alibis of 

potential suspects. They use this information to determine if 

a particular person was available to commit the murder. For 

example, in a case where it was determined that the murder 

occurred on Thursday, October 3, 1991, anyone who was in a 

hospital or prison, or was out of town on October lrd could be 

eliminated as a suspect through corroboration of the alibi. 

The third finding involved the period of time between the 

time when the victim was last seen and the time that the body 

was discovered, the most significant pair of components to 

solvability. If the offender, either consciously or 

unconsciously, separated the components by more than a 24 hour 

span of time, the chance of solution dropped to alaLlDingly low 

levels. This meant that the victim • s body recovery was 

separated in time more than 24 hours from the last known 

location where he or she was last seen alive by anyone. The 

reduced solvability rate may not only be the result of 

evidence deterioration, but more likely the inability of 

witnesses to recall events s\~rounding the disappearance of 

the victim. 

It is commonly known that clear recollection of events by 
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witnesses is affected by the passage of time.~ The longer it 

takes investigators to discover the body, the more likely 

witnesses will not recall pertinent information about the 

circumstances of the victim's disappearance. In the present 

study, it can be concluded that the murde~ investigations were 

made more difficult to solve because witness statements or 

information about the time that the victim disappeared were 

not useful in developing information about the offender or 

other components. Therefore, it would be wise to spend more 

investigative energy to discover quickly the identity of the 

victim after the body is discovered which will enhance the 

probability of finding out the circumstances of the victi1n'S 

disappearance. 

Conversely, for the components of initial assault site to 

murder site, a significant rise in percentage of solved cases 

was noted when these components were separated by more than 24 

hours. The implied that the offender was with the victim a 

longer period of time between when the victim was first 

assaulted and when the death inflicting injuries were 

produced. Therefore, more information about these two 

components and information about the time between them was 

discovered. The longer an offender was with the victim while 

the victim was still alive, the more likely that additional 

information and evidence about what happened between the two 

~Loftus, Elizabeth F. and Gary L. Wells, Eyewitness 
Testimony: Psychological Perspectives, Cambridge University 
Press: NY, 1984. 
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components were revealed. 

The time span of first 24 hours after the discovery of 

the body has been the focus of prior research. The research 

has only dealt with the solvability of murder investigations 

as it related to the arrest of the offender within 24 hours of 

the murder. The present research did not examine or use the 

data related to the arrest of the offender as a basis for 

determining the location and time of occurrence to the five 

components. The results of the prior research showed that in 

66 percent of solved cases the offender was in custody within 

24 hours. The prior study did not differentiate between the 

where the murder occurred and the place where the victim's 

body was discovered. The findings here SUbstantiated the 

importance of the period of time up to 24 hours after the 

discovery of the victim's body. The percent of solved cases 

was over 80 percent when the time span between the Body 

Recovery and the three components, Victim Last Seen, Initial 

Assault and Murder, was less than 24 hours. 

The next major finding dealt with information known about 

the interval of distance between any two components. In those 

cases where the interval of distance was known, the more 

likely they were solved. Having distance information meant 

that investigators knew more about the connection between and 

the routes to and from the components. The specific address 

of each component within a pair was known. More specifically, 

short distance (0-199 feet) resulted in the highest solution 
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rate. Therefore, when the offender separated any component 

from another component by an interval of distance less than 

200 feet, higher solution rates were revealed than for longer 

intervals of distance between the same pair of components. 

When the distance between components is long, such as in 

miles, it usually means that the components are located within 

different law enforcement jurisdictions. This may cause 

confusion about who is the primary investigating agency in a 

particular case. Policies are interpreted differently based 

on institutionalized procedures. Some agencies assume 

jurisdiction because the body is found in their city. others 

have the location of the murder as the governing factor. Some 

of the more sophisticated murderers are well aware of the 

problems that police agencies have with cooperation in 

investigations and intentionally plan their murders 

accordingly with long distance distribution of the components. 

The last notable finding dealt with a reduction in 

solvability when pairs of components were not close in time 

and distance. Specifically, the only significant pair of 

components was victim Last Seen to Body Recovery. It was 

found that for this pair of components an astounding 96 

percent of murder cases were unsolved when the interval of 

distance was more than 1.5 miles and the time span was longer 

than one month. These results may have extreme implications 

for police supervisors and should affect the prudent use of 

resources and manpower in investigations of this type. Police 
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administrators have to determine if a long and protracted 

investigation is necessary in those cases where the components 

of victim Last Seen and Body Recovery are not in close 

proximity in time and distance. 

In conclusion, the data presented here support this 

study's general proposition: the more information (dates, 

time spans, and intervals of distance) that is known about the 

components (victim's last seen site, initial contact site, 

initial assault site, murder site and body recovery site) of 

a murder incident, a significantly higher percentage of 

investigations will more likely result in solution. 

summary 

This research adds significantly to our understanding of 

the process of murder investigation. The findings show~d that 

having information about time and distance factors between the 

components of a murder incident were important to the solution 

rate of investigations. The research results are useful to 

homicide detectives, many of whom investigate homicides on a 

daily basis and are primarily responsible for the apprehension 

of murderers. This study also provides police management 

personnel with the kinds of information necessary to more 

efficiently allocate homicide-investigation resources and 

manpower. 

The results of this study will lead to improvements in 

criminal justice training curricula for law enforcement 
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investigators. The identifica'tion and prioritization of 

solvability factors will assiut homicide detectives in 

identifying avenues of proper and logical follow-up. This 

study offers the homicide dete<:tive alternatives to the 

tradi tional reacti ve nature of murder investigations. The 

results of this study aid the det:ecti ve in developing more 

proactive strategies in the :1:ormative stages of an 

investigation, rather than waiting for something to happen to 

which the detective must react. The findings from this 

project can easily be used in formlng a police department's 

guidelines and procedures for follow-up in homicide 

investigations. In view of the results of the data presented 

here, the efficacy of conventional p;ractices and training in 

murder investigation is doubtful. It seems ineffective and 

wasteful to proceed reactively in a murder investigation 

without understanding the importance tl,) solvability of finding 

information that relates to the time of occurrence and 

location of all five components as soem as possible" 

A few experienced investigators know that each component 

exists somewhere wi thin the chronolo9lY of a murder event. 

Unfortunately, the first time that police investigators become 

involved in an investigation is upo:n notification of a 

location where a body is discovered. At this point, a 

traditionally reactive investigation begins where the police 

attempt to identify the victim and the offender as quickly as 

possible. The structure of the investigation is usually 
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dictated by the condi tiona present at the site of body 

recovery. How the investigators determine when and where the 

components are located within the murder incident is governed 

by the manner in which they pursue leads or clues that are 

present at the body recovery site. If investigators are 

inexperienced, they may have trouble identifying evidence in 

a timely manner that proves the existence of each component. 

As a result of this study, an interactive model of murder 

investigation is available for the benefit of all 

investigators. For those law enforcement officers that do not 

experience a high frequency of murder investigations, a model 

of murder investigation is accessible that has proven data on 

solvability rates. 

Fortunately, for investigative purposes, most murders are 

motivated by argument, rage, and heat of passion, and these 

five components are likely to occur at the same time and 

location. But as the motivations change to drug-related, 

gang-related, or sexually sadistic, the murderers will begin 

to take special precautions when contacting, assaul ting , 

murdering, disposing of the victim by preventing evidence from 

being discovered about them and further separating certain 

components by time and distance. Therefore, it will be more 

difficult to solve murder cases. 

The version of murder investigation presented here is an 

initial statement of this perspective and does not represent 

a complete model of all the factors that are associated with 
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the investigation of murder. For example, there is the 

possibility that knowledge of dates and distances become known 

'Vihen other information becomes known, and it is the other 

information that might contribute to solvability. The role of 

other variables of investigation, especially the presence or 

absence of witnesses, confessions and physical evidence, has 

to be fully explicated to better understand the solvability of 

murder cases. These factors, among others, are the focus of 

expanded research on the solvability factors in murder cases 

currently under investigation in the research project entitled 

"Improving the Understanding of Homicide and the Apprehension 

Rate of Murderers." 

Similarly, greater attention needs to be paid to the 

influence of how many resources a law enforcement agency is 

willing to expend at the beginning of a murder investigation 

and how that commitment is sustained through the continuing 

investigation since it is increasingly clear that fiscal 

decisions by responsible governmental officials effect the 

quality of police function. These considerations are yet to 

be investigated. 

The findings from this study and future research provide 

the foundation for a better understanding, both from the 

public and from within the criminal justice system, of the 

complex process of murder investigation and its accompanying 

high costs, emphasizing the high priority to be given to 

appropriate and timely budget decisions within law enforcement 
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agencies and by the various governmental bodies which 

establish those agencies' budgets. 

Finally, for the experienced investigator, the findings 

from this research are not at all surprising. One should 

expect that those cases about which law enforcement officials 

have more information most likely would be solved. 

Additionally, a murder case is most likely to be solved if 

most events associated with it are compact in time and space .. 

This is because such compact murders are committed on the spur 

of the moment in times of argument and, hence, are crimes in 

which the offender has used less calculating skill and cunning 

in generating a plausible alibi, destroying evidence, and 

generally laying a smokescreen avoiding detection. 

certain murder cases, such as those committed by an angry 

offender and are precipitated on the spur of the moment, are· 

just easier to solve than others, such as planned and 

calculated murders. The differenti.al solvability of murder 

cases resides, not just in the way they are investigated, but 

in certain features of the cases themselves. While more 

information is better than less information, getting more 

information is inherently more difficult in some cases and the 

lower solvability rate for less compact cases derives, not 

from the absence of skill and cunning on the part of police 

investigators, but from the presence of skill and cunning on 

the part of the offender. 
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WASHINGTON ASSOCIATION OF 
SHERIFFS & POLICE CHIEFS 

POST OFFICE "OX I2e 

February 2S, 1987 

James ~. Stewart, Director 
National Institute of Justice 
633 Indiana Ave, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20S3l 

RE: Research Program on Apprehension and Prosecution 

Dear Director Stewartl 

I am writing to express the support of the Washington 
Association of Sheriff. and Police Chief. and its 
members for a research proposal entitled -Improving the 
Investigation of Homicide and the Apprehension Rate of 
Murderers,- Dr. Joe Wei. of the University of 
Washington and Robert ~eppel of the Washington Attorney 
General~. Office have agreed to cooperate with them in 
this project hy making our records available to them • 

We in Washington State are acutely aware of the 
tremendous tragedy that results in II homicide and 
especially serial killin9s .uch as we have experienced. 
We agree with research proposal identification of need 
in the area of homicide investigAtion, We believe the 
results of this proposal will bave practical as well 
as academic benefit. 

Again, we are highly .upportive of this research 
proposal and are .tanding ready to aid Dr. Weis and Mr. 
~eppel in their research. 

Sincerely, 

DO •• ~6!,~.t-El •• t 
Tukwila police Chief 

OGP:td 
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Klnl::' COllnt".· 
D(,'pull1l:cIH \.If l'ubllt: ~;:rl.."~' 
\'~'I'noll T'lOlllilS. SI,,·,.ijl:DiIl·('/or 
\\' II'; lo:in.1l (:Ounl~' COUI'lhllu~(, 
.5 Hi Third r.n,·nut' 
s..·.111 k·. W.I:-hingtclll !l8104·:!:lt:1 

February 19, 1987 

Robert D. Keppel 
Chief Crimina I Investigator 
Office of the Attorney General 
1300 Dexter Horton Bldg. 
Seattle, WA 98104 

RE: Grant Proposal 

Dear Mr. Keppel: 
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Thank you for the opportun i ty to support your request for a grant 
for I mprovi ng the Invest iga lion of Homicide and the Apprehension 
of Murderers. 

Effective management techniques in homicide investigation, : b~Jieve, 
wi II enhance the I ikel ihood of the apprehension of murderers. 
A sta tew i de homici de informa tion system wi II benefi t all agencies 
in coordinating homicide data. 

As President of the Washington Sheriffs' Association, I will urge 
the cooperation and support of local police and sheriff's departments 
on this project. 

Sincerel y, 

~t-~C7~~/ 
VERN THOMAS 
Sheri ff-Director 

VT:Jcm 
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"Ing County 
;\lo!cflc3i t,t3mlner oh·rd,," 
O<~r'mtnl o,'Public H<.hh 
3:3 ~'In,h AI'1!nUf 
S<,IIIlr, \I'.~llIns,on ~8104 
(~OGI :l:!3·3:l,l! 

12 February 1987 

. ' 
James K. Ste'Hart 
Director 

.. 

National Institute of Justice 
633 Indiana Avenue N.W. 
Washington. DC 20531 

Dear Hr. Stewart: 
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rnis letter is written in support of the grant proposal, entitled wlrn~rovin9 
the Investiga~ion of Homicides and the Apprehension of Murderers", prepared by 
R. Ke~pei and J. Weiss. As King County Medical Exa~iner and Chairman of the 
Washin~:on State Death Investigation Council, r strongiy supoort t~eir prooc~al 
since it w()ui~ pro\'icie a fc!:r:c:t~O:i 'fo:- s-:ano.=rui=1ng infcr::a~ion octaine·~ !o: t!'\e 
time of autocsv. The State of Washfncton is a hvbrid of death inves:foa:icns 
which inciude lay coroners in smalier: less popu1ated jurisdic:;ons and rnedicai 
examin~rs in'larger, ~ore popuiated areas. Ccnse~uently, there is a great deal of 
unevenness in the manner and method in which scientific death investigaticns are 
conduc~sd and in the method 'in which forensic aut~psies are performed. ihis 
proposai would begin'to provide a data base which would reauire meciical examiners 
and coroners to standardize information obtained at the time of autopsy. Suc~ 
criteria as clearly ~1~ining injury patterns, characteristics of injuries, and 
the collection of trace ,e'lidence would' greatly enhance the value of data coilec-:ed 
from various jurisdictions. rnis ,proposal~·.would initiate standardization. 

Sincerely, 

O~~.D. 
Chief Medical Examiner 

OTR:pl 
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K~n Fikl.!nb~rry 

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON 
TR\IPLI! Of JL.STIl'E • OLY:.IPI..\. WA 98.so~'()5~1 • PHose 21M/7SJ.6~OO 

February 19, 1987 

James K. Stewart, Director 
National Institute of Justice 
633 Indiana Avenue mi 
Washington, D.C. 20531 

Dear Mr. Stewart: 

This letter shall serve as endorsement of the research 
proposal titled "Improving the Investigation of Homicides 'and the 
Apprehension Rate of Murderers" • 

The Washington State Attorney General's Office possesses the 
legal authority to apply for the grant and I have appointed 
Mr. Robert Keppel, an investigator with this offica, to be the 
official representative and program director of the grant project. 
He will coordinate the collection of data, and enlist the support 
of local prosecutors, police chiefs and sheriffs for the duration 
(two years, beginning July 1997) of this project. 

This office will comply with the ~ssurances listed in Part V 
of the grant application and other requirements of the National 
Institute of Justice. 

We are hopeful the research conducted under this grant program 
will ultimately improve exhisting homicide data sources, make law 
enforcement homicide investigations more effective, add to the 
understanding of homicide investigation, and increase the 
probability that murderers will be apprehended. . 

To the best of Mr. Keppel's and my knowledge, this research 
project is unique among any previous or ongoing studies in pOlice 
homicide investigation effectiveness and has not been duplicated. 

The criminal division of this office will administer the grant 
with the cooperation of the Univ~rsity of Washington .Center for Law 
and Justice • 
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

James K. Stewart 
February 19, 1987 

Page '} 

I would like to thank you and the National Institute of 
Justice for this opportunity. 

veli22HsA';<.40_~ 
KENNETH O. EIKENBERRY 
Attorney General 

/blW 
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Ken Eikenberry 

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON 
DEXTER HORTON aUILDINO. SEATTLE. WASHINGTON 9&10",,14' 

James R. Graham 
Chief of Police 
Woodland Police Dept. 
P.O. Box 9 
Woodland, WA 98674 

June 7, 1988 

Re: Homicide Information And Tracking System (H.I.T.S.) 

Dear Chief Graham: 

The Washington State Attorney General's office, as a result 
of a U.S. Department of Justice grant, is presently conducting 
research and development of a computerized Homicide Information' 
Tracking System. Our first objective is to research each of the 
nearly 1400 homicide CAses that occurred in the State of 
W~shin9ton between 01-01-61 and 12-31-86. From the data 
collected we will~ 1) examine the critical solvability factors 
present in homicide investigations; 2) identify the salient 
characteristics of murder; and 3) record information unique to a 
particular suspect, suspect M.O., or eVidence that can be used to 
determine if a suspect or piece of evidence is associated with 
murder cases in jurisdictions statewide. We believe this study 
will also aid in improving the investigative understanding of 
homicide, homicide management and, coordination of information 
between agencies. Thus, more homicides will be resolved and 
murderers apprehended. 

In order to complete this research we will, in the near 
future, be requesting that agencies that had homicide(s) during 
the applicable time period, make their homicide file, available 
to Robert Keppel or myself. 

We are interested in both solved and unsolved cases, which 
involve any degree of murder and cases where the cause of death 
is suspicious or the classification of death is undetermined. We 
are also interested in missing persons cases where fOUl play i. 
suspected. The information extracted from these case files will 
provide the data necessary to build a comp~terized hosicide 
database. This wHomicide Information, Tracking Syates· database 
will give homicide investigator. throughout the state the ability 
to make immediate inquiries relative to either qenetal or 
specific information about any or all homicides within the state. 
The following are only a few examples of situations in which this 
system will be of assistance: 
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Or-r-ICE or- TIlE ATTOnJ"-IEY GENEnAL 

1) Police and shedff department. frequently receive 
inquiries trolll other police agencies requesting i'ntormation about 
A certain homicide. For example: The inquiring agency is 
interviewing an arrested suspect in a burglary case. Be has 
expressed interest in providing the police with information about 
a homicide in exchango for having his current charges dropped. 
The suspect has given only partial information to bait the police 
And/or confuse thelll. Therefore, the immediate verification that 
the homicide exist. is necessary. presentlr' without. 
centralized homicide information system, even f the exact 
location of the alleged incident 1. known an attempt to verity 
the information is time consuming, if not impossible. If, on the 
other hand, within a tew minutes you were able to verify that a 
homicide had in fact occurred at that location, an unsolved 
homicide might be resolved. 

2) A police Agency has just arrested a suspect for 
menacing with a knile. An investigation reveals that his knife 
has what is believed to be human blood on it, and the suspect has 
spent the past four months hitchhiking around the state and 
sleeping in state parka. If an investigator wants to know if 
there has been a stabbing murder in any of the state parks, there 
is currently no place to find this informationJ instead, each 
jurisdiction that haa a state park within its boundaries must be 
contacted. 

3) Police find a .45 caliber pistol wrapped In plastic and 
covered with brush in the wooda. An inquiry to determine if thi. 
weapon may have been used in a homicide is essential. At this 
time no central place of inquiry exists. 

4) Police frequently impound found property, i.e. 
identification cards and drivers' license.. The names on these 
pieces of identification should be cheCked to determine if the 
owner ia a homicide victim. At present there is no system 
available that keeps track of thia type ot information. 

S) Frequently, as in aerial or drug related killings, a 
killer(s) may kill in .everal different and widespread 
jurisdictions with each jurisdiction having information and/or 
evIdence, but too little of either to identify a suspect. They 
will ~lso probably be unaware of the other juri.diction having 
81~ilar cases and/or suspect(.). At present, to obtain such 
information could take day. or even week.. However, with 
immediate access to • Homicide Infor~ation , Tracking System, a 
phone call from any of the affected jurisdictions would alert the 
inquiring agency of those other jurisdiction. having similar 
cases and/or suspects. It would also increase the possibility 
that information or evidence from a single jurisdiction, when 
combined with information and/or evidence from several 
jurisdictions, may lead to the identity of a suspect!s) and the 
possibility of clearing several homicides. 

2 
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OFPICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

The above-cited problems are not unique to homicide 
investigation within the State of Washington but Are generic to 
homicide inVestigations nationwide. Presently, to respond to any 
one of the above hypothetical cases might require months of 
investigation by the traditional means of telephoning a myriad of 
law enforcement agencies, sending out teletypes, and mailing 
bulletins. The answer to these inquiries would only take a 
matter of seconds with a computerized homicide information 
system. Therefore, the primary objective of the research project 
i. to establish and evaluate a model statewide Homicide 
Information , Tracking System. 

We anticipate the system to be functioning at or near full 
capacity by mid 1989. In the meantime there is A smaller but 
similar systelll now operating at the Attorney General's office in 
Seattle. This system contains approximately 340 homicide cases 
and will eventually be merged with the new system. Currently 
this system is being used with varying degrees of success by 
numerous Agencies. If you are unfamiliar with or haven't AS yet 
used the current system, please contact this office as we would 
be happy to assist 1n any way we can. The number to call is: 
(206) 464-6209 or (206) 464-7676; ask for either Robert LaMoria 
or Robert Keppel. 

jo 

7tiJ:;]~ 
Robert LaMoria 
Program Manager 
Criminal Division 

3 
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WAS BIN G TON S TAT E 
OFFI C! or THE A'I"l'ORifBY GENERAL 

BOHICIDB INFORMATION , TFACKlHG SYSTEM 

1. HITS • 
2. Date fora co.pleted: 

(80) 

3. Coder. naJUI: 
__________________________ 4. Title: ______________ _ 

!S. 
--

Aqency: ___________ 6. Phone I: (_) 

ao. da. 
Lc><]-in __ 
Lc>q-in __ 
Lc>q-in __ 
Lc>q-in _ 
Lc>q-in __ 

ail hr.. ail hr •• 

ao. da. 

Lo9-out 
t.oq-out 
Lo<J-out 
Lo<J-r.;ut 
Lo<.J-out 

yr. 
7. Date completed: _____ 8. Total: hr. 

9 • Reportin9 aqency" OR! nUlDher' _________ _ 

10. Reportin9 aqency: ______________________________ __ 

11. Addre •• : _______________________ 12.City: __________ _ 

13. County: __________________ 14.State: ______________ _ 

1!S. Zips ____ _ 

16. Raporting aqancy" ca.e nuaber(.)' ____________________________ _ 

17. NCIC nUllber it victill 18 ai .. inq or an 
unidentified dud body: _________ _ 

1 •• H.I.T.a. ID COOl (leave blank) _____________ _ 

19. Reportinq aqeney' a pbone nUJiberz ( __ _ 

20. H.I.T.S. oriae analy.ia Report type: 

1 ____ 0riqina1 aubai •• ion of thi. ca.e 

2 ___ Suppla.ent to previoualy .ubaitted inforaation 

3 ____ Correotion to previou.ly .ub.itted inforaation 

4 ___ Reque.t for 1nforaation fro. out. ide agene1 •• 

1 

\ , 
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YICTIK IHlQRHATIQK 

21. Thi. i. victim ~f victim(.) in thi. incident: 
(number) (total) 

DATE lJfO 'I'M ~AlWtETImS 

TIKB 

22. Initial contact .it.: 

(mo) (<1a) (yr) ("hr) 

23. victia la.t , •• n1 

(110) (ela) (Y1') ('fir") 

24. Initial as.ault: 

(110) (da) (Y1') (hr) 

25. O.ath/aajur assault: 

(ao) (da) (yr) (hr) 

26. Vlctia/bOdy found: 

APPROX DATI APPROX TIM! 

to _ to 
(ao) (da) (yr) '.0) (Ta) (yr) (brr- (~ 

28. Wh.n waa th. tint attupt to report the victia a. 
a ais.ing/runaway? 

29. Wh.n was the ai.sinq/runaway r.port actually tak.n? 

30. Hov .. ny ti ••• w.re ~. authoriti.a contacted 
b.tor. th.y took G .i •• inq/runavay r'port? 

31. Inv •• tiqation of incident'a. a hoa1cid' beqan; .0 ____ d& ____ 11' ____ 

32. oat. v1ctia tirst I.D. 'ltd by p,9liclI ao _ da _ yr _ 

Wh.n did the poliol fir.t beco •• awar. of the locations al indicat.d in 
qu •• tiona 33 thru 371 

33. Initial contact ait. 
34. Laat ••• n ait. ----
35. Assault ait. ----
36. Daath lit. -
37. 804y r,covi'rY"dt._ 

2 

a) 0-24hr 
b) 24-48hr 
c) U-72hr 
d) 72-1vk 
.) lwk-llIo 
t) 1.0-3ao 

9) 3.0-6.0 
h) G.o-1yr 
1) lyr -2yr 
j) 2yr + 
k) Still ulcn 

99) Unable to d.t.rain. 
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VICTIM IDENTIFICATION , C'H.ARAcmmI.m~ 

38. status ot this victim: 

1 Deceased (as a result ot this incident) 
2---Survivor ot attack 
3 Kissing 

39. Victim name: 

(last, tIr.t, alddle) 

40. Victim" alias(e.) (includinq maiden and prior married names) 
1 ______________________________________________________ __ 
2 ________________________________________________________ __ 
3 __________________________________________________ __ 
4 ___________________________________________________ -0 

U. Sex: 

42. Date ot birth: 1) 
2) 
3) 

(da) (yr) . 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

43. Age (or beat estimate) at time of incident: 
--:-( y-e-a-r-."") 

44. Race: 

1 Black 
2-Caucasian 

4 ___ 0riental/Asian 
!5_Hispanic 

3 Amorican Indian 88 Other 
99 ___ Unabl-e~to--d~e~t-e~rm~I-n-e-----

45. Ethnic background: 

victim'. addre •• at time of death: 
46. street: ____________________________________________________ __ 

47. city: _______________ 48. Stat.: __ 49. Zip: ____ __ 

50. victim'. residence: 

l_Single-family dwelling 
2 ___ Kulti-family dwelling 
3_Temporary or transient 

houaing 

4 Hotor vehicle 
S=street 

88 Other 
99 Unabl-e~t-o-d~e~t-e-rm~I-n-e----------

3 
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Victim'. praviou. addresse.: 
5l. straat: ____________________________________________________ ___ 

52. city: _____________ 53. Stata:_54. Zip: ___ _ 

Str.at: ____________________________ ~~--------~~~---------
City ,_____________ state: zip: ___ _ 

straetl ___________________________ ~~~------~~~---------
city:_____________ stat.,_ zIp: ___ _ 

YIQ'I'IH'S PHYSICAL DESCRIPTIOH 

55. Heiqht (or be.t •• tiaate)l _____ ft. _____ ln. 

'6. Approx. wdqht' ____ lb. 

57. Build: 

1 Sull 
2 Mec1iUJI 

58. Hair lenqtlu (check all that apply) 

1 No bair (balc1 or .hav.n) 
2-Balctin<1 
3-AboV. collar 

5 To Shoulder. 
6:::pa.t .hould.r. 

.-Collar length 

59. Hair .hac1e: 

l_Liqht 
2_Dark 

60. Pr.doainant hair color: 

l_Gray and or whit. 
2 Blond 
3-Rec1 
.=Brown 

99 ___ 0nable to d.terain. 

3 Xec1iua 
99 OnAbl. to ct.terain • 

5 81ack 
"-Other 
99 Onabl-e--to--d~.~t-.-r_--I-n-.-

61. Abnor_aliti •• ot the t •• th: (check all that apply) 

1 None 
2-8rac •• 

. 
3=Broken or chipped 
4 Crooked 
5:::o.cayect 

62. Gla •••• noraally wo~ by or ••• ociate4 with the victiD: (check all 
that apply) {it victia ia unidentified .uletal naairul go to ,97} 

1 Non. 
z=Pre.cription 
3 contact • 
• -Bitocala 
5:::Pla.tic traae. 

t; Ketal true 
7-RWe •• .':::other __________________________ __ 

99 ___ 0nabl. to d.t.r_ine 

• 
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VICTIM'S SCARS AND/OR BIBTIIK.hl3JI\:i 

63. DCe. the victim have any scars and/or birthmark. (not tattoos): 

Location ot lear. or birthmark.: 
(Ueing the following li.t, indicate the location ot .ach scar or 
birthmark in the .pac. provided below) 

1) Fac., h.ad, neck 
2) ~l~('), hand(.) 
3) Torlo front 

5) Buttocks 
6) F •• t or 1.g(l) 

88) Other 
4) Torao back 99) Unable to d.t.rmin. 

64. Location 6!5. Description 

YI9TIH'S TArfOOQ 

66. Doe. th~ victi. have any tattoo.? 

Tattoo location. and d •• iqn.: 
(Uling the nuab.rl and l.tt.rl A. provid.d in the two lilt. 
b.low, indicat. the location of .ach tattoo with it • 
corr~spending numb.r and d •• iqn with the corr •• pending l.tt.r.) 

Location 1) Fac., h.ad, n.ek !5) Buttocu 
2) ArlI(')' hande.) 6) F •• t or legC') 
3) Torlo front 88) Oth.r 
4) Tor.o back 99) Unable to d.t.rmin. . 

Desiqn A) Initial. or word. D) Oth.r 
B) Number C.) 99) Unabl. to a.t.raln. 
C) Pictur.(.) or d •• ign(.) 

67. Location 68. De.iqu 69. De.cription 

------------------',~--------------------

YIC'TIH'S OOTSTAHPIHCi PHYeXCAL lIA'l'O'RU 

70. Did the viet!. have out.tanding phyaieal f.atur •• or va. th.r • 
• om.thing about the viet!. that would attract att.ntion? 

l_Y.' 

99 ___ Unabl. to d.t.rmin. 

5 
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YICTIH'S CLOTHING 

71. Gen.rally preferred clothing stYle: 

!5 Wut.rn wear 
6-Work clothe. or unitOrJl 

88 Other 
99 Unab·l.~t~o~dr..~t~e~ra=r.ln~e~------------

72. Gen.rally pr.f.rr.d predominant color tone ot clothing: 

73. 

5 __ Purple./Violet. 
' ___ Red./orange. 
7 Brown./Tan. 
I:::Gray./Blacks 

It thia caa. ia unsoly.d or a li •• ing plrlon 9a •• wh.re toul play i. 
su.p.ct.d, lilt victi.'. clothing d •• cription: Cu.ing the numb.rC.) 
troB the color liat in the above quastion, plac. the appropriate 
numb.r tor the color on the lin. ot the corr'.pondinq victi. clothing 
it ••• Hor. than on. color/numb.r aay b. u •• d per articl.) (d.acrib. 
logos and brand nam.. in .pac. provid.d) 

Color 
2 
3-
4-
5-,--
7-
8-
9-
10-
11--
12-
13-
81:= 

Clothing It .. 
Shirt 
T-.hirt 
Bloun 
Bra 
panti •• 

74. Sp.cia1 Char.cteri.tic. 
C.pot., rip., brand.,loga. , .tc.) 

Und.r ahort. _________________ _ 
s)tirt 
pants 
Socks 
Sha .. 
Jack.t/coat 
Hat 
oth.r 

YICTIlI 18 IACMROOJII'D 

75. S.xua1 hiatory: (ch.ck .11 that apply) 

76. Was victi ... ploy.d at ti •• ot d.ath, 

l_Y'. 3 ___ Unabl. to d.t.nin. 

77 • Occl~patlon 71. Baploy.r , city 
1, __________________ _ 
2, ______________ ~-

, 
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79. Pravioua occupation 80. Pravioua e~ploy.r , city 
1, __________________ _ 
2. _________________ ___ 

81. social security nu.m.ber(.): 1 
2 
3 

32. Military .erviee: 

l __ No 

2 __ ArJay 

gg ___ unable to deter.in. 

6 National Guard 
,-coaat Cuard 3 Navy 

4=:Harin .. 
S_.Alr toree 

81 oth.r ______________ __ 

83. Tim. in .. rvie.: rro. _______ to _____ _ 

84. Did t:h. vicU. have a hiatory ot drug or alcohol abu •• ? 

8S. At th. ti •• ot thi. incident th. vletia vaa under the influenc. of: 

U_OnablQl to d.braine 

86. Wa. thel vietia ever a member ot a .ubverdv. group or gang? 
(ch.ek all that apply) 

l_No 

2 Youth 
3 Mob/"-yn-d .... I .... c-• ..,..t-.---------
4 ___ Hotorcycl. ____________ ___ 

YICTDI'S CRDmfA:t .. BISTORX 

5 ___ Religiou8 eult ____________ __ 
6 Priaon' 
7---T.rrorTI.~t~------------------

II-other 
gg Onabl~.~t~o~dr-e~t~e=ra~Ir.n~e~--------

W.. the viet!., •• a 1uvenil., .v.r arr •• ted? 
87. Cri.. II. oate Ig. City 90. state 

W •• th. vletu, a. an .I.d.Y.U, .ver a", .. ted? 

91. Cri •• n. City U. state 

gs. Vieti. t. rBI nu1ibclr: _____________ _ 

7 
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OFFENDER IHfORMhTI9H 

For the purpose. ot thi. res6&rch, "offender" is defined as and 
includes arrestee{o), perpetrator(.), .uspect(.) or any parson the 
investigator hal reasonable cause to believe i. responsible tor the 
commis.ion ot thi. crime. 

OFFENDER - VIeT'" BBLATIOHSHI2 

96. From the li.t below indicate which category be.t d •• cribe. the 
victi. and otfend8r'. relation.hip? 

1 Of tender ~a. ____ 

1 Hu.band 
2 Wite 
3!x-hu.band 
4 Ex-wite 
5 Common-lav hUlband 
6 Common-lav vite 
7 Mother 
8 Father 
9 step-tather 

10 step-.other 
11 Guardian 

'12 Son 
13 Daughter 
14 step-.on 
15 step-daughter 
16 In-1av 
17 E.tranqed .pou.e 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

18 Brother 
19 stater 
20 Other ruily .u.ber _____ _ 
21 Boyfriend 
22 Girlfriend 
23 rriend 
24 Kother'. boyfriend 
2! Kother'. live-in boytriend 
26 Baby aitter 
21 Hitchhiker 
28 Pro.titute 
29 Ca.ual acquaintance 
30 Fir.t tille acqudnt-an-c-e-----
31 One way acquaintance, vieti. 

doe. not know ottender. 
32 Total .tranqer 
aa Other ________________ ~------

QlfENDBB r S IDSNTlnCbTI91f , CRAMCTERISTI<;I 

97. Thi. i. otfender of otfenderCa) in thi. incident. 
(nuaber) (total) 

98. The ottender: (it the ottender(s) 1. gnknoyn/not .een qo to '17l} 

1 1. unknown -- not .een 
2-b unknown ... - .. an 
3:::i. known to police but tbere i. in.utticient evidenc. to erre.t 
" is )c.r10Yn left area, pol1ce unable to locate 
!---1. known lett ar.a, police locate hi. but do not pur.ue 
6-",a. arra.ted but not charged (P.A. decline) 
1-va. charq~ but not ane.ted (fled unable to locate) 
8 va. charqed i. awaiting trial 
9 va. tried and convicted 

lo ___ va. decea.ed at incident .cene (.elf inflicted) 
ll_va. killed at or near .cene by the police 12 ___ va. killed fleeing the .cane, ____________________________________ _ 
13 wa. killed other __________________________________________ ___ 
88:::other __________________________________________________ __ 

99. ottender'. n .. e: __________ ~~~~~~~~nn~----------------(ia.t, tIrat, .lddle) 

• 
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100, Alias(es) (including maiden and prior married name.): 
1, __________________ ----------________________ _ 
2, ______________________________________________ ___ 
3, ________________________ --__________________ _ 

101. Sex: 2_,emah 99 ___ unable to determine 

102, Date of birth' l} 
2} 
3) 

(.0) (da) (yr) 

g9 ___ Unable to deterain. 

103. Age (or b •• t •• tia.te) at ti •• of incident: ______ _ 

104. Race: 1 Black 
2-caucaaian 
3-American Indian 
4~Oriental/Aeian 

105. Ethnic background: 

Offender'. addre •• at ti •• of incident: 
106. street: ____________________________________________________ __ 

107. City: ________________ 108. State:_109. Up: ___ _ 

previoua addr ••••• during l •• t 5 year.: 
110. str.et: ____________________________________________________ __ 

111. City: ______________ 1l2. Stata'_lll. Zip: ___ _ 

street: __________________________ ~~~~------~~~--------
City:__________________________ state: zlpl ______ __ 

street: __________________________ ~~~~------~~~--------
city:__________________________ stat.'_____ zIp: ______ __ 

Li.t the cities and .tat •• the offend.r baa vi.it~ in laat 5 yr.: 

114. City 115. state 116. When 1. ____________________________________ ___ 
2. ____________________________________ ___ 
30 ____________________________________ ___ 
4. ____________________________________ ___ 

Foreiqn citi •• ·~nd countrie. 1iv.a ih or traveled in: 

117. City 111. Countriea 119. When 1, _______________________ __ 
2. ______________________ __ 
3. ________________ ~ ____ __ 
4. ______________________ __ 
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Q[FEHPER'S PHYSICAL PESCBIPrXQH AT TIM! Qr IN9IPERr 

120. Height (or best esti=at.): ___ tt ___ in to ___ tt ___ in 

99 ___ Unable to deterain. 

121. Approx. weightl __________ lbs 

122. Build: 1 S.&l1 (thin) 
2 'M_diu. (av.rag.) 

123. Hair l.ngth: (ch.ck all that apply) 

5 TO Shoulder. l ___ No hair (bald or shaven) 
2 Bald!nq , Palt Ihould.rl 
3-Above collar 
4 Collar l.ngth " ___ Unable to d.t.n!n. 

124. Hair Ihad.: 1 Light 
2 Mediwa 

3 Dark' 
99 Unable to d.terain. 

125. Pr.dollinant hair color: 

l~Gray and or whit. 
2 Blond 
3-R8<1 
4=Brown 

126. Ey. color: 

, Black a' ___ Oth.r ________ __ 

99 ___ Unable to d.~erain. 

'_HAZ.l/qr .. n 
, Maroon 

"-other 
99 Unabl'::'e~t~o:-::ar.:.-::t-::'.~r.~lr:n~e-

127. Wal wearinq qla.8.1: (check all t~at apply) 

l_None 

2_Pr.lcription 
3 Contactl 
4-Bitocall 
5 ___ Plastic trall.s 

6 M.tal trail' 
7-Rial ... 

U-Oth.r 
99 Unabl~e-t~o~ar.:.~t~.~ra~In~e~---------------

128. racial hair: 

l_None 

(ch.ck all that apply) 

2 ___ XUltacbe ,. ___ oth.r _________________________________ _ 

129. Ap~.red vdl qroo .. d: 

130. Did the otf.nder w.ar a dilquise or lIalk: 
l ___ ie. _________________________________________________ __ 

10 
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131. Was A description of the offe~d.r'. clothing obtain.d? 

132. 

2_NO 

Offender'. clothing description at ti=. of incident: 
(using the letters trom the color list b.low, place the letter tor 
the appropriate color on the lin. tor the corr'.ponding off.nd.r 
clothing ite •• More than one color/letter may be use per article) 
(describe logos and brand name. in space provided) 

A) Whit .. Z) Purple./Violets 
B) Yellows F) Redll/orang •• 
C) Green. G) Browns/Tan. 
D) Blues 

Color 
1_ 
2 

f 
lO-
ll­
l2-88== 

H) Grays/81acQ 
99) Unable to deteraine 

Clothing Ito 
Shirt 
T-.hirt 
Blouse 
Bra 
Pantie. 

133. Special Characterilticl 
(spot., rip., brandl/loqol,.tc.) 

Under short. _________________ _ 
Skirt 
Pant. 
Soca 
Sho .. 
Jacket/coat 
Hat 
Other 

2l.lE1fPER. 8 SCAM AHD OR BIIr!'JDWU5'S 

134 • 00 .. the offender have any .car. and/or bi~rkl 
(not tattoo.); 

Location ot Icar. or birthaarklz (Using the following lilt, indicate 
the location ot each scar or birthllark in the space provided below) 

1) Fac8, head, neQk 
2) ArKC.), handCs) 
3) Torlo front 
4) '1'01'10 back 

5) Buttocka 
6) Feet or leg(l) 

II) Other 
99) Unable to deteraine 

13!. Location 136. Delcription 

OFFENDER'S TA'l'TOOS 

131. Doe. the ottender have any tattoo.? 

U_t1nable to detenaine 

11 
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Tattoo locations and designs: 
(Using the number. and lettera a. provided in the two lists below, 
indicate the location ot each tattoo with ita corresponding number 
and design with the corresponding letter.) 

LOcation 

Dedqn 

1) Face, head, neck 
2) Ara(.), hande.) 
3) Tor.o tront 
4) Torao back 

Initiala or word. 
NumberCs) 

S) Buttock. 
6) reet or leg(8) 

88) Other 
99) Unable to deteraine 

C) Other 
99) Unabl-• ....,t,....o~a~ • ..,..t-.tll-I.-n-.-

A) 
8) 
C) Picture (a) or de.ignCs) 

138. Location 139. Ce.ign 140. De.cription 

QrrQroEB 'S ovrSTMPIHG PHYSlq.L lU.'l.'Q'RIIl 

141. Did the otf.nder have out.tanding physical feature. or va. th.re 
.om.thing about the of tender that vould attract attention? 
l ___ Ye. _______________________________________________ ___ 

2_No 

QFFEHDQ,' S QACMROUHP 

142. Se)('\l&l history: (Check all that apply) 

1 ___ Prepub •• cent 
2 ___ Heteros.xual 
3_Bbexual 
4_Bondage 

S Ho.o .. wal 
'-Pro.titute 
'-Pro.iecuou. 
• Tranaveatite 

143. Ha. the off.nder as a juvenile or adult displayed ayapto •• of/or 
b •• n tr.ata4 for: (cb.ck all that apply) 

1 Non. 
2 K.ntal'probl ... 
3 ___ S.xual probl ... 

" Alcobol probl ... 
5:::Crug prohl ... 
i' ___ Onable to deteraine 

144. Was the off.nder .ver a .saber of a .ubversive group or 9a"91 
(cbeck all that apply) 

I_NO 

2 Youth 
3 Kob/s~yn~aTI~c~a~t~.-------------
4 ___ Koto rcyc 1. ______________ ___ 

5~R'11~ioU8 cult ____________ __ 
, Prison 
7---T.rrorTIs~t~------------------

n-oth.r 
99 Unabl-.-t~o~a~.~t~.~ra~in~.~---------
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145. Wa. the ottend'r amploy.d at the tim. ot incid.nt: 

l_Y'. 99 ___ Unabl. to d.t.rmin. 

146. Occupation 147. Employer' city 
1. ______________ __ 

2, __________________ _ 

148. Pr.viou. occupation 14~. Pr.viou ... ploy.r , city 
1. __________________ _ 

2. ________________ _ 

3, ________________ __ 

150. Social •• curity numb.rC.): 1, 
2. 
3. 

151. Military •• rvic.: 

l_No 

2_Aray 

~~ ___ Onabl. to d.t.rain. 

, National Guard 
'-Cont Guard 3 Navy 

.-Marin •• 
5=Ur torc. 

II Oth.r __ o ____________ __ 

152. 'l'ilI. in .. rvic.: Froa, _________ to' _______ _ 

QllEHDSR' II CRmlfAL BlSTORX 

w •• the off.nd.r, a •• juv,nil" .v.r arr •• ted and/or convict.d 
of • crilll'? 

153. Crb. 154. Dat. 155. city 

. -
Ma. the off.nd.r, •• an~, ev.r arr •• ted and/or convicted ot 
• crim.? 

156. Stat. 

157. eri •• 15 •• Dat. 15~. City 160. stat. 

13 
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OthGr than prevloua arrest. or conviotion., do the police ouspeyt 
the offender of any pa.e or present orima.? 

161. Crime 1621 Date 163. City 164. state 

l~S. Wa. the ot~ender charged in another related otten •• , but not 
charged or eli.inated tro. tni. incident? 

166. At the ti •• ot tni. incident the ottender,waa: 

~ OUt on bail 1 ___ 0n parole or probation 
2_0n furlough 
3 On work relea.e - state 
• :::Xn • halfway houa. 
S_An .. capee 

7 out on appeal bond 
, Non ottender atatu • 

sa-othor 
99 Unabl-e~to~are-'t~e-r.a~I-n-e---------

167. 9ftender": 
1. FBI nuaberJ _________ _ 

2, SID nUJlber' _________ , 

Offender a~it. other .eriou. crt.e(.): 

169. City)state 
1, ____________________ _ 
2, ____________________ _ 
3, ____________________ _ 
4, ____________________ _ 
5, ___________________ _ 

ymtICLI tKlOBKA'UOI 

VIBICU" 081D U 'l'BI1 UCXDlll'l' 

171, Wa. a vehicle u.ed in thla incident? 

l_Bo " ___ Unable to deter-I"e 

170. oate ot cri •• 

2 ___ Y.' - how .AnY? 1_ 2_ 3_ .. or aore_ 

112, By what .ean. or type ot vehicle did the ottender a[XiYI at the 
cri.e .cene? (check all that apply) 

l_Vehicle (car, pickup) ,_Airplane 
:2 Kotorcycle 7 .alk 
3-Cab '-Hitchhike .-au. ,.---other 
5=B1 cycla Sf Onabl~e-:t~o~d~e":::t~.~ra-::::Tln=-e:---

14 
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173. By what mean. or type ot vahicle did the ottender ~ the crime 
.cene? (ch.ck all that apply) 

174. 

pickup) IS_Airplane 
'_Walk 
I_Hitchhik. 

88 other 
9 9 --t1nab1-• ....,t"'"'O:--::d~.t:':'".~ra--,-r~n.--

Vehich U ie: (it no vehicle va. u.ed or .een 90 to ,alO} 

1 A newer/lat. aodel a:::. to 7 yr. old 
3 An older aodd 

99 Unable to deteraine 

17'. The owner of vehicle '1 1.: 

1 othnder 
2-'-:VicUa 
' __ Friend (ot the of tender) 

Vehicle 11: 

111. 

1715. Lie. No. _____ _ 117. Lie. state, _______ _ 

178. Vob. Yr. ___ _ 179. Make, _____ _ 180. Model ___ ...,..-

Did vehicle '1', licen.e plate. aMtch the reqi.tration and .erial 
nUlllber? 

182. Vehicle ,1'. body .tyle: 

I ___ pa •• enger car 
2_van 
3 ___ Pick-up truck 
4_"Je.p" type 

Ci.e., Bronco, Blazer, etc) 

5 Tractor-trail.r 
6 Kotorcych 

81 Other 
9i Onabl'":"'e-t:':'"o~a~.~t-.~ra~lr-n-.---

183. V.hi~1. '1'. color: ______ ~--~------__ 
(top) (bettoa) 

184. Vehicle '1'. condition: 

l ___ !xceptionally well aaintained 
2 ___ We11 .. intained 
3_Average 
4 Hot v.ll aaintained 

9t Unable to <s.terainG 

185. Unu.ual charactniat1c. ot v~ieh 11: ____________ _ 

l ___ A newer/lat. .odel 
2 ___ 4 to 7 yr. ol~ 

3 An older .odel 
~g ___ Onable to d.t.raine 

15 
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187. The owner of vehicle '2 i.l 

1 O!tander 
2-V!cUa 
3 ___ Friend (ot the ott~nder) 

Vehicle fa I 

4 ___ Friend (ot the victim) 
5 stolen 

~g Unable to determine 

168, Lie. HO, _____ _ lU, Lie, state, _______ _ 

190. Veh, Yr, ___ _ 191. Kake, _____ _ 192, Hod.l ___ _ 

193. Did vehicle '2" licen.e plate8 .atch the reqi.tration and aerial 
number? 

l ___ Ye. 2 ___ HO 

194. vehicle '2" body .tyl.: 

I ___ Pa •• enqer ear 
2 Van 
3 ___ Pick-up truck 
"_"Jeep" type 

(i.e., Bronco, BlaZer, etc) 

, Tractor-trail.r 
6 Motorcycle 

.. Other 
U Onabl-.-t""o~al"".""t-.na-I"'n-.-" --

195. Vtlhicle '2" color: ___ -:"::"~:__---_ 
(top) (bOttoa) 

196. Vehicle '2'. conditions. 

l ___ Exceptionally v.ll .aintaine4 
2 Well .aintained 
3:::Average 
" ___ Hot vell .aintained 

99 ___ 0nable ~Q ~~~.naine 

197. Onu.ual characteriatici of vehicle U , ____________ _ 

198. Vehicle U h. (it only :I vahicl .. uaed go to 1210) 

1 ___ 1. never/late .odel 
2 ___ " to 7 yrt old 

199. The owner of vehicle '3 i., 
1 Offender 
2-V1ctlll 
3:::rr1end (ot ~le offender) 

Vehicle III 
200. Lie. Ho, _____ _ 201. Lie, State _______ _ 

202, Vah, Yr, _____ __ 203, Kaka. _____ _ 204. Kodel ___ _ 

II 
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205. Did vehiole '3'a lioense plate. matoh the reqi'tration and sorial 
nUmber? 

206. Vehicle '3'. body style: 

1 ___ Pas.enqer oar 5 Traotor-trailer 
6 Motorcycle 2 Van 

3:::Pick-up truok 
4 ___ NJeep" type 

el other 
g'---Unabl~e~t~o~a~e~te~rw~l~n~e------

(i.e., Bronoo, Blazer, etc) 

207. Vehiole '3" colorl ______ ~~~--------
(top) (bottom) 

208. Vehicle '3'. oondition: 

l ___ ExceptionallY well maintained 
2 Wall aaintained 
3 Average 
4 Not well aaintained 

" ___ Unable to det.raine 
209. Unu.ual characteri.tic. ot vehicle .31 ________________________ ___ 

210. Wa •• vehicle u.ed a. the a •• ault or .urder weapon? 
(chick all th.t apply) 

l ___ Ye. Vehicle '1 

4 ___ No 

211. Wa •• vehicle u.ed to tr&naport the vict!_(.)? 
(check all that apply) 

1 ___ Ye. Vehicle'l a ___ Ye. Vehicl. ,a 3 ___ Y •• Vehicle '3 

" ___ Unable to deter-in. 

~12. Wal the 1nitial ••• ault co .. ltted in or by • vehicl.? 

1 ___ Ye. Vehicle '1 

4 __ Ho 

213. Was the ho.loide coaaitted in or by a vahicle? (check all that apply) 

l ___ Ye. Vahicle '1 2 ___ Ye. Vehicle '2 ' ___ Ye. Vehicle '3 

4 ___ Ho 99 ___ 0nable to detera1ne 

11 
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QltENS! M.Q. 

Q.~YEHDER I.a CQMHQ:HlCATIQNS 

214. Other than conte •• ion(.), wa. there any communication troa the 
ot!endar(.) betore, durinq or attar the crime? (it no 90 to '220) 

1 ___ ye. 2 ___ No g~ ___ Unable to deteralne 

To answer 21S and 216, till in the .pace. provided below ulin9 the 
appropriate numb.r. tor the m.thod ot contact and pe~.on. contactld. thIn 
place the date tor 8ach in the .pace that indicat •• wh.ther the contact wa. 
betore, d~rin9, atter the incident, or .l~ thr.or (record all that apply) 

21S. 

Method ot contact 

1) By phon. 
2) By letter/note 
3) Drawinq/photo 
4) Po .. 
S) R.turned per.onal prop.rty 

Per.on contact~ 

t) Vieti.'. relative C.) 
~O) victi.'. friend(.) 
11) V!cti.'1 co-worker e.) 
12) New. aedia 
13) Police 
88) Other 
99) t1nabl-=e-t~o~ar:e-'::t-=-e=ra~Ir:n:-:e:-----

216. 217. 

6) Record1n9 tap •• , ca"ltte, etc 
7) In per. on 
• ) lor rM.oa 

II) Other 
99) Unabl"::'.-:t~o:-::ar:e~t:-=e'::ra=Ir.n:-:e~----

211. 219. 
Method ot P.r.~~. Be tore Durin9 Att.r 
contact Contacted date date date 

--- --- ------ --- ------ --- ------- --- ---
QUXHDP" APPROAQI to TIll "crIK AT TDCI or DfCIDM 

220. Were there prior oont1ict. between tha viotia and ottanderC')? 
. (check all th.t apply) 

1 Wo . 
2 Aa •• ult. ! Threat. (other) 
3 ___ Thr •• t. to •••• ult •• ---other conflict. 
4 ___ Thre.t. to kill 9t Unable to dlt.ra~!n~e~---"'-----------

221. The of tender' C,) approach to the victia w •• , 

1_"0 liV'i1\9 viotu or per.on vitne •• ad approach 
2 By deception or eon, Openly, with .ubtertuge or ploy 
--Ce.9., otter. a •• i.tance or raqu •• t. direction) 

3 ___ L&y in vait or .tapped fro. conceal.e~t 
4 ___ Direct .nd i .. ldi.t ••••• u1t 

11 
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222. It the ottender(.) initiated contact with the victim by 
mean. ot ~9cept1001 indicate the type ot deception below: 

l_None 

2 P .. udo polic. 
3:::P •• Udo authority tiqure 
4 ___ P.eudo Bu.ine •• /Bank/Real !.tate per.on 
' ___ Throuqh want a4 
' ___ Photoqraphy .c .. 
7 HodeUni 'CU 
, Otter. job/.oney 
, Sal .. 

10 Repairaan/utility wor~er 
l.l_J~ljJer 
12 Ott.r. ot treat./toy. 
13:::"Help •• tind .y [puppy, kitt.n,ttc.l~ 
14 ___ ·(loa) vanta you." etc. 
15 "OOe. John live ber.,· etc. 
l' ___ ApproAche. new.paper carrier 
l' ___ Iaplie. taaily emervency/111ne •• 
l' ___ Want. to .how .o.ethin9 
It ___ Want. to u •• phone/re.t roca 
20 Ne.d. I •• i.tance 
21---Want. to I •• i,t 
2~---Neod. direction. 
23---Ptione./.end. letters to a.et 
2':::Proltitute/lolicit tor .ex 2' ___ Lure4 to the ottender by another per.on 
.. Other 
9t Onable~to~a~e~t~e~r.a~l~n~e~---------------------------

223. It the ott~nder(.) initiated contact by aean. ot .urpri." 
indicate th. type of .urpri.e belowl 

l_Lay 1n nit - out ot door. 

2 ___ Lay in wait - 1n bui14in9 

3 ___ Lay in wait • in vehicle 

4 ___ Victia .leepinq 
" ___ other aurpri.e ______________________________________ ___ 

224. It o1tender(.) 1n1tiate4 contact with the victia by u.e of direct and 
iamtdiate pby.icil •••• ult, indicate the type froa the li.t belowl 

l ___ Iaaedllte and pby.icil overpowtrinq ot vlctil, 
(picked-up, carried away, etc.) 

2 ___ Rlt victia with band, ti.t or clUbbln9 v •• pon 
3 Choked victia 
'-Stlbbe4 vlctiJI 
,-shot viet!. U-other 4irect aalllult _____________________ _ 

It 
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225. At the time of initial contact with the offender, or when la.t seen, 
what Wal the victill doing? ________________ _ 

226. At the tim. ot thi. incident wa. the ottenderCI) under the 
influ.nc. of? (check all that apply) 
1 ___ Alcohol ________ BA 

2_Drugl 

IYIlfTS AT '-Bsm" SITI 

.' 227. Did the ott.nd.rCI) dhabl. the t.lephon. or oth.r utilithl? 

22., Th. prop.rty at the cri •• Ic.n. vall (ch.ck .11 that apply) 

5_Diaturtac1 

2 ___ Vandalll.d 4 ___ Undilturb.c1 "~ ___ Unable to d.t.rain. 

22" Did the ott.nd.r(.) d •• troy/att.mpt to d •• troy .vid.nc. It the Ic.n.? 
1 ___ Y'1 _______________________________________________ __ 

" ___ Unabl. to d.t.rain. 

SiEQ9BAP8lC LOCATloJICI) 

Lalt known location ot identititd victi.l 
230, str •• t add, __________________ _ 
231. City ______________________________________ _ 

232. CQunty _____________________ ~-------------

233, stat. __________ 234. I1p _______ _ 

Location ot body find, ~.nt1t1t4, yn14.nt1fl~ or Ik.1.tal r •• ,inl= 
235. str •• t Id4, _______________________________ ___ 

23S, city ______________________________________ _ 

231. county ____________________________________ ___ 

23 •• stat., ___________ 2lt. 11p, ______ _ 

240. o..cr1be th. 9.oera1 ar •• ot the victt. toundfb04y di.ccvary lit., 

1 ___ rarw{country ' ___ Clty/bu.in.11 dl1tr1ct 

2_R.ddent111 g' ___ Onabl. to d.terain. 

20 
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Location ot incident .ite.: 

(Fro. the li.t ot numbered location. provided below, select a 
location that be.t describe. the location ot incident. Place 
the appropriate nuaber in the corresponding .pace ot the incident 
.ite. The .ame location number could apply to all incident .ite., 
a few .ite. or each may be different). 

241) Victia lut .een aite, __ _ 
242) Initial uaault ait., ___ _ 

245) Initial contact .ite 
246) Sit. if h.ld ------

243) Relea.e/e.cape .ite ______ __ 
244) Body recovery .it. _____ _ 

247) Death dte 
248) Of tender a-r-r.-."""t-...... l-:-t. 

Livinq Quarter,: 
1 Home/.inql./ta.ily 
2 Duplex/triplex 
3 Apt/condo 
4 Mobile ho •• 
5 Roominq hou •• 
6 Dorllitory 
7 Re.t/nur.inq ho •• 
8 Senior citizen cent.r 
9 Halfway hou •• 

10 camper/trail.r 
11 Other __________ __ 

Bu.!ne ••• 
12 Ou .tation 
13 Liquor .tor. 
14 Fast food/conv.nience 
lS Restaurant/cotte. .hop 
16 Motel/hot.l 
17 Pawn .hop 
18 Drug .tor.l.upply 
19 Shopping center/aall 
20 Retail d.pt. .tor. 
21 food ator./aark.t 
22 Jewelry/fur 
23 Bank/lAvinga , loan 24 Other ______________ _ 

Enterta liiiIiIit t 
25 Bar/nightclub/dance ball 
25 Stadiua/auditoriua/tbe.ter 
27 ca.ino 

Public Pr.ai.4t: 
35 Church/ai •• ion 
36 School 
31 Ho.pital/.edical cent.r 
38 Mortuary 
39 Public re.trooa 
40 Public garag. 
41 subway/.etro 
42 Barn/.table 
43 Shed/outbuilding 
44 Gov.rna.nt building 
45 ParJd.ng lot 
46 Public building 
47 Office building 
48 Po.t otfice ..: Other _________ _ 

Indu.trlaI/co .. erclal/other: 
50 Warahou.e/.toraq. 
51 Duap 
52 factory/aill/plant 
53 Duaplter 54 Oth.r ________ _ 

Tranaportationl 
!l5 Motor vehicle 
56 Boat 
57 Airport 
51 Bu. Itation 
59 Railroad property 60 Oth.r _______ _ 

28 Re.ort Kilit:ary Iutillatlon: 
29 Country club/pro .hop 61 Aray 
30 Mu.eua 62 Navy 
31 Arcade 6' Air torce 
32 Sport c.nter/heal th .pa 54 Marin •• 
33 fraternal club 65 Coa.t Guard 
34 Other 66 other _______ _ 

99 on&61e to a.tera!ne 

21 
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Location ot incident sites continued: (From the list ot numbered 
location. provided below, 5.1ect a location that beet describes 
the location ot incident. Plac. the appropriate number in the 
corresponding apace ot the incident aite. The aame number could 
apply to all incident sites, a tew litea or each may be ditterent). 

249) Victi. last .een ait' ____ __ 
250) Initial assault lite ______ _ 

253) Initial contact dte __ _ 
2S4) site it held __ _ 

251) Rel.ale/escape site ______ __ 
252) Body recovery aite ______ _ 

255) Duth dtQ 
256) Of tender a~r~r.~a~t~.~I~t. 

1 Non. 
2 School qround./ca.pu. 
3 Playground/park/zoo 
4 Vice area 
S Amuaem.nt park 
& Circua/carnival 
7 county/atate fair 
a Callping ar.a 
9 Ruort 

10 Freeway/toll road 
11 Paved atr.et/highway 
12 Alley 
13 Gravel/dirt road 
14 Sidewalk 
lS Trail/jogging path 
16 Bridge 
17 Reat atop 
11 ParJeing lot 
19 Railroad trackt 

20 Transportation center 
21 Bua atop 
22 Hooded are. 
al Ca.tery 
24 Quarry 
25 Kine 
2& Cave 
27 Hell 
21 Fat1l/ranch 
29 Orchard 
30 Field 
31 Karah/awup 
32 8each/ .. rina 
33 lAke 
34 River 
35 'StreAA/creek 
3& Canal/inland waterway 
II Other 
it t1nab1e-tZ"o~ar..~t:-::e:":':r1I:=Tl=-n.~-

-----

257,' Was the body recovery aite in or about the vietia" residence? 

2_No 

If the body r.covery aite waa a reaidance,(any re.idence) aelect a 
location fro. the lilt below that be.t deacribe. the location of each 
of the below atated incident .ite •• Place the appropriate nuaber for a 
location in the corr.aponding apace of the incident .1t •• (The sa.. nuzbar 
could apply to all incident .it,., a fev .ite., or each aay be different). 

258) 
259) 
260) 
261) 

Victi. last .. en dtu, __ _ 
Initial a •• ault .it. ______ _ 

2&2) 
2U) 
2&4) 
265) 

Initial contAet .ite ______ _ 
sit. it held, __ _ 

Rele •• e/e.cape ait., ______ __ 
Jody recovery .ite ______ _ 

Death lit. 
Ottenc1er &'~r~re~a~t~a~!~te 

1 None/NA 
2 Bedrooa 
3 Livirl9 rooa 
" Dln!ft9 rOOll 
5 Kitchen 
& Den/faaily roo. 
7 Rec roo. 
• Utility roo. 
t royer/entry way 

10 Library/.tudy 
11 Hallway 

(only it at redden~ce~):----
12 Clo.et 
13 Porchfbalcony 
14 Garaqe/parkift9 area 
IS D .... ent 
1& Attic 
17 Root 
1. Svia ~l/t.nni. court 
It Garden/yard 
20 stairwell 
as Other ' 
99 Una.ble-tZ"o~ar.e~t:-::e~t1I~I~ne~--------

22 
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266. It the initial assault eite, death lit. or body disposal lite, 
wa. & residence, how did the of tender gain entry? 

l ___ Forced eptry 
2 Non-torced e~n~t~ry~----------------------------

gg---Unabl. to determine 

267. Wal the vietia found/body recovery .ita the victia'. work,place? 

268. Were thlr. pot.ntial witn ••••• at the ti •• the oft.nder l.ft the 
body at the body di.covlry .it.? 

l ___ Other peopla wara pr' •• nt in tha immediate araa 
2 Ar.a was •••• ntially d ••• rtld 

99 Unable to d.t.rmine 

269. wu the aurd.r/JDajor a .. aul.t dte tha ea .... the body r.cov.ry dte? 

2_NO 

270. Delcrib. the gen.ral ar.a of aurd.r or .. jor a •• ault .it., 

3 ___ City/bu.in ••• di.trict 
99 ___ Unahle to dateraina 

271. Was th. aurd.r/a.jor a •• ault ait. tha vict~." work placa? 

272. W.r. there pot.ntial witn ••••• at the ti •• ot the aurd.r or aajor 
at!uult? 

l ___ Oth.r p.ople wara pr ••• nt in the i .. ediat. ar •• 
2 Ar.a waa •••• ntially d ••• rted 

99 ___ Unabla to d.tar-ina 

273. Was the ait. of the ottender', initial contact vith tha victi. 
the .... a. the .urdlr or .. jor ~s.ault .ita? 

274. De,criba the g.n.ral area of initial oft.nder-vieti. contact: 

3 Clty/bu.!n ••• di.trict 
9' Unable to det.raina 

275. Wa. the initial ott.nd.r-victia contaet the victia'. work place? 

276. W.re th.re potential witn ••••• at the ti •• of the initial 
ottand.r-victia contact: 

l ___ Oth.r peopl. w.r. pr ••• nt in the tamadiate ar •• 
2 ___ Ar.a va. • ••• ntlally d ••• rted 

9' ___ Unabl. to d.t.r-ine 

23 
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277. WAa the .it. ot the vieti.'a last known location the same a. 
the lite ot the initial contact between the viet!. and ottender? 

278. Describe the general area of the victi.'. la.t known location: 

1 _"Ana/country 3 ___ City/bu.ine •• diatrict 

2_Reaidential 99 ___ Unable to dete~in. 

279. wa. the victim'. h.t known location the viet!a'. re.ldenee: 

1 - Y •• 2 _No 99 ___ Unabl. to d.t.rain. 

280. Wa. the victia'. 1ut known location the victia'. work plae.~ 

1 - Ye. 2 - No 99 ___ 0nab1e to deterain. 

V.ing .tandard unit. of •• aaure (teet, and/or ail •• ) qive the 
b •• t •• tiaate ot di.tance betw.en the tollowing location.: 

281. The di.tane. betw •• n vietia', la.t known loc.tion and ••• 
1. point of contact with off.nd.r ________________________ _ 
2. location ot a'adult 
3. location victi. h.ld7~p~r~I~.~o~n~e~r~-----------------------
•• death dta 
5. body recov-e-ry--.-I~t~e---------------------
6. victia'. lodqlnq .It. 
7. offender'. lodqinq .i~t~.--------------------------------
S. offender'. arr •• t .ite ______________________________ ___ 

282. Th. di.tance between point of initi.l contact with off.nd.r and ••• 
1. location of a •• ault 
2. location victia h.ldT-p~r~Ir.~o~n~.~r~-------------------------
3. death .it • 
•• body recov-ery---.~I~t-.-------------------------------------
s. vietia'. lodqinq .lta 
6. offender'. lodqinq .i~t~.--------------------------------
7. of tender' •• rre.t .ite ______________________________ ___ 

283. Th. di.tance between loc.tion ot •••• ult .n4 ••• 
1. location victia helc! prhon.r ____________ _ 
2. d.ath &ita 
3. body reeov.-ry~-.~!~t~e------------------------------------
4. vieti.'. lodqinq .le. 
S. otten4.r ' • lodqlnq .i ..... t.-----------------
6. oft.nder' •• rre.t .it. ______________________________ ___ 

284. Th. di.tanee between location vieti. beld priaon.r and ••• 
1. d.ath &ita 
2. body r.cov~e~ry~.~I~t~.~-----------------------------------

3. vieUa'. lod9inq elt •. ~_--------------
4. of tender'. lod9in9 .ite 
S. of tender ' •• rre.t .i'\:" '-.-------------------
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285. The distance between death site and ••• 
l. body recovery .it. 
2. victim'. lodging 81Tt~e----------------------------------
3. offender'l lodging ait. ______________________________ __ 
4. offender'. arreat site 

286. How did the otfend.r dispose ot the body? 

1 ___ 0penly displayed or placed to insure discov.ry 
2 ___ Concealed, hidden, or placed in order to pr.v.nt dildovery 
3 Unconcerned as to whether or not the body was discovered 

99:::Unable to deterain. 

287. Was the body ot the vieti. intentionally placed in an unusual 
position? (e.g., ataged or pOI.d) 

1_1 •• 

OlFENPEB t S WRlTIJfO OR CARVING OK TIm BOPX 

288. Waa th.re vri ting or carvin9 on the body? 

1 X.a 
2:::KO ----------------~9~9~ ___ --~o~n~ib~1.~t~0~d~.~t~e~ra~l~n~.------------

289. What instrua.nt wu u .. d to writ. or carv. on the body? 

4 ___ writing instrua.nt (p.n, etc.) 
sa Other 
99 ___ 0nAbl~.-t~0~d~.~t~.~ra~I~n~.-------

OFFEHDEB 'S WRITD«i OR DRAWIH" AT THI ¢lUX! SCENJ 

290. Was th.r' writing or draw!"9 at the cri •• Ican.(.)? 

1 ___ X.s (d •• crib.) ______ ~.:_~~~~~~~--~~---
2_No u_onib1e to d.tera!n. 

291. Instruaent used to writ. or dr.v at th. cria. leln.: 

l ___ Xnit. or sharp instrum.nt 
2 Blood 
3=tlpaUck 

SYMBOLIC A8'tllAC'l'S AT CBDII QCQ'I 

4..__writin9 inatrua.nt (p.n, .tc.) 
II Oth.r 
99 Onabl-.-t~o~ar.~t~.~ra~l~n~.-------

292. Was th.r •• vid.nc. to SU99 •• t • d.lib.rat. or unuaual ritual, 
act,thinq had b •• n p.rtoraed on, with, or n.ar the v1ctiJI ,such a. the ord.rly toraation ot rocks, burnt candl •• , d.ad an1.ala, 
def.cation, etc.)? 

9g ___ 0nabl. to d.tGra1nl 

25 
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CONplnON Of YICTp( WHElU'.QID:fi2 

BOPY PISPQSITIOH 

293. Was there a body/remains recovered in this caBO? (it no go to '313) 

294. I. there reason to believe the offender moved the body fro. the 
A.sault/death .ite to the body recovery .ite? 

295. The body was di.covered ••• (check all that apply) 

I ___ Buried co.pletely 
2 ___ Buried partially 

9 In vehich 
10:::In box, trunk, etc. 
11 scattered (part.) 3 ___ In water completely 

4 ___ 1n wat.r partially 12---Concealed/covered completely ________ _ 
' ___ Expo.ed completely 
6 ___ !xpo •• d partially 

I3_Concealed/covered partially ____ _ 
14 Not di.turbed 

7 ___ Bagged 
1_8an9in9 

15:::In a building aa ___ Other __________________________ __ 

296. If the body waf weighted then thrown or placed in yater" how 
was it weighted? (check all that apply) 

5 C .. ent .1 ___ Other __ --____________________ ___ 

297. Identifiable characteri.tic. of body at ti.e of di.covery: 
(check all that apply) 

1 Unidentifiable 
2-Vhual identitication 
3-Pe,r.onal effect. 

5 Bone defect. . 
6-01d injuria. to bon .. 
1:::rinqerpr1nt • 

• :::Dental record. I_All i te.. 2 thru 7 

298. Who tint notified the police ot the victilt '. body locl,tion? 

'. 

BESTBAIH'l'fS USIQ 01 VICTII 

299. Was the ))o<1y boun4? 

1 No 
2=P,.nty ho •• 
3 Socka 
4 Nylon ho.e 
S f';carf 
' __ Nightgown/negligee 
' ___ Underclothing 
, ___ other.clothinq 

6 ___ Relative/acquaintance of victi. 
7 Relative/acquaintance of offender 
'---Offender 

a' ___ Other, ______________________ __ 

(check all that apply) 

9_Rope 
10 Wire 
ll-coat hanger 
12-Tape 
13---Z1ectrical cord 
14---string/twin. 
15 Cord 
16:::Chain 

26 
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The re.traininq devic.CI) val: Ccheck all that apply) 

1 ___ Brouqht to thl IClne by thl offendlr 
2 ___ Brouqht to the .clne by the vict1. 
3 ___ An article found at the leene by the offendlr 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

301. Partl of the body that vere bound. (chick all that apply) 

302. Were the bindinql on the vict1a exc .. dve web .ore than 
nec.llary to control the viet1a" .ov ... nt.)? 

" ___ Onable to deteraine 

303. Wa. the body tied to an object or other vieti., 
l ___ Ye. ________________________________________________ _ 

2 ___ Ho g' ___ Onable to 4eteraine 

304. Wa. there evidence of an object or a ~.q baving ~en·placed in or 
over tha vieti.,'1 .outb? 
l ___ Ye. ________________________________________________ _ 

2_Ho 

305. WA. a blindfold placed on or over the vioti.'. eye.? 
l ___ Y •• _______________________________________________ _ 

.' __ Onab1e to deteraine 

306. Wa. vieti.', entlre fac. covered? 
l_Y" - with wh&t, _______________ _ 

2_KO 

CLOTBIHG AJfD PBOPIR'l'X or YI~ 
307. Clothinq on vied. when foun41 

21 
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308. II there evidence the vict1. va. ra-drossed by the offendet? 

1 'leI 
2:::Same clothing 
3 ___ 0itterent clothing 

" No 99 ___ Unable to determine 

309. r. there evidence to luqq •• t that .0 •• or all of the victi.'. 
clothing had b •• n ripped or torn by the offand.r? 
l ___ 'la. (vhich iteml) ________________________________ __ 

310. I. th.ra .vid.nca to .uqq •• t that 10 •• or all of the victi." 
clothing had b •• n cut tro. the body by the oft.nd.r? 
l ___ 'le. (vhich it.m.) ________________________________ __ 

311. Victi.'. clothinq (not on th. body) found at the body recovery s.i'~Si~ 

4_Duapect 
5 HidcSan' 

gg---Unabla to d.taraina ---
312. Wara ita •• of the vieti.'. clothinq ai •• ing fro. the body 

racovery 
db? 
l_'la. (idantify) ________________ _ 

313. Did the ottancSar t.~e • .all par.onel it ... (other than clothing) 
troB the yictia? (th ••• it ..... y or .. y not be valuabl., •• q., 
photoa, drivera lican.e, real or co.tuae javelry, etc.) 
l ___ Ye. _______________________________________________ ___ 

314. What v •• the dlatance betw •• n the Yicta" body recovery tit. and 
the location vhere the victia'l property and or clothinv vaa du.pa4? 

__ ~tt. 3 aUe. -----
21 
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clothinq tound at or near the tollowin9 sites: (not on the victim) 

(select the n~.r tor an individual aite, color and clothinq item, 
then put the number tor each in the appropriate space. belOVo Thon 
describe each item and indicate who the item belonqed to with a 'V' 
tor viqti.,'O' tor otfender,'f' tor other person'. or unknown) 

PRQPERTX or YICTIX , 0TJtIRS TADJI IY '1'BI OrnKQD 

320. Wu property ot the Yidtialothtrl .i .. lng or taken by the ottender? 
{it no 90 to ,32S} 

2_Ho 
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Property at victim/oth~ ~is.in9 or takon by the ottend.r: 

(On th. line. provided below list GAch ite. taken ttom the victim 
or oth.~. by using the corresponding number tro. the property liat. 
Att.r the item number indicate who the property belongod to with a 
!IV" tor victia and "0" tor: other •• Then tro. the disposition list, 
use the corre'ponding letter to indicate the diapoaition ot each 
it ••• Space i. provided to explain item. a AND H or another item 
n.,ding a further explanation). (record all that apply) 

PROPERTY LISTI 

1) V.hicle 
2) Credit card. 
3) Cuh 
.) Checks 
') Perlonal 1.0. 
tS) Weapcn(.) 
7) Underclothing' 
8) Sho.ea) 

DISPOSITION LISTI 

A) None tak.n 

9) 
10) 
11) 
12) 
13) 
U) 
15) 
88) 

8) On ottendtr'a par.on 

Ho .. /aocka 
oth.r clothing' 
Jewelry 
Photo (a) 
Peraonal .ementoe.) 
Body parte 
Polic. I,D. or badg" Other ________ _ 

H) In hidden location 
I) Lett vith ott.nder'. relativ./friend 

0) In ott.nder'l vehicle 
0) In ottender" reaidence 

J) ~tt ito. at coet.ry 
1:) Diac&rd~ 

I I) Pawned 
') Sold 
0) aiv.n away 

321. 
property 
taken 

322. 
D .. cription 

L) U.ed .a inco., 
88) other 
99) Unabl-.-t ... o-.a ..... ..,..t-.-na-l .... n-.-------

323. 
VicU./ 
Oth.n 

324. 
Diapoai tion 

Explanatton tor it ... having a G or H diapo.itions(to vboa or wh.re) 

325. 

UPICAL IXAKDflB/COBODR lIHPIlfCil 

326. What ia .tat.d on the ~tb c.rtificatl ,a the c1a •• ification of 
duth? 

'_Natural 
5 Ondttenained 
'---Cla •• !fication not .tated in ca.. til_ 

30 
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327. What Wa. the original clas$irlc~tlon ot d.ath ~ad. ~y the ~Ql~? 

1 HOlllicid. 
2=Suicld. 
3_Accidental 

" Natural 
5---Undetermlned 
6:=:Classit!cation not stat.d in cas. til. 

328. What wa. the K.!,/Coron.~ cla •• itication tor type ot d'ath? 

4 Natural 
'---Und.t.r.in.d 
':::Cla •• ification not .tat.d in ea •• til. 

329. It thi. ca •• waf oriqinal1y d.t.rain.d to b. ~ than a ho.lcid., 
but Va. lat.r di.cov.r.d to b. beaioid., who aad. that di.cov.ry? 

1 M.dical .xuiur 
2-Coron.r 
3=So.pital 
4_Polic. 

330. Waf th.r. an autop.y p.rfora.d on the vieti.? (if no 90 to .33.) 

331. Waf th.r. a copy of the autop.y r.port 1n th. ca •• til.? 

l ___ M.dical .xu!n.r 
.' ___ oth.r ________________________ ___ 

2_coron.r 9' ___ Unabl. to d.tersin. 

333. W.r. autop.y photoqrapb. taken? 

334. Which ot the tollov!nq autop.y proe.dur.8 w.r. coapl.t.d? 
(ch.ck all that apply) 

l_Hen. 

2 Scalp hair coabin9' 
3:::Scalp bail' • .-pl •• 
' ___ Pubic hair ooablnq. 
' ___ PUbic hair .aspl •• 
' ___ va91na1 .vab. 
'_Anal .wab. 
• Oral awab. f:::rin9.rprint. 

lO ___ rift9.rnail clippin91 
11-=-&1004 .a.pl •• 
12 ___ X··ray. 1' ___ Oth.r ____________________________________ ___ 

31 
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335. What body parts were examinad durinq the autopsy? 
(checK all that apply) 

l_lIone 

2 Head 
3-Neck 
4-Ch .. t 
5-Abdomen 
'=E)Ctuliitiea 

99_Unable to determine 

336. What toxicology t.sta were performed? (check all that apply) 

l_None 

2 ___ 0ruq analy.i. (blood or urine) 

3_8100<1 alcohol ___ _ 

4 ___ 0ther toxicoloqical an&lY.1. ______________________________ ___ 

337. What !aportant evidence or intonaat10n va. collected a. & re.ult 
of the autopIY? 

1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 
') 

99_UnabU to detenaine 

CAUSB Qr PEM'B 

338. What va. the Xedical !xaainer'. or Coroner" officially lilted 
cau .. of death? 

l_,irean(.) 
2 ___ Stab vound(.) 
3 ___ cuttln9/incl.1nq vound(a) 
4 ___ Blunt force injury 
5_Strangulation, Pl'tual 
' ___ Strangulation, li9ature 
7 ___ Alphyxia - unknown .ean. 
'_Saotherinq 
9 ___ Airway occlu.ion internal 

lO_Tor.o co.pre,.ion 
ll_BanqincJ 

12 Burna-·fire 
13---SUrns --cb .. 1cal 
14---surna--aealdln9 
15 Bypotheraia or expo_ure 
16_0rovnincJ 
17 Electrocution 
l' CrU.binq injurie. 
19 Exploaive trauaa 
20 ___ Kalnutrition/dehydratlon 
21 Undeteraine4 ,,-other 
99 ___ Unabl-.-r€o--are~t~.~ra~r~n~e-----

339. Did th~ autopay (1041n9' aub,tantiate or retute the ottender'a 
atat .. ent? 

3 Had no ettect 
99 Unable to det.ra1ne 
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340. Tral.U!la location,.): (check all that apply) 

1 Forehead 
2=Head .. top 
3 aead - right .ide 
.---Head .. lett .ide 
S-Head .. back 
6-rac. 
'_Ey.(a) 
a Che.t 
9=Sack 

lO_Abdolll.n 

341. ExtllJlt ot blunt tore. injury:1 

l_Non. 

342. 

343 • 

344. 

3045. 

2 Minimal (.inor bruhinq 01,1y I po .. ibly cau .. d by 
---ott.nder" .lappinq to control the victi.) 

' ___ Kod.rate (injury in.uttici.nt to cau •• d.ath by it.elt) 

4_SIV.r. (.injury .utt1cilnt to cau .. dnth, wh.ther the 
actual cauae of death or not) 

s_zxtr... (injury beyond that n.c.a.ary to cau.. d.ath/over 

E.tilllat. number of ,tab wound., 

!.tbaat. nUJlb.r of cuttinq wound.; 

E.tilD&t. nUll\b.r of blunt force wound. I 

Did the victiM au.ta!n any gun.hot wound.? (if DO qo to '353) 

1_'l •• 

kill) 

(Using the nuab.r. tro. the trauaa li.t in qu •• tion 340, plac. the 
appropriate nUMb.r tor location ot that wound on the lina(.) under '346, 
then indicate how .any wound. to that location und.r '34' and the ranq., 
cal,gAuq •• tc. on the line tor th.ir cerr •• pendinq nuaber.) 

RANGE • 1) Di.tant or with no .tippling/tattooinq pr •• ent. 
2) Int.raediate or with .t1pplinq/tattoo1nq pr •• ent. 

346. 
Location 
ot wound (.) 

3) Clo •• or with powd.r r •• idu./tattoo1nq pr •• ant. 
4) contact 

99) Unable to d.t.rain. 

347. 
No. of 
wound. 

3U. 
Cal./ 
gauge 

33 
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ELOONTS Of TORlVRE QR UNUSUAL ASSA!JL't 

353. Is there evidence to suggest that the ottender di.tigured the body 
ot the viet i.? (check all thAt apply) 

l_Non. 
2 ___ Removed/de.troyed 

finger. 
3 ___ Removed/de.troyed toe. 
4 ___ Burn. - po.tmortea 
S Burn. - ante.ort •• 
6---Surn. - unable to deter-in. 
---po*t or ante.orte. 

1 Of tender explored, probed or 
---.utilat.d cavities or wound. 

ot the victi_ 

354. There i. evidence that indicate. the injuria. were? 

l_Anhmort .. 

2_PO.tlDortU 

3_Both 

gg ___ Unable to deteraine 

1 Bitten oft 
2:::CUt - .killed/.urqic.l 
3_CUt - un.killlld rough/cut 

" Hacked/chopped ott 
!I-Sawed ott 

sa-other 
99 _ Onabl~.-:t~o~ar.:e~t~e':'::t1l::-Ir:n:::-e~--

357. I. thore evid.nce that di.aaaberaent va.? 

l_Antuort .. 

2_Po.taort .. 

SEXUAL ASf$AtlIJf 

3_Both 

358. I. there .vid.ne. ot an a •• ault to any ot th. vieti.' •• exual 
organu or body eaviti •• ? (it DO 90 to ,367) 

34 



• 

• 

• 

172 

359. Who m4d~ the determination that the assault was se~al? 
(cheek all that apply) 

1 Oflender'_ confession 
2---~edical oxaminer 
3-Crime lab 
':::Witness/surviving victi. 

5 ___ tnvestigator conclulion 
6 Prosecutor conclusion 

aa-other 
99 ___ Unabl~e-t~o~d~e~t~.~rm~~Tn~e~--------

360. Type ot .exual a •• ault, or attempt: (check all that apply) 

l ___ ottender pertormed oral •• x on victia 
2 ___ Victia pertormed oral .ex on ottender 
3_Vaqlnal 

4 Anal 
U-Other 
9 9 Unabl':"e-:t~o-'d""e~te-rm--'I-n-e 

361. Was .emen tound in body cavityC') ot the victi.? 
(check all that apply) 

4 In aouth 
u-other 
gg:::unabl·~e-=t':"o-dTe~t~e~ra~I~n':"e--------------------

362. Was there evidence ot other ejaculation? 

1 No 
2 On the body ot the victi. 
3 ___ 0n the ottender 

4 ___ !1"where at the .c:.ne. __ _ 

gg ___ unAble to deteralne 

363. II there evidence to .uqqe.t •• xual ••• ault v •• ? 

364. 

3 Both 
gg Unable to deterain. 

I. there evidence ot .exual in •• rtion ot toreign 
object(.) into the vieti •• body? 

365. Were there .exually in.erted toreign objectee) .till in the body 
when the body was tir.t di.covered? (e.9., rocka, tviq., knit., 
clothin9) , 

(OBJSCT) I ___ VAqina. ______________________________________ __ 
2 Penil. _______________________________________ _ 
3-Anul 
4---Mouth~-----------------------------------------el other _______________________________________ _ 

3U. I. there avid.miJt ot .exual in .. rtion ot toreign objectes) into 
the victt. t • body, but the obj_ct vas not in the body vhen the body 
va. cU.c:overed.: 

(OBJIC'r) l ___ Vaqina, ______________________________________ __ 
2 ___ Peni. ________________________________________ _ 

3 Anu. 4 ___ KoUth~--------------------------r--------------
el_other 
9g ___ Unabl~e~to~aTe~t~.~ra~!~n~e----------------------------

35 
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~ITE HARM ON VICTIM 

367. WQre bite mark, tound on the victi.', body? 

2_NO 99_Unable to detel"llline 

368. Location ot bite marks: (ch.ck all that apply) 

6 Groin 
'-Genitalia 
, ThiqhC') 

88 other 
gg onabl=e~t~o~ar-e~t~e~ra~In~e~-----------

fORENSIC mogel 

J!EAPONa 

369. WeaponCs) used by the 2:t'nd.r 1n thi. a.sault:(ch.c~ all that apply} 

1 None 
2-'irearJI 

5_Liqatur. 

3---Stabbinq or cuttinq weapone 
, Hand. or teet 

sa-Other weapon. 
U-t7nable to cSete~n~In-e-----4 ___ Sludqeon or club 

370. WeaponCe) usecS by the yict!1 1n thi ••• sault: (check all that apply) 

1 None 
2-'ireara 
3 ___ stabbin9 or euttinq weapon. 
4 ___ Bludqeon or club 

371. Assault veapon,s) u.ed by the otfender: (check all that apply) 

l_Weapon belonqed to victia 
2 ___ Weapon of opportunity ~ ottenderfind. at or near .cene 
' ___ Weapon va. pr •• elected and/or brouqht to scene by oft..nde" 
" ___ Weapon is noraally carried by offender (huntinq knite, toldinq 

knite, etc) 
5 ___ Weapon recovered at the ccene ' ___ Weapon recovered els.vbere ________________________________ _ 
7_"'upon not located 
, ___ ",eapon vas physical force 

n Other 
99 -Onab1e-t~o~ar-e~t~e~ra~i~ne~---------------------------

372. It a stabbing' or cuttinq instl"Ullent va. us«td, what type? 
(check all that apply) 

1 POcket knite 
2 BUntinq knite 
3 ___ ,01d1nq lenite 
4 ___ ~itchen lenite 
5_Ice pick 

6 Screwdriver 
7 _Razor blade .' ___ other ______________________ ___ 

9' ___ t7nable to deterain. 
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373. It a tlrearm was used, what type? (check all that apply) 

4 Revolver 
S=Zip CJUn 

88 other 
gg ___ Unabl~e~t~o~d~e~t~e~ra~I~n7e-------------

374. If a bludqeoninq, type ot weapon va. u.ed, indicate the type: 
(check all that apply) 

, Rock 
'-Bottle 8. other ______________________ __ 

g' ___ Onable to deterain. 

375. If a liqatur. wa. u •• d, what type? (cheok all that apply) 

376. Waa there anything unique about the .urdu weapon? 
(initial., larka, brand,et~.) 

377. Caliber or qauqa of fire.raC') u.ed: 
1) ____ _ 2)______ 3) ____ _ 4) ____ _ 

37S. Nuaber of qroove. and direotion ot tviat of reoovered bulletCI) 
or fireara(I): 
1) _____ _ 2) ____ _ 3) ____ _ 4) ____ _ 

379. Size ot ahotqun ahell/pellet. or veiqht ot bullet recovered or used: 
1) _____ _ 2) ____ _ 3)_. ____ _ 4) ____ _ 

380. It a veapon vaa uaed, which hand did the ott*"dsr uae to hold it? 

l_Rlqht hand 

iUOOD TXPI 

381. What i. the yietil" blood type? 

I_A 2_1 3_AB 

382. What i. the Rh factor of the yigtil'l blood? 

99_0nable to det.raine 
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383. What i. the 2treoder'l blood type? 

2_8 

384. What i. the ~tteoder'5 .aliva typ.? 

4 A,!,' B 
'-Ho A,B, or H found 

99 Unable to d.t.rain. 

385. What i. the Rh factor of th. 2ft.nd.r" blood? 

mpENCI RBCOVRJW) AND mpEHCI SBHT TO LU 

386. What it ••• of .vid.nc. found at the variou. cria •• e.n •• 
are or could b. r.lat.d to the ott.nd.r: (ch.ck all that apply) 

1 Non. 
:Z:::,ing.rprint. 
3 Blood 
'-Hair 
5---'ib.-r~.------------------------------------

6 weapon(.) ' ___ Sp.nt c.rtrrag./bull.t, ________________________________ __ 
8 ___ 'ootprint. ______________________________ _ 
9 Tir. tracka, ______________________________ _ 

lO-Vehicl. 
11-Trac •• vid.nc. 
8S-0th.r 
99 Onabl~.-rt~o-d~.~t~.~ra~I~n~.--------------------------------------

387. W.r •• vid.nc. p.r.enn.l called to th. cri ••• c.n.? 
(ch.ck all that apply) 

1 Non. 
a-EVid.nce t.chnician 
3:::cria. lab 

4 __ ,ing.rprlnt lab 
88 Oth.r 
9t ___ Unabl~.~to~ar..~t~.~ra~i~n~.-----------

388. What type of .videnc. Val .ub.itt~ to the cria. lab? 
(ch.ck all that apply) (it non. go to '396) 

389. 

l_Non. 
2_,ing.rprint. . 
3 ___ 804y tluid. (blood) 
4 Hair 
S:::8allbtic. 
' __ W.aponC') 

What cria. lab va • • vid.nc. 

l_Non. 
a_Dept" own lab 
3 '.8.I. 1&1) 
':::Stat. cria. lab 

, Trac. .vid.nc. .=,i.Nr. 
, 'ootprint iapr ••• ion ea.t. 

lO---Tir. tapr ••• ion ea.t. 
11 Tool aarka/!.pr ••• iona " ___ oth.r ______________________ __ 

lUbaitted to? (ch.ck all that apply) 

, Privat. lab 
.. -oth.r 
99 Onabl~.~t~o~a~.~t~.~ra~in~.~-----------

3. 
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J90. When was evidence submitted to the cri~& lab? (check all that apply) 

l ___ No evidence submitted 

2 ___ Setore the ottender was identified 
3 ___ Atter the ottonder was identified 
• aetor. the ottender was charged 
S=Aft'u the ofhnder was charged 

99 ___ Unabte to deter.in. 

391. Procosainq ot evidence was complet.d by the cri.e lab: 
(check all that apply) . 
l ___ ~O avidenee subaitt.d 

2 ___ ~.tore the offender vas identitied 
3 After the offender vu identit·ied 
.-Sefore the ottender va. charged 
S-After the offender vaa charged 

99 Unable to cteteraine 

392. For what reason was evidence subaitted to the criae lab? 
(check all that applyj 

l ___ No evidence .ubaitted 

2 To identity the offender 
3---corroborate the offender'a identitic~tion 
.-TO .. tablhh probable cause tor an 'Irr .. t 
5 To .stablish probable cau.e tor a •• arch warrant 
6 ___ At the requeat of the pro"cutor in an att.apt to enhance the 

.tate's ca.e 
' ___ TO insure nothing was overlooked (S.O.P.) 

88 other 
99 Unabl.~to~d~e~t~.~ra~!·~ne~-------------------------------------

393. Was the evidence eubaitted tor analy.b u .. tul in identifyinq the 
suspect? 

394. What type ot evidence subaitted to ~le lab a •• isted in 
identification ot the offend.r? (cb'ack all that apply) 

I_None 

6 Trace evidence '-'iber. 
"-Other 
99 Unabl-e-t~o--are~t-.-ra-TI~n-e-------

3915. Did the .vidence .ubaithd to the eriae lab increue the 
chanc.s for? (check all that apply) 

1 Prob~l. cau •• 
2_cont ... ion 

3 Pro.ecutlon 
.-other 

99 Onabl~e-t~o~a~.~t~.~ra~l~n~e-----------
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From the ca68 file or evidonce form/lo9, (includinq item. ot 
evidence developed by the crimo lab), li.t all evidence ot 
possible importance to this caae and/or evidence that co~ld 
pos.ibly link this cas. with other .1~ilar case •• Aleo, fro. th. 
li.t provided bdlow,indicate the location where each ite. was 
tound by placinq the correspondinq letter in the appropriate .pacs. 
erecord all that apply) 

A) Offender'. per.on F) Viet!. 1a.t .een site 
S) Otfender'. v~icle G) Death lit. 
e) ollender'. re.idence H) Vietb1a body 
D) victi~'. vehicle I) Body recovery .ite 
E) vieti.'. re.idence 88) Other 

99) Unable to aetaralne 
397. 398. 

Evidence Location 
item ,= Description (include lIodel, IIIr., e,te. ) 

IHYE8TlCATIVI PRggOORq 

399. Thi. inve.tiqation va. conducted priaarily ~ .s 
1 Ho.icide detective 
2---other detective 

3 Patrol otticer 
99 Unable to dateralne 

40 

ite. tound 
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It known, how did the polic. 
location.? (Plac. the nUmber 
provided tor .ach &ite. Each 
all ~ay b. the lAme.) 

become aware ot the tollowing .ite. or 
ot'the appropriate answer in the space 
.ite may require a ditterent anSW8~ or 

400) Victi. last •• en lite ____ __ 
401) Initial a •• ault lit. ______ _ 

404) ~nitial contact site ______ _ 
405) site it held, ___ _ 

402) R.lea.e/e.cap. site ______ __ 
403) Body recovny dt. ___ _ 

406) Outh dte ___ __ 

l. site not id.ntified 
2 An~ther police agency 
3 Witne .. Cs) 
4 Survivinq victi. 
S Vieti. b.tor. death 
6 Physical .vid.nc. 

, circua.tantial evidence 
8 Intoraant 
9 co-con.pirator 

10 Ottendez:o 
88 oth.r 
9 9 Onabl-.-t.".o.,....a .... ...,.t~."'""ra--rl-n.-:--------

407. Was the identity or intormation conc.rninq the of tender tound in 
the inve.tigator" own department r.cord,? 

1 ___ Y." record, were found betore the offender VIS 1.D.&4 
2 ___ Ye., records were tound art.r the oftend.r va. I.D •• d 
3 ___ NO f the inve.tigator checked but no record, ver. tound. 
4 ___ NO, the inve.tiqator didn't check 
5 No, an ottend.r ha.n't been 1.D.ed. 

99:::unabl. to deteraine 

408. Were teletype. u.ed .s an 1D~I.U!lIt1~1 rliourQI? 

1 ---Ye, 2 - No 99 ___ Unable to deteraine 

409 • Was u.etul intoraation r.ceived •• a re.ult ot,a teletype? 

1 _Yes 2_No 99 ___ 0nabl. to deteraine tro. Ule 

410. Other than by telet~~e, vhat other out.ide aq.ncie. were contacted 
as a .ource or help or intoraation? Ccheck all that &pply) 

l_None 
2_0ther poltoe aqencie. 
3 F.deral Bureau at lnve.t. 
4_Alcohol Tobacco , rirearMa 
5 ___ wa.h. state Pltrol 
6 ___ Parole/Probation Officer 
,_o.pt. soehl , Beal th Service. 

' ___ Drug Entorce.ent Onit 
, ___ Dept ot correction. 

lO ___ Pro.ecutin9 Attorney 
11 Attorney General'. Ottice 
12 ___ Weltare/Social security •• ___ otber ________________ _ 

411. Wa. un.olicited intoraation frca another police aqency r •• ponlible 
tor the inv •• tiqator" ren.v~ inter •• t in the ca •• or the 4i.cov.ry 
ot the ottender'. identity? 

l_No 
2 ___ ye. - What Aqency ______________________________ ___ 

u 
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412. It identitied, when wa. the offender" name or any other information 
that would lead to his/her identity, tir.t mentioned in thi. case? 
(qive date and time aa close a. possible) (if no offonder I.O.ed 
go to "24) 

1) ____ to_hra. 
CillO) (da) (yr) 

413. At what point dUrinq the inv •• tiqation did the inveltiqator ~ 
on the attend,rCI)? (Wa. it before di.covery ot the body, vithin 
houri, daYI weeka, etc., give date and ti~e) 

1)_ _ _ _to_ hr •• 
(110) (da) cyr) 

2_HO of tender I.O.ed 

414. It the ottender va. arrelted,vhat va. the arre.t date and time? 

l)_~_ 
(110) (0.&) (yt') 

___ .11. hrl. 

U!5. lol4I the ottej'\del' contacted by police betv.~n the tb.e ot the lIurder 
and the ti~. he became their pri~e ,ulpect? 

99 ___ Unable to d.terillne 

416. 
By what Ae;ency 

417. 
When 

419. 
Why 

420. If identified, hov val the identity ot the o(t.nder developld? 
(if 1I0re than one, rate th .. in order of .Olt relevant to lealt 
relevant aa they relate to tbi. cale, '1 beine; 1I0lt relevant) 

1 Offender not identified 
2---- Of tender coamitted .uicide at the Icene 
3:::: Of tender turned hi .. elf in before ailcovery of or at the cri.e Icene 
, Fro. the victi. ~etore death or a .urvivinq viett. 
5---- Of tender V.I caught in the act by the police 
6:=:: Of tender va. caught in the act by other. 
7 Of tender cont ••• ad to the police 
I:::: Offender 9ave an alibi that va. refuted by the police 
9 ____ Otfender contei.ed to •• econd party who infOrMed police 

10 The contel.ion of a co-conapirator 
11---- An .y.witne •• po.itivelr id.ntified the offend.r 
12:::: An eyevitn ••• gav. part 11 identification of of tender 
13 Froa phYlica1 evidence left at the .c.n. 
14---- Pro. circua.tantial evid.nc. developed over a period ot ti.e 
15---- Atter a ti.e the offender ca.. forward/turned bi ... lf in to (police) 
16---- Fro. inforllation provided by • contid.ntlal intoraant 
17:::: Fro. inforaation provided by oth.r inforaanta 
1. ____ Froll intoraation provided by inv.atigator" own departlle~t record. 
19 Fro. intoraation provided by oth.r agencie. 
20:::: Ottender interjected hi .. elf into the inve.tiqation 8' ____ Oth.r ______________________________________________________ __ 
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421. Wa. th. offender identified a. the result of the investigator" 
ettort., rather than by a witnes. or informant? 

99_t1nable to determine 

422. It the identity of the offender wa. provided by an informant, did 
the iI;ltormant? 

1 Come torward ot hi. own volition 
2:::come forward due to inv •• tiqative pre.aure applied by the police 
3 ___ Came forward due to pre •• ure troa per.one.) other than the police 

99 ___ Unable to deteraine 

423. At the time the identity ot the ottender va. di.coverld the 
inve.tigator. vere: 

1 Not involved - incident bad not yat be&n r.port~ 
2---Activelr pur.uing l.ad. that vould bave eventually lead to the 
---identit cation ot the ottender 

3 Actively pur.uing l.ada that MOULD H~ have lead to the 
---identitication ot the ottender 

4 ___ Not pur.uinq any l.ad. . 
99 ___ Not Able to det.raine tro. tile 

424. What date va. the tirIt inve.tiqative activity recorded? 

1 Fir.t entry ____ 2 ___ Nonl 9' ___ Unable to deteraine 
. (aof TcIiT eyr) 

425. What date va. the ~ inve.ti9ativa activity recorded? 

1 La.t entry 2 ___ None g' ___ Unable to d.terain. 
(ao) (ai) (Yr) 

426. Li.t the number ot inv.stigative A9tivitie. recorded tor each ot 
the belov indicated tia •• eqm.nt.: 

'riae .. qment.1 

1 0 - 24 hr. 
2---- 25 - 41 hr 
3---- 49 - 72 hr. 
4---- 72 bra • 1 v~ 
,---- 1 vk - 1 ao 
6:::: 1 mo - 3 ao. 

IlfVBSTlGAnOlf NJALJ8I1 

7 3 ao. - , ao 
.:::: 6 ao. ~ 1 yr 
,_ over 1 yr 

10 Total nuaber ot activitie. 
11 ActUal total unknown due to 

----inadequate docu..ntation 

427. Wa. there a titat .. ent or an att.upt ude to talce a .tat ... nt troa 
the ottender? 

1 Ye. (an att .. pt va. aade but ottender retu.e4) 
2---Ye. (.tat .. ent va •• pontaneou. or .ada atter air.nda 
'---Ye. (.tat .. ent aade, iaproper or no a1randa varnln9) 
4 Ho, th~ otfender 1, unknown 
' ___ Ho, the 1nve.t1gat1on 1 •• till on-901nq 
6 ___ HO, the of tender i. decea •• d 

9i ___ Onable to dete~lne 

Yarning) 

.. 
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It the ottend.r gave a statement was it: (check all that apply) 

1 A full contession 
2---A partial contession 
3:::A spontaneous utterance 

4 A statement ot denial 
5-An alibi etatement 
6-A selt detence atatement 

99=--Onable to determine 

.29. It an alibi statement was taken trom the otfender was it veritied? 

1 'I .. 
2 ___ No, it was r.tuted 

3 ___ No reaaonabl. attampt .ad. 
99 ___ Unabl. to d.t.rain. 

430. Was a r.a.onabl. att .. pt .ad. to inv •• tigat. all viable au.p.ct.? 

1 'I •• 
a---No, th.r. was not a r.a.onabl. att.mpt aad. 
'---No, the inv .. Ug&tion 18 .till on-qoing 

99 Unable to d.t.rain. 

431. Was th.r. a r.a_onabl. att .. pt .ad. to int.rvi.v or take atat.ment. 
tro. all known ~ witn ••••• ? 

1 'I'. 
2---No, th.r. was not a r.a.onabl. att.apt aad. 
3 ___ No, the inv •• tigation i •• till on-qoinq 

99 Unable to d.t.rain • . -
432. What waa the quality ot witn ••• int.rvi.w. and .tat ... nt.? 

433. Was & ~olyqraph u •• d to r.fut. or v.rity atat .. ant. r.lating to this 
incid.nt? (ch.ck all that apply) (it no 90 to '435) 

434. If polygraph t •• t. w.r. qiven what v.r. the r •• ulta? 
(ch.ck all that apply) 

l ___ A polygraph t.at/int.rview l.~d to the ottend.r'. I.D. 
2 Oft.nd.rla t •• t wa •• cor~ truthtul 
'---Off.nd.r'. t •• t va •• cored inconclusiv. 
4 Off.nd.r'. t •• t va •• cor.d d.c.ptiv. 
5 ___ 0tt.nd.r cont ••• ad during the pr.-t.at int.rvi.v 
6 ___ ott.nd.r cont ••• ad during the poat t.at int.rvi.w 
7 T •• t r •• ult. v.rified oft.nd.r'. cont ••• ioft '_Th. polygraph va. used to v.rity vitn .... tat .. ant. 
9 ___ Witn ••• /.u.pect .tat .. ant. V.r. acor.d truthful 

lO ___ Witn ••• /.uapect .tat .. ant. v.r. acored inconclu.iv. 
ll ___ Witn.aa/auap.ct atat .. ant. v.r •• cored dec.ptiv. 
12 ___ Polyqraph r.sult. confuled or created acre probl ... 

43S. Did tha inv.atiqation [Ifocu' a •• r •• ult ot qivinq polyqraph t •• ta? 

3 Ko 
91 ___ Unabl. to deterain. 
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436. Was this investigation hindered, dalayed or =ade aore difticult a • 

a result ot deception or lack ot cooperation on the part ot the 
offender, coconspirator, othGr luspect. or witnesse., etc? 

99_Unabh to determine 

437. What va. the quality of crime .eene documentation and recording? 

2_ "-
438. II there evidence indlcatin9 that ~ the criae .cene wa • 

•• cured, Ynneces,ary otticial per.onnel, police par.onnel or other. 
were allowed into the crime .cene? 

l_Ya. 2_No 

439. Wa. evidencI movld, altered or de.troyed a. a re.ult ot unnecI •• ary 
person. being allowod 1n th, erial ,clne? 

440. Wa~ an att .. pt aado to collect and/or proce •• all evidence that 
would typically be a •• ociated vith thi. type ot incidlnt? 

2_Ho 

441. What wu the quality of the erial .cene proce .. ioq? . 

l_Exce11 ent 2_ 4_ 5_Inadlquab 

442. 

l_Y" 3~ot n.c. •• ary 

443. The ar.a canva •• wa.~ 

"-
444. Wa. all critical intorwat1on or evidence follov~ up? 

l_Ye. 
2 Ho, all critical intoraation va. not tollov~ up 
3 Ho, the inv •• tigation i •• till on-qoinq 
" ___ Hot n.ce •• ary 

" ___ Unable to d.t.ralna 

445. Waa all appropriate .vidence aubaitte4 to the lab? 

l_Ye. 
2 ___ Ho, all appropriate avid.nca va. not lubaitte4 to the lab 
' ___ Ho, the inv •• tigation ia atill on-q0104 
" ___ Kot n.c •••• ry 

"~ ___ Unable to dote rain • 
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446. Ha. any evidence lo.t or destroyed? 

gg~Unable to determine 

447. Forensic or other special crime scane equipment wa.~ 
(check all that apply) 

l ___ Request.d at the crim. .cen. 
2 ___ U •• d at the crim •• c.n. 

3_Not used 
" ___ Not n.cel.ary 

99 ___ 0nAbl. to d.t.rain. 

4"8. What were the .xtraordinary or croative inv •• tiqatlvo procedur •• 
that wer. attempted or u8.d in this cale? 

449. Wore there important inv.I~i9.tivo .t.pI that y.re not carried out? 

"50. In your opinion, hov difficult va. it to idontity tho offender? 

451. 

l ___ V.ry ditficult 
2 Difficult 
3 Averaqo 

It tho of tender i. ~ovn, how difficult do y~u b.liovo it vould 
bo to di.covor hi./hor identity? 

I ___ V.ry difficult 
2 Difficult 
3 Averago 

452. In your opinion, it thi. ca.e i. not .olved, .hould it have boen 
or can it be .olved? 

453. In your opinion, What i. the overall quality of the invo.tigation 
in thi. ca.o, "hethor lolved or un.olved? 

. 454. 
"-

What "ore or aro the .Olt iaportant inve.tigative ol .. ent. or 
ovidence it ... in this cuo? (it ... that either .olved or .i9ht 
.olvo this ca.e} 
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455. It thi. caa. i. unsolved, li.t thoa. person., it any, the 
inve.tigator or the police believe to be qood .U.Plct.: 

456. It thi. ca.e 1 •• 01vlcS or un.olvlcS, wa. an appar.nt offondlre.l 
oVlrlook.d or undltectld by thl invI.tiqator? 

41S7. we. thb CU,, lither inactivatld 1,y or work~ to thl point of 
arr •• t by the oriqinal inv •• tiqator? 

458. It thl. ca.1 va. inactivated by the or1q1n&1 lnvt.tlqater, but 
lat.r reactivatld, who reactivated it? 

1_'I'h1 oriqinal inv .. tiqator 

2_Anothlr inv .. t1qator froa thll oriqinal inv .. tiqation aqlnc:y 

'_Another aq.nc:y NUl of aqerlCY __________ _ 

IHCIPM CWSln~ 

459. Thia H. I. T. s. Cri .. 1 Analyd. R.port pertaina to the ~ollwin9 
typ4t of ca •• , 

l __ Kurder or attupts4 aurder - vict1a identified 

2 Unid.ntified dl,d body vblrl aann.r of dlath i. known 
-or ,u'pecttd to be hoaioid •• 

3_Xidnlpplng or a1881"9 per.on with evicSanc. of foUl play. 
(vlett. .till _1 •• 1nq) 

47 
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460. Homicid. Claa.jtication: (it ~or. than one, rat. in order ~t moat 
rel.vant to least relevant as it relates to thia cas.) 

461. Evidence .uqq •• t. that the victi. in thi. ca •• i. AZ 

1 ___ 51nq1. victia 

.2 ___ H~ •• aurd.r vieti. 

3_po .. ib1 ••• ri •• or .erial v1ctis I 

"_Seri •• or •• rial victiJa 

S ___ Ha ••• eri.. or •• r1al victia 

sa.,d on your .xp.ri.nc. and the r •• ult. ot the inv.atiqation ot 
thi. cae" do you bali.v. thi. otfend.r ha. killed b.for.? 

"63. I. th.r. an indication that thia ea •• 1. r.l.t~ to orqaniz.d druq 
tratfieldnq? 

"64. Inv •• tiqatinq aq.ncy ca ••• tatuaz 

l ___ Open (active inv •• tiqation) 

2 ___ Suapended (inactiv. inv •• tiqation) 

3 ___ open -- arr.at warrant ia.ued 

" ___ Cl.ared by arr.at 

, ___ !xc.ptionally cl.ared (by UCR definition) 
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465. The space below i. provided tor item. that need additional 
explanation. (Each explanation must b. proceeded by it'. it~m number) 

466. The .pace below 1. provided tor a narrative .u.aary ot thi. incident. 
Plea •• qive a qeneral overview, detail., unuaual characteristic., and 
the aequence ot events. Al,o include any other pertinent intoraation 
re: viet!.(.), .uspect(a), evidence etc. that vaa not captured 
el.awhere in thia tora: . 
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H&~: t.DDB,ESS I '{EHIeL! I B'l'C. LISt 

467. Per the example and inltruct!on. in the coderlQ aanual, till in the 
remaininq page. v1th name., addra •• ac, phon. numb.r., SS'. etc. that 
were recorded 1n thi. cal', that could ~. rllatld in any vay to an 
oth.r ho.ic1dl ca •• or criainal activity. 

NAME DOB •• PHON!: 

ADDRESS sst 

VEHICLE HAl<!: COLOR _Y1Wt LIC' 

CREDIT CARD' ~COKPAHY 

NAJa: DOl PHOn 

ADDRESS sst 
VEHICt.! MAD COLOR YEAR_ LIe, 

CREDIT CARD' BANlVCOKPAKY 

NAJa: DOl PaO~ 

AODUSS SSt 

VEHICt.! MAX! COLOR YEAR LIC' 

CUDIT CARD' !.ANJiI COKPANY 

NAHl: DOB PHONI 

ADDRESS sst 
VEHICLE M.\U COLOR ,YEAR LIef 

CREDIT CARD' BAlDVCOKPAHY 

NAHZ DOB PHONE 

ADDRESS .SS. 
VEHI CL! K.\JCI COLOR Yv.a LIe. 

CREDIT CARD' BAlmICCKPAIfY 
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W A'S'S t N G TON S TAT E 
OFFICE OF THE A'M'ORNE'f GENERAL 

HOKICIOe IlfFORKATION " 'l'RAClcrNG SYSTEM 

,t ** MULTIPLE V'IC'UH StJPPLEHENTARY FORK • ** 
HITS , __________________ __ 

Coders name: -----------------------------Reporting a98noy: ____________________________ ___ 

Reporting agenoy's oase nUlll.ber(s) : ________________ _ 

21. This i. viotim of victim(.) in this incident: 
(number) (total) 

DATE AN)) l'IKE p~ 

EXACT OAT! TIHl!: 

22. Initial contact sit.: 

(mo) (dll.) '(Y'rf (hr) 

23. Victim last seen: 

(mo) (da) (yr) (hr) 

24. Initial assault: 

(mo) (da) (;),r) (hr) 

25. Death/major assault: 

(mo) (da)"'(Yrf (hr) 

26. Victim/body found: 

APPROX DATE APPROX TIHB 

to to 
(mo) (da) (yr) (mo) (da) (yr) (li?') (fir;--

27. lola. then a missing or runaway raport taken by the polio.'? 

28. When wu the tirst attopt to report the victi.:a .. 
4 .islling/runaway? 

29. When va. tho aiasing/runaway report actually taken? 

1 

(110) (da) (yr) 
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'o. Ho .... many t~mes Y~ra the authorities cont4ctad 
batora they took ~ ~issinq/runaway report? 

32. Date victi~ tirst I.O.'ed by~: ~o da _ yr _ .. 

When did the ~~llQ' ti~~t becolD. a .... art of. the location. AI indicated 
question. II thru 371 

.) O-Hhr 9) 3.0"6110 
33. Initial contact .it. b) 24-48hr h) 6a()-1.yr 
34. La.t .a.~ .itl____ ---- c:) U~72hr 1) lyr -ayr 
35. A.SAult .it.~ d) 72-1 .... 1c j) :zyr + 
3-6. Outh .i te llolle-lIIo Jc) Still ukn 

in 

.) 
37. Body rtcov;ry-.it. ____ t) 11ll0-l1l0 99) Unable to detetilline 

YlCTtM IDMUlCATIOH , ~cnmlSnca 

3'. Statu. ot this victi., 

1 O.caas.d Ca. a re.ult ot thi. inci~ent) 
2---survivor ot attack 
3=Kiuinq 

39. Vietilll Mml: 

cla.t/ tint,' dddla) 

40. Vieti.'. alia.(e.) cineludinq maiden and prior aarried nam •• ) 

42. 

44. 

1 ________________________________________________ __ 
2 ________________________________________________ __ 
3 __________________________________________________ __ 
4 ______________________________________________________ __ 

1_8lac:k 
2 Caucuh.n 
3~Aalriean Indian 

Ethnic bac)cqround, 

99 ___ 0nabl. to d.e.rain. 

Cd.) (yr) 

V1Qt~'. addr ••• &t ti •• of dlatht 
u. straet'_~ __________ • _______________ _ 

47. Clty' ____________ U. statlt_4I. :lpl _____ _ 

2 
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1 ___ sin9le-'a~ily dwellinq 
2 ___ Hulti-family dwellinq 
3 ___ Temporary or transient 

hou~inq 

?letim'. previous addresael' 

192 

191 
4 Motor vehicla 
s-street 

SS-Other 
99:::unabl-.-t~o--d~e~t-e-rm~in-.-----------

51. Straat: ____________________________ . ________________________ _ 

52. CitY:_,_. ___________ 53. Sheat_54. Zip: ____ _ 

str.at: _________________________ ~:~~~------~~---------
city' ____________ ,______________ St~t.s_____ zIp, ______ __ 

str.at: __________________________ ~~~~------~~---------Cityl ______ . ________ ~__________ statei_____ zlp, _______ __ 

VJCTIM t 8 mSXCAt, DES9RIPl'IQH 

55. H4iqht (or b •• t estimate)l _____ tt, _____ in. 

56. ~pprox. waiqhti ________ lbl 

51. Build: 

1_511&11 
2_Mediwa 

:I Larqa 
99 ___ Unable to dotaraine 

58. Hair l.~qth: (eh.e~ all that apply) 

l ___ No hair (bald or shaven) 
2 ___ Baldinq 
3 ___ Above collar 
4 ___ Collar langth 

5 ___ To Shoulder. 
' ___ Palt shoulders 

99 ___ Unabl. to deteraina 

59. Hair shade: 

l_Liqht 
2 ___ "arx 

60. Predominant hair color: 

l ___ Gray and or white 

~=:~nd 
"_Brown 

61. .\l)not1laUti .. ot the hath: (eh.~k all that apply) 

, 
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. . 

62 • Classes normally worn by or associated with the victim: (chock all 
that apply) 

6 Metal frame 
7-Rimless 

I Hone 
2=::?rescription 
3 Contacts 
4-SiL'ocals 
S:::Plastic frames 

a a:::othe r ____________________________ _ 

99_Unable to determine 

VICTIM'S SGARS ANQIOB BIB~ 

63. Does the victim have any scars and/or birthmarks (not tattoo.): 

Location of scars or birthmarks; 
(Usinq the tollowinq list, indicate the location ot each scar or 

.birthmark in the space provided bdow) 

1) Face, head, neck 
2) Arm(s) , hand(s) 
3) Torso tront 
4) Torso back 

5) Buttocks 
6) Feet or 18q(s) 

sa) other 
99) Unable to determine 

64. Location 65. Description. 

YlCTIH' S TATI'90*i 

66. Does the victim have any tattoos? 

Tattoo locations and designs: 
(Usinq the numbers and letters a. provided in the two 
below, indicate the location ot each tattoo with its 
correspondinq number and deeiqn with the corre'pondinq 

Location 1) Face, head, neck 5) Buttocka 
2) Arm(s), ha.nd(s) 6) r .. t or hqCs) 
3) Torso tront 88) other 
4) Torso back 99) Unable to datersine 

li.~ 

letter. ) 

Design A) Initials or wo~ 0) other 
to aetar1lrne B) NWDl:ler C s) 99) Unable 

C) Picture(s) or d •• iqn(.) 

67. Location 61. De.ign 69. Description 

4 
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'lICTIM'S OUTSTANDING Ptf{SICAL 'fE}.TO'RES 

70. Did the victim have outstanding physical features or was there 
something about the victim that would attract attention? 
l_Yes ____________________________________________________ __ 

2_No 

VICTIM'S CLOTHIHCi 

99_Unabl. to determine 

'1. Generally preferred clothing style: 

5 Western wear 1 ausiness suit 
2-Casual 
3 ___ Gaudy or garish 
,, ___ Sport or athletic 

6---Work clothes or unifora 
Ss-other 
99---0nabl-.~t-o-d~e-t~e~rm~i~n~.---------

72. Generally preferred predominant eolor tone ot clothing: 

1 Whites 
2-Yellowa 
3-0reens 
"=Slues 

5_PUrples/Viohts 
6_Reds/Oranqas 
'_Browns/Tan. 
a_GraYS/Blacks 

99_unabh to determine 

73. It this case is unsolve~ or a wissing person cas. where toul play is 
suspected, list victim'. clothing description: (u.ing the number C.) 
trom the color list in the above que.tion, place the appropriate 
number tor the color on the line ot the corresponding victia clothin~ 
item. Mor~ than one color/number may b. used per artiele) (describe 
logos and brand name. in spac. provided) 

74. 

Color 
2 
J-

Clothing Item 
Shirt 
T-shirt 

Sp.cial Characteristics 
(spots l rips, brand.,logos,ete.) 

810us_ 
Bra 
Pant! .. 

4-
5-
6-
7-
8-
g-

Under shorts ________________________ _ 
Skirt 

lO­
ll-
12-
l3-
88== 

Pant. 
Socu 
Shoe. 
Jacktt/coat 
Hat 
Other 

VICTD(' s MCXG.B2m 

75. Sexual hi.tory: (ch_ck all that apply) 

l ___ Prapubescant 
2 a.t_rosexual 
3-S1sexual 
,,=aondaqa 

5 Howoaaxual 
6-Proatituta 
1-Pr01dacuoua 
8 ___ Tranav •• tit. 

! 
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76, Was victim employed at time ot death: 

2_No 3 ___ Unable to determine l_Yes 

77, occupation 78. Employer, city 
1, _________________ __ 
2. _______________ __ 

79. Previous occupation 80. Previoul employer, city 
1. __________________ _ 
2. __________________ __ 

81. Social security number(s): 1 
2 
3 

82. Military service: 

1_No 

2_Army 
3_Navy 

99_Unable to determine 

6 National Guard 
'-Coast Guard 

4 Marine. 
S_Air torce 

88 ___ 0ther ________________ _ 

83. Time in service: Froll, ________ to _________ _ 

84. Did the victim have a history ot drug or alcohol abuse? 

1 No :I_Drug. 
2_Alcohol "_Both 99 ___ Unable to determine 

85. At the time of. this incident .... a. the victi~ under the inf.luence 

1 No 3 ___ Druqs 
2 Alcohol '_Both 99 ___ Unable to determine 

S6~ Wa!l the victim eVQr a member ot a subversive group or gang? 
(check all that apply) 

1_NO 

2 Youth 
3 ___ Mob/lyndlcate __________ ___ 
4 ___ Motorcycll ________________ _ 

VJCTrK'S CR.'IH'IRAtr BlSTORX 

Was the victill, ae a jvv.nile, ever arre.ted? 

87. Crime 88. Date 89. City 90. state 

ot.: 
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Was the victim, as an adult, ever arrested? 

91. Crime 92. Date 93. city 94. state 

95. Victim'. raI numher: __________________ __ 

96. From the list below indicate which category best describes the 
victim and offender's relationship? 

1 Ottender was ____ 

1 Husband 

2 Wife 

3 Ex-husband. 

4 Ex-wit. 

5 Common-law husband 

6 Common-law wite 

7 Mother 

S Father 

9 step-father 

10 Step-mother 

11 Guardian 

12 Son 

13 Daughter 

14 Stap-son 

·15 Step-daugnter 

16 In-law 

99_Unable to determine 

18 Brother 

19 Sister 

20 Other Fuily member ______ _ 

21 Boyfriend 

22 Girlfriend 

23 Friend 

24 Mother's boyfriend 

25 Mother's live-in boyfriend 

26 Bal;)y sitter 

27 Hitchhiker 

28 Prostitute 

29 Casual acquaintance _________ ___ 

30 First time acquaintance 

31 One way acquaintanc., victia 
does not know offender 

32 Total stranger 
88 Othu _______________ _ 

1 
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2l4. Other than confession(s), was there any communication from the 
offender before, durinq or after the crime? (it no go to '220) 

2_No 99_Unable to determine 

:0 answer 215 and 216, till in the spaces provided belov usinq the 
appropriate numbers for the method ot contact and persons contacted. Then 
place the date fQr each in the spac. that indicates whether the contact was 
before, durinq, after the incident, or all thr •• : (record all that apply) 

Kethoc1 ot contact 

1) By phone 6) Recordinq tape., cassett., .tc 
2) By letter/note 7) In person 
3) Drawinq/photo 
4) Poell 
S) Returned personal property 

8) For ran80. 
88) Oth.r 
99) t1nabl-.-t""o-d:-fi~t""e""'a-'i~n~e-----

215. 

Person contacted 

9) Victim's relative(s) 
10) Victim's friend(s) 
11) Victim's co-worker(s) 
12) News lIIedia 
13) Police 
8S) Other 
99) Unabl~e~t~o-d~e~t::-"':".rm=i~n~e~---

216. 217. 
Method ot Person aetore 
Contact contacted date 

---------- --------

218. 
ourinq 

date 

------------
OFFEHQER' ~ APPROACH 'to THE YIC'l''IK AT TOO 9' !HelPB 

219. 
Atter 

date 

--------------

220. Were there prior contlicts between the vietill and ottender? 
(ch.ck all that apply) 

1 No 
2-Aaaaults 
3---Threat. to assault 
':::Threat. to kill 

! __ Tbreat. (oth.r) 
88 oth.r conflict. 
99 .Onabh to d.t.rJI....,..ln=-.~------

221. Th. ottender's approach to the viett. wa.: 

l ___ No livinq victill or parson witn.ss.d approach 
2 ___ By dec.ption or con: Openly, with aubt.rtuqe or ploy 

(a.q., otfer. a •• istance or r.qu.ats dir.ction) 
l ___ Lay in wait or st.pped tro. conceal.ant 
4 ___ Direct and iRaediate a •• ault 

• 
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:Z2. If the offender initiated contact with the victim by 
means of deception, indlcate the type of deception below: 

l_None 

2 Pseudo police 
3:=:pseudo authority figure 
4 Pseudo Business/Bank/Real Estate person 
s:=:rhrough want ad 
6 ___ Photography 5caa 
' ___ Modeling scam 
S ___ ottars job/money 
9 Sales 

lO:::Repairman/utility worker 
11 ___ Jogger 
12_0Uera ot treats/toys 
13_"Help 1118 tind my (puppy, kitten/etc.]" 
14 ___ "(1110111] wants you," etc. 
lS "Ooes John live here," etc. 
16 Approaches newspaper carrier 
17_Il!lpl ies falllily elllerqency/ illness 
lS_Wants to show something 
19 Wants to use phone/rest room 
20-Needs assistance 
21-Wants to assist 
22---Needs directions 
23:::Phones/sends letters to meet 
24 ___ Proatituta/solicit for sax 
25 ___ Lured to the otfander by another person 
88 Other 
99 ___ Unabl.-=t~o~d~e~t~e~rm~I~ne~------------------------------

223. If the ottender initiated contact by means of surprise, 
indicate the type of surprise below: 

• l_Lay in wait - out of doors 

• 

2 ___ Lay in wait - in building 

3 ___ Lay in wait - in vehicle 

4 ___ Victim sleeping 

S8 ___ 0ther surprise ______________________ _ 

224. If offender initiated contact with the victt. by use of direct and 
i1ll1llediate physical assault, indicate the type fro. the list below: 

l ___ I1II1IIediate and physical overpowering ot victim 
(picked-up, carried away, etc.) 

2 __ Hit victim with hand, tiat or clubbinq weapon 
3 ___ Choked victt. 
4 Stabbed victim 
5=Sbot victiJa 88 __ 0ther direct a.aault __________________________________ ___ 

9 
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225. At the time ot initial contact with the offender, or when last seen, what was thd victim doinq? ________________________________ ___ 

EVENTS AT ASSAULT SI~ 

227. Did the of tender disable the telephone, or other utilities? 

228. The property at the crime scene Waa: 

1_Ransacked 

2 __ Vandalized 

3_Burnec:t 

"_t1ndisturbed 

(check all that apply) 

!I_Disturbed 

99 ___ t1oab1. to determine 

229. Did the offender destroy or attempt to destroy evidence at the Bcene: 

l __ Yes 

2 __ NO 99_t1nabla to determine 

GEQGRhPHlC LOCATION(S) 

Last known location of i~enttti~ victim: 
230. street add, _________________________________ _ 

231. city ______________________________________ __ 

232. County ______________________________________ __ 

233. stata ____________ 2:14. Zip _______ _ 

Location ot body tind: i~ntit!ed, UDidentitie~ or !keleta1 remainl: 
23!. Street add. ____________________________________ _ 

236. City ___________________________________ ___ 

237. County ____________________________________ __ 

238; state __________________ __ 239. Zip, _______ _ 

240. C..cribe the goenaral area ot the victa !ound/body discovery alta: 

3_city 
99_0na.bla to detenina 

10 
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:ocation of incident sites: 

(From the list of numbered locations provided below, select a 
location that best describes the location of incident. Place 
the appro~riate number in the correspondinq space of the incident 
site. The same location number could apply to all incident sites, 
a tew sites or each may be dittarent). 

24l) Victim last seen site 
242) Initial assault site ------

245) Initial contact site ____ _ 
246) site it held ___ _ 

243) Release/escape site ______ __ 
244) Body recovery site ______ _ 

24 7) Duth site. ___ _ 

Livinq QUArter.: 
1 Home/sinqle/family 
2 OUplex/tripbx 
3 Apt/condo 
4 Mobil_ home 
5 Roominq house 
6 Dormitory 
7 Rest/nursing home 
a Senior citizen center 
9 Half .... ay house 

10 Camper/trailer 
11 Other _________ __ 

Busiiiesa: 
12 Gas ,tation 
13 Liquor store 
14 Fast tood/convenience 
15 Restaurant/cotf.e shop 
16 Motel/hotel 
l7 Pawn shop 
18 Oruq store/supply 
:9 Shoppinq center/mall 
2Q Retail dept. store 
21 Food store/market 
22 Je ..... lry/fur 
23 Bank/savinq. , loan 
24 Other ______________ _ 

Entertaliiiient: 
25 Bar/niqhtclub/dance hall 
26 stadium/auditorium/theater 
27 Casino 

Public Prwse: 
35 Church/mission 
36 School 
37 Hospital/medical cent.r 
38 Mortuary 
39 PUblic restroom 
40 PUblic qaraqa 
41 sub .... ay/metro 
42 Barn/stable 
43 Shed/outbuildinq 
44 Government buildinq 
45 Parking lot 
46 public buildinq 
47 attica building 
48 poat otUce 
49 Othar _______ _ 

Induatrlal/co .. erclal/Other~ 
50 Warehouse/atoraqa 
51 Dump 
52 factory/mill/plant 
53 Dumpster 
54 Other ________ _ 

TranlJportatlon: 
55 Motor vehicle 
56 Boat 
57 Airport 
58 Sus station 
59 Railroad property 
60 Other _______ _ 

28 Resort Military !n.tallatlon: 
29 Country club/pro shop 51 /.ray 
30 Museu:a 62 Navy 
31 Arcade 63 Air torce 
32 Sport center/health spa 64 Marin •• 
33 Fraternal clul) 65 Coast Gu.ard 
34 Other 66 Other ________ _ 

gt Unable to a.termine 

11 
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:ocacion of incidenc sites continued: (From the list of nUmbered 
locacions provided belo~, select a location that bes~ describes 
the location ot incident. Place the appropriate number in the 
corresponding space ot the incident site. The same nu~er could 
apply to all incident sites, a tew sites or each may be different). 

249) Victim last seen site 
250) Initial assault site ------
25li Release/escape site 

253) Initial contact site 
254) Sit. it held ----

252) Body recovery sit. --------
255) Oeath aite ___ _ 

1 None 
2 School gro~nds/campus 
3 Playground/park/zoo 
" Vice area 
5 Amusement park 
6 circu./carnival 
1 county/state fair 
e camping area 
9 Resort 

10 Freeway/toll road 
11 PAved street/high~ay 
12 Alley 
13 Gravel/dirt road 
104 Side~alk 
15 Trail/jogging path 
16 Bridge 
17 Rest stop 
18 Parkin9' lot 
19 Railroad track. 

20 Transportation center 
21 Bu •• top 
22 Wooded area 
23 Cemetery 
24 Quarry 
25 Mine 
26 Cave 
27 Well 
28 Farm/ranch 
29 Orchard 
30 Field 
31 Karsh/swamp 
32 Beach/Illarina 
33 Lake 
34 River 
35 Stream/creek 
36 Canal/inland waterway 
88 Other 
99 Onable-t~o~d~e~t~e~rm~i~n~.---

257. Was the body recovery site in or about the victim'. residence? 

2_No 

If the body recovery site ~as a residenc~, (any residence) select a 
location from the list below that be.t describe. the location ot each 
of the ~elow stated incident sites. Place the appropriate number for a 
location in the corresponding space ot the incident site. (The same number 
could apply to all incident sites, a faw site., or each may b. ditterent). 

258) Vieti. last seen ~it. 262) Initial contact site 
259) Initial assault ,ita 263) Site it held 
260) Release/eHcape site 264) Death site 
261) Body recovery aite 

(only it at re.idence) 
1 None/NA 12 Clo.et 
2 Bedroo. 13 porch/balcony 
3 Livin9' rOOR 14 Garage/parking are. 

" 01nin9' room 15 aas8lIIent 
5 Kitchen 16 Attic 
5 Den/tully rOOR 17 Root 
7 Ree roo. lS SviJI pool/tennis court 
8 Utility rOOR 19 Garden/yard 
9 Foyer/entry way 20 Stairwell 

10 Library/.tudy 88 Other 
11 Hallway 99 Unable to deteraIrie 

12 
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~66. :! the initial ass·au'lt site, death site or body disposal site, 
.... as a resldence, ho .... did the offender gain entry? 

l_Forced entry 
2_Non-forced e-n~t-ry--------------------------------

99_Unable to determine 

267. Was the victim found/body recovery site the victim's .... ork place? 

l_'iea 99 ___ Unable to determine 

268. Were there potential witnesses at the time the offender l.tt the 
body at the body discovery site? 

l~Other people were present in the immediate area 
2 ___ Area was essentially desert.d 

99 ___ unable to determine 

269. Was the murder/major assault site the same as the body recovery site: 

l_Yes 2_NO 

270. Describe the general area of murder or major assault site: 

l ___ Fum/country 
2_Residential 

3 City 
99:::Unable to determine 

271. Was the murder/major assault sit. th. victimls work place? 

272. 

273. 

99_0nable to det.n!ne 

Were there PQ~ential witness •• at the time of the murder or major 
assault? 

l ___ other people were present in the immediate area 
2 ___ Area was essentially deserted 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

Was the site of the offender's initial contact with the vict~ 
the same as the murder or major assault site? 

2 ___ No 

274. Describe the general area ot initial ottender-victia contact: 

l_Farm/country 
2_R.sidential 

215. Was the initial ottendor-victia contact the victia'. work plac.? 

2_No 

216. Were there potential witn ••••• at the tia. of the initial 
oltend.r-victim contact: 

l ___ Oth.r people wera pres.nt in the imaediat. ar •• 
2 ___ Ar •• w.. . ... ntlally de •• rto4 

99 ___ 0nablo to det.r.aino 

13 
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~77. Was the site o! the victim's last known location the same a$ 
the site of the initial contact between the victim and offender? 

2_No 99 ___ Unable to determine 

278. Describe the general area of the victim's last known location: 

1 _Farm/country 3_city 

2_Rosidontial 99 _Unable to determine 

279. Was the victim's last known location the victim'. residence: 

1_ Yes 2 No 99 ___ Unable to determine ---
280. Was the victim', last known location the victim's work place: 

1 _Y •• 2 No 99 ___ Unable to determine -
Using standard units ot measUre (teet, and/or miles) give the 
best estimate of distance between the follo~inq locations: 

281. The distance between victim" last known location and ••• 
1. point of contact with ottender ________________________ ___ 
2. location of assault 
3. location Victim hel·~d--p~r~i~s-o-n-.~r----------------------------
4. death sit. s. body r.cov·~e~ry--~s7I~t-e---------------------------------------
~. victim's lodging site 
7. offender's lodging si~te---------------------------------
8. of tender's arrest sit. ________________________________ ____ 

282. The distance between point of initial contact with offender and ••• 
1. location of assault 
2. location victim hal·d~-p-r-irs-o-n-e-r~-------------------------
3. death sit. 
4. body recov'-e-ry---s~i~t-e---------------------------------------
s. victim's lodging .it. 
6. ottend.r's lodginq si~t-.--------------------------------
7. offender's arrest sit., ________________________________ ___ 

283. Th. distanc. between location of assault and ••• 
1. location victt. h.ld prisoner ________________________ ___ 
2. death site 
3. body recov'-.-ry---a~it~.--------------------------------
4. victim', lodqinq .It.~--------------------------------S. oftander's lodgin~ .it. ______________________________ __ 
6. oftander'. arr •• t .it. ________________________________ ___ 

284. Th. di.tanc. betwaan location vlett. h.ld prisoner and ••• 

1. d.ath .it. ____ ~~------------------------------------2. body recovery .Ite 
3. victill'. lodging ..... It""".------------------
•• off.nd.r'. lod91nQ a1te, ______________________________ _ 
S. otfender'. arre.t .ite, ________________________________ _ 

14 
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:35. ~he distance between death site and ••• 
1. body recovery site 
2. victim's lodging S~lt~.~--------------------------------
3. offenderl~ lodging site ______________________________ __ 
4. offender's arrest site ________________________________ _ 

Z86. How did the offender dispose ot the body? 

l ___ Oponly displayed or placed to insure discovery 
2 ___ Concoaled, hidden, or placed in order to prev.nt discovery 
3 ___ 0nconcerned as t~ whether or not the bOdy Was discovered 

99 ___ Unable to datermine 

297. Was the body ot the victim intentionally placed in an unusual 
position after? 'e.g., staged or posed) 

l_ye. 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

OfFENDER • S WRITING OR CMYIH.G ON TIrE BQ~ 

288. Was there writing or carving on the body? 

l_Yes 
2_No 

289. What instrumetlt was used to write or carve on the body? 

1 Knit. or sharp instrument 
2=BlOod 
:I_Lipstick 

4 ___ Writinq instrument (pen, etc.) 
sa Other 
99 Unabl-.-t~O--d~.~t-.-rm-irn-e----------

OPFE}!pER'S WRI'l'Il!G 98 PRAWING Nt m gpm scm 
290. Was there writing or drawing at the crime sceneCs)? 

1 ___ Ye. (de.cribe) ______ ~~~~~~~~~~~~----
2_No 99_Unable to determIne 

291. Instrument used to write or draw at the crime scen.~ 

l ___ Knit. or sharp instrument 
2 Blood 
J=Lipstick 

S'i}mOIJC ARTIfACTS AT CBW ~CEHI 

4 Writinq instrument (pant etc.) 
sa-other 
99 Unabl~e-t~o~are~t~e~ra~i=n~la---------

292. Was there evidence to sugge.t a deliberate or unu.ual ritual, 
act,t.hing had be.n performed on, ..,itb., or near the victia (_uch 
as the orderly tormation ot recu, burnt candle., dead Mwl., 
d.!ecation, etc.)? 

99 ___ 0nabl. to d.ter.ain. 

15 
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CONDITION OF V'tCTrx WlW FOtml;,) 

BODY DISpgSITIQH 

293. Was there a body/remains recovered in this case? (it no go to ,31S) 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

294. Is there reason to believe the offender moved the body trom the 
area ot the death sit. to the areA 01' the body recovery site? 

295. The body was discovered ••• (check all that apply) 

1 ___ Buried completely 
2 Buried partially 
3---rn water completely 
4:::In water partially 
5 Exposed completely 
6:::Exp~sed partially 
'_Bagqed 
8_lianqing 

9_In vehiela 
lO ___ In box, trunk, etc. 
11 ___ Scattered (parts) 
12 concealed/covered completely ________ _ 
ll---Concoaled/covered partially ________ __ 
14-Not dbturbed 
lS:::In A building SS ___ Other __________________________ ___ 

296. It the body was weighted then thro~ or placed in the vatet, how 
was it weighted? (check all that apply) 

3 Chain !5 Cement "_Metal S8 Other ______________ _ 

297. Identitiable characteristics 01' body at tiae 01' discovery: 
(check all that apply) 

1 unidentifiable 
2---visual identification 
3-Personal e!1'act$ 
':::Dantal records 

5 Son_ detects 
6---0ld injuries to bonea 
,:::ringerprints 
S ___ All items 2 thru 7 

298. Who tirst notified the poliee 01' the victim'. body location? 

l_Polica 
2 ___ Accident/passerby 

6 Relative/acquaintance ot victim 
'---Relative/acquaintance ot ottender 
s=ottender 3_search party 

4_Anonymou. 
S ___ witne •• to the death 

88 ___ 0ther ______________________ __ 

~6TR.\IHTS USED QH VICTXK 

299. Waa the body bound? 

1 No 
2-Pa.nty bo._ 
3--Socks 
"=k'ylon ho._ 
S_Scart 
6 ___ Hiqhtgown/negligee 
' ___ Unde~clothinq 
8 ___ 0th_r clothinq 

(check all that apply) 

9_Rope 
10 Wire 
ll:::colt hanger 
12_Tap_ 
13 Electrical cord 
1 " ___ String/tvine 
lS Cot'd. 
U=Chlin 

15 
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~ho restraining device(s) was: (cheCK all that apply) 

1 Brought to the scene by the ott~nder 
2:::arought to the scene by the victim 
3 An article found at the scene by the ottender 

99:::unable to determine 

301. Parts ot the body that were bound: (check all that apply) 

6 N~cJc 
':::Hands/ankle. bound together 
8 Arms bound to torso 

SS-Other 
99 ___ Unabl-.-t~o-d~8~t-Q-ra~i~n.~-----------------

302. Were the binding. on the victim excessive (much morc than 
necGsury to control the victim I, movements)? 

303. Was the body tied to an object or other victim: 

l_Yes 

304. Was there evidence ot an object or a gaq havinq been placed in or 
ovar the victims'. mouth? 
1 ___ Y.' ____________________________________________________ _ 

2_No 

30S. was 4 blindfold placed on or over the victiml. aye.? 

• 1_'l8s 

306. Was victimls entire tace cover~d? 
l ___ ya. - with what ______________________________ __ 

2_No 

CT..QTRING AHQ PBOnBl'Y 21 YlCTlJS 

307; Clothinq 4::m victim whan found: 

17 
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;)08 • :s there evidence the victim was re-dressed by the offend~r? 

1 Yes 
2:::same clothing 
3 ___ Different clothing 

4 No 
99:::Unable to determine 

J09. Is there evidence to suggest that some or all of the victim's 
clothing had been ripped or torn by the offender? 

310. 

3ll. 

312. 

1 - 'i .. (which item.) 

2 - No 99 ___ Unable to dot.raine 

Is there evidence to suggest that soma or all of tha victilil" 
clothintj had been cut from the body by the offender? 

1 - Ye. (which items) 

2 - No 99 ___ Unable to determine 

Victim's clothing (not on tha body) found a.t tha body recovery site: 

War. items ot the victim's clothing missing from the body 
racov.ry 
sib? 

l ___ Y~. (identify) ________________________________ __ 

313. Did the offendar taka small parsonal ita .. (otb.r than clothing) 
from the victtm? (thasa itams mayor may not be valuable, •• g., 
photos, drivers licens., real or costume jewelry, etc.) 

l_Y •• 

314. What wu the distance between the vieti.'. ):Iody recov.ry sit. and 
the location where th. victim'. property and or clothing va. d~ped? 

2 ___ ft. 

18 
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Clothing found at or near the following sites~ (not on the victim) 

315. 
site 

(Select the number for an individual site, color and clothing item, 
then put the number for each in the appropriate spaces below. Then 
describe each item and indicate who tho item belonged to with a 'V' 
for victim, '0' for offender,'p' tor other person's or unknown) 

Incident sites Clothing iteu 

1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 
6) 
7) 
S) 

88) 
99) 

Colors 
9) 

10) 
ll) 
12) 
13) 
14) 
15) 
16) 
99) 

316. 
Color 

t.ast seen site 17) Shirt 
Initial contact site 18) T-shirt 
Initial assault site 19) Blouse 
site if held 20) Bra 
Release/escape site 21) panti .. 
Death site 22) Panty hose 
Body disposal site 23) Nylons 
Otfender arrest sit. 24) Under shorts 
other 25) Skirt 
Unable to determine 26) Pants 

27) Socks 
28) Shoes 

Whites 28) Jacket/coat 
'fellows 29 ) Scarf 
Greens 30) Hat 
Blues Ss) Other 
Purples/Violets 99) Unable to determine 
Reds/oranges 
Browns/Tans 
Grays/BlaCKs 
Unable t detarmine 

318. Oescription 317. 
Clothing (logo, brand, rips, spots etc.) 

319. 
V/O/P 

PROPElITY or VICTlJ( i 0'l'BERS TAm BY THB OFlEHDD 

320. Was property of the victil/others missing or taken by the ottender? 
(it no qo to '32&) 

l_Y" 2_No 

19 
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?roperty of victim/others missing or taken by the offender: 

(On the lines provided below list each item taken from the victim 
or others by using the corresponding number from the property list. 
After the item number indicate who the property belonged to with a 
"V" for victim and 110" for others. Then from the disposition list, 
Use the corresponding letter to indicate the disposition ot each 
item. Space is provided to explain items G AND H or another ita. 
needing a further explanation). (record all that apply) 

PROPERTY LIST: 

1) Vehicle 
2) credit cards 
3) Cash 
4) Checks 
S) Personal I.O. 
6) Weapon(s) 
1) Underclothing' 
a) Shoe,s) 

DISPOSITION LIST: 

9) Hose/socks 
10) Other clothinq 
11) Jewelry 
12) Photc(a) 
13) Personal mementoes) 
14 ) Body parts 
15) Police I.D. or badge a8) Other ________________ __ 

H) In hidden location 
I) Left with offender's relative/friend 

A) None taken 
B) On offender's person 
C) In offender's vehicle 
0) In offender's residence 
E) Pawneel 

J) Left item. at cemetary 
X) Obcardeel 

F) Sold 
G) GiVen a .... ay 

L) Useel as income 
SS) Other 
99) Unabl~e~to~d~e~t~e~rm~i~n~e~-------------

321. 
Property 
taken 

322. 
Description 

323. 
viet ill/ 
Others 

324. 
Disposition 

Ex-planation for items havinq a G or H dispoaltion:(to .... ho. or .... h.r.) 

325. 

MEPICAL EXAXllfERICOROHER PIHPIHGS 

326. What ia .tated on the death certificate aa the classification ot 
death? 

4 Natural 
,---ondater.inael 
6--:Clasaification net atatad in ca •• tll. 

20 
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What was the original classification of death made by the police? 

1 Homicide 
2-Suicide 
3=ACcidental 

4 Natural 
S--Undetermined 
6:::Classification not stated in case file 

328. What was the M!E./c~ro~ classification for type of death? 

1 Homicide 
2-Suicide 
J_ACcidental 

4 Natural 
5---Undetermined 
6---Classitication not stated in case tile 

329. It this case was originally determined to be ~ than a homicide, 
but was later discovered to be homicide, who made that discovery? 

l ___ Medical examiner 
2 Coron.r 
J Hospital 
4_Police 

5 Prosecutor 
as-Other 
99 Unabl~e~to--d~e~t~e~rm~l,-in~e~----

330. Was there an autopsy performed on the victim? (it no go to '338) 

l_Yes 

331. Was there a copy ot the autopsy report in the cas. tile? 

1 Yn - 2 _No 

332. Who signed the autopsy report? 

1 _Medical examiner S8_0ther 

2 _Coroner 9~ _Unable to detenine 

333. Were autopsy photographs taken? 

2_NO 

334. Which ot the following autopsy procedures were completed? 
(check all that apply) 

l_None 

2 ___ Scalp hair combing. 
3 ___ Sealp hair sample. 
4 ___ Pubic hair combing. 
S ___ Pubic hair sample. 
6 ___ Vaginal swab. 
7 Anal swab. 
s-oral swab. 
9==:Finqerprint. 

lO ___ Fingarnail elipping. 
11 ___ Blood .ample. 
12 ___ X-ray. 

99_Unable to determine 

13 ___ 0ther __________________________ , ____________ __ 
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335. mlat body parts were examined durinq the autopsy? 
(check all that apply} 

l____..None 

2 Head 
J-Necl( 
"-Chest 
S-Abdor4en 
6_Extremities 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

336. What toxicoloqy tests were pertormed? (checl( all that apply) 

337. 

I_None 

2_0ruq analysis (blood or urine) 

3_Blood alcohol 
4_0ther toxicological analysis ________________________________ __ 

What important evidence or information was collected as a result 
ot tho autopsy? 

J.) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 
6) 

99_Unable to determine 

CAUSE OF PEATH 

338. What was the Medical Examiner's or coroner', 9(ticiallv listed 
cause ot death? 

1 Firearm(s) 
2---Stab wound(.) 
J ___ cuttinq/incisinq wound,s) 
" ___ Blunt force injury 
, ___ strangulation, manual 
6 ___ stranqulation, ligature 
7 ___ Asphyxia - unknown lIIeans 
8_Smoth.rin9' 
9_Airway occluaion - internal 

lO ___ Torao compre •• ion 
1 l_Hanqin9' 
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340. Trauma location(s): (check all that apply) 

1 Forehead 
2-Head - top 
J-Head - right side 
4-Head - lett side 
S-Hoad - back 
6-Fac. 
7=Eye(s) 
a Chest 

11 Neck 
12-Arm(s) 
13-Log(s)/teet 
U-Hand(s) 
lS-Breast,s) 
15-Buttoc::b 
17-Genitalia 
19-AnUs 

9-Back 
lO-Abdomon 

as-oth.r 
99~Unabl~.~t~0-dTe~t~e~rm~.i~n~e---

341. Extent 01' blunt toree injUry: 

l_None 

2_~~n~~~!nJ:~~~rs~~~i~~gt~n~~~t~~~s~~;yv~~~i:f 
3 ___ Moderate (injury insutticient to cause death by its~lt) 

4 ___ severe (injury sutticient to cause death, whether the 
actual cause ot death or not) 

5 ___ Extreme (injury beyond that necessary to cause deat~/over kill) 

342. Estimate number ot stab wound.: ________________ ~--_ 

343. Estimate number ot cutting wounds: ________________ __ 

344. Estimate number ot blunt torc. wounds: ____________ __ 

345 • Did the victim sustain any qunshot wounds? (it no go to '3'3) 

l_Yes 2_No 99 ___ Unable to determine 

(Using the numbers trom the trauma list in qua.tion 340, place the 
appropriate number tor location ot that wound on the lin.(a) under #346, 
then indicate how many wounds to that location under '347 &nd th. rang., 
cal,gauge etc. on the line tor their corresponding number.) 

RANGE • 1) Distant (no stippling/tattooing) 

J.46. 
Location 
ot vound (a) 

2) Intermediate (stippling/~attooing) 
3) Clos. (poWder re.idue/tattooing) 
4) Contact 

99) Unabb to debraine 

147. 
No. ot 
wounds 

348. 
Ranc;e 

348. 
Cal./ 
gauge 

23 
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ELEMENTS OF TORTURE OR UNUSU~L ~SSAULT 

353. :s there evidence to sUggest that the offender disfigured the body 
of the victim? (check all that apply) 

1 None 
2---Removed/destroyed 
-fingers 

a_Viethl whipped 
9 Evidence of cannibalism 
-or vampirisa 

3 Removed/destroyed toes 
4-Burns - postmorte. 
!5-Burns .. antemortlUll 
6---Burns - unable to determine 

10 Victi. run over by vehicle 
ll---Kutilated tace 
12---Covered face/head 
13=Head qone 

---poat or antemortem 88 Other 
7 Ottender explored, probed or 
---mutilated cavities or wounds 

of the victim 

99 Unabl-e-t~o--d~e~t-e~rm~l~n-e------

354. Is there evidence that indicates the injuries were? 

3 ___ Both l_Antemortem 

2_Postmortem 99 ___ Unable to determine 

355. Body parts removed by otfender: (if no go to '358) 

1 None 
2-Head 
3=scalp 
4 Face 
5-Teeth 
6_EY8(8) 
7 Ear(s) 
a-Nose 
9=Hand(S) 

356. Dismemberment meth~: 

1 Bitten off 

10 Arm(a) 
ll=Leq(a) 
12 Breut(a) 
13_Nipple(a) 
14 Anus 
lS-Gani talia 
16:::Internal organa 
88 other 
99:::0nabl-.~t-o-d~e-t~e-rm--l~'n-e------------

2 ___ CUt - skilled/surgical 
3 ___ CUt - unskilled rough/cut 

4_Hacked/chopped ott 
5 Sawed off 

8S-0ther 
99 Onabl-e-t~o--d~e~t-e-ra~in~e-----

357. Is there evidence that dismaaberment was? 

l_Antemortem 

2_Poatmort8lll 

SEXUAL A.S§AO'L'f 

358. Is there evidence of an assault to any of the victim's sexual 
organs or body caviti.s? (if no qo to '367) 

24 
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:59. Who mad~ the determination that the assault was sexual? 
(check all that apply) 

1 Offender's confession 
2---Medical examiner 
3-Crima lab 
.:::W1tness/surviving victim 

5 Investigator conclusion 
6-Prosecutor conclusion 

aa-Other 
99---Unabl-e~t-o~d-et~erm~l~n-e----------

360. Type of sexual assault, or attempt: (check all that apply) 

1 Offender performed oral seX on victim 
2---Victim performed oral sex on offender 
3-Vaginal 

4 Anal 
as-Other 
99:::Unabl-.~to~d~e~t~e~rm~l-n-e 

361. Wa. semen found in body cavity,.) of th. victim? 
Ccheck all that apply) 

1 No " In mouth 
2=tn vagina 
3_1:n anus 

ae-Other 
99:::unabl~e~t~0~d-e~t-e-rm~in~e---------------------

362. Was there evidence of other ejaculation? 

1 No 
2---0n the body of the victim 
3:::on the offender 

4 ___ Elsewhere at the scene 

99 ___ Unable to determine 

363. Is thare evidence to suggest sexual assault wa.? 

1 Antemortem 
2:::POstll!ortem 

3 Both 
99:::unable to determine 

364. Is there evidence of sexual insertion of foreign 
object(s) into the victims body? 

99_Unable to determine 

365. Wer. there sexually inserted foreign objectCs) still in the body 
when the body was first discovered? (e.g., rocks, twigs, knife, 
clothinq) 

(OBJECT) 1 ___ Va9ina ________________________________________ __ 
2 Penis _________________________________________ __ 
3-Anua 
4-Mouth~--------------------------'----------------8S ___ 0ther ________________________________________ ___ 

366. Is there evidence of sexual insertion of foreiqn objectCs) into 
'. the vic::tia l s body, but the obj act was not in the body when the body 

was discovered: 
(OBJECT) l ___ Vaqina ________________________________________ __ 

2 Penia _________________________________________ __ 

3---Anu. 
"---Houth~-----------------------------------------­aa---other:-----------------------------------------

99_t1nabla to determine 
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SITE HAJU{S ON VICTIM 

367. Were bite marks found on tho victim's body? 

2_NO 99_Unable to determine 

368. Location of bite marks: (checX all that apply) 

6 Groin 
7--Genitalia 
8 Thigh(s) 

88 other 
99 ___ Unabl-.~to--d~e~t~e~rm~i~n-e-------------

F9REHSIC mpEH~ 

WEAPONS 

369. Weapon(s) used by the offender in this assault: (check all that apply) 

l_None 
2_Firearm 
J ___ stabbing or cutting weapons 
4 ___ Bludgeon or club 

5 Ligature 
6---Hands or feet 

88-0thor weapons 
99==:Unable to determine 

370. Weapon(s) used by the y~ in this aSSAult: (check all that apply) 

l_None 
:2 Firearm 
3:::stabbing or cutting weapons 
4 ___ Bludgeon or club 

5 Ligature 
6-Hands or feet 

8S-0ther weapons 
99 ___ Unab!. to dete':'::liD:::"i'J"':n:::"e:::------

371. Assault weapon(s) used by the offender: (check all that apply) 

372. 

I ___ Weapon belonged to victim 
2 ___ Weapon of opportunity - offender finds at or near scene 
3 ___ Weapon was preselected and/or brouqht to scene by offender 
4 ___ Weapon is normally carried by offender (hunting knife, folding 

knite, etc) 
5 ___ Weapon recovered at the scene 
6_Weapon recovered elsewhere, _________________ _ 
7 ___ Weapon not located 
s ___ weapon was physical force 

8S Other 
99:::Unable~t~o-d~e-t:::-.~rm~1~·n~e-----------------------

If a stabbing or cutting instrument was used, what type? 
(check all that apply) 

6 Screwdriver 
'---Razor blade 88 other ____________________ __ 

99 ___ Unable to det.~ine 
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J73. r! a fireat"lll "'as used, what type? (check all that apply) 

1 Shotg"Un 
2-Rith 
J:::Semi-auto pistol 

4 Revolve,." 
S=Zlp qun 

as other 
99===unabl-8~t~o--d~e~t-e-rm--ln~e--------------

374. It a bludqeoninq, type ot ",sapon ",as used, indicate tha type\ 
(check all that apply) 

6 Rock 
7-Bottle el ___ Other ______________________ ___ 

g9 ___ Unabl. to deterain. 

37S. It. ligature was us.d, what typ.? (check all that apply) 

376. Was there anything unique about the murder w.apon? 
(initials, marks, brand,atc.) 

1) ____ _ 2) ____ _ 3) ____ _ 4) ____ _ 

378. Number ot grocv.s and direction ot twiat ot r.cov.r.d bull.t(s) 
or Ureanes): 
1) _____ _ 2) ____ _ 3) ____ _ 4) ____ . ___ _ 

379. Size ot shotgun ahell/pell.t. or weight ot bullet r.covered or us.d: 
1) ____ _ 2) _____ _ 3) ____ _ 4) ____ _ 

J80. It a weapon waa us.d, which band did the off.nd.r us. to hold it? 

l_Right hand 

BLOOP TXPI 

381. What is the victia!1 blOOd typ.? 

382. What is the Rh tactor ot the Yl~ti.'. blood? 

l ___ Positiv. 2 ___ N.qativ. 9, __ Unabl. to d.t.raine 
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If known, how did the polica become aware of the following sites or 
locations? (Place the number ot the approprlate ansWer in the space 
provided for each site. Each site may require a different answer or 
all may be the sam~.) 

400) Victim last seen site 
401) Initial assault site ------

404) Initial contact sito ______ _ 
405) Site it held ____ _ 

402) Release/escape sita ______ __ 
40:3) Body disposal sita ___ _ 

406) Death sih ___ _ 

1 Sit. not id4ntitigd 
2 Another police agency 
:3 witnesses) 
4 Surviving victim 
5 Victim before death 
6 Physical evidence 

7 Circumstantial Bvidenca 
8 Intormant 
9 co-conspirator 

10 Otfender 
88 other 
99 Unabl~a~t-'o-d::;-e::-:t~e~rm='1I-::n~e-----

465. The space below is provided tor items that need additional 
explanation. (Each explanation must be proceeded by it's item number) 

CODER'S COMMENTS 

466. The space provided below is tor th. codar to explain or summarize 
what he/she teels to be partinent intormation re: this victta, 
that wa. not captured alsewhare in this torm: 

28 
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WASBIHG'l'O. STATI 
OFFl:CK or 'I'R! A1"l'ORlmY G'XHERA.L 

SOXI CJ:DB INFORHATIOH , TRAClCl:NG S ,:(S'I'EX 

*.. lWL'l'IPLB OFF1mDEB SUPPLEKlm'l'A.Rt FORK * ** 
HITS , _______ ~ ___________ Coder. nama: ________________________ ___ 

Reportinq aqancy' ______________________________ __ 

Reporting agency" case nuabar(.)f ______________________________ _ 

9fFENDEB - 'lllCTIK BlSlATIOHBllU 

95. FrQa the list bel¢v indicate which category be.t de.cribe. the 
victim and ottender'a relation5hip? 

1 Ott~ wa. ____ 

1 Hu.band 
2 Wita 
l Ex~b.uabllnd 
4 Ex-vite 
S Comaon-lav hu.band 
6 Common-law wite 
1 Mothar 
8 rather 
9 Step-father 

10 Step-aother 
II Guardian 
12 Son 
13 Daughter 
14 Step ... on 
lS Stap-dauqhter 
15 In~lav 
11 Estranged spouse 

18 Brother 
U Sister 
20 other Fuily me.abeZ' _____ _ 
21 Boyfriend 
:12 Girltrbnd 
2l Friend. 
24 Kother'. boyfriend 
2!5 Kothar'. l1va-in boytrierxt 
25 !&by dtter 
27 HitChhiker 
28 Pro.titute 
29 ca.ual acquaintance 
lO Firat tiae acquaintan~ce~----
31 Ona ""ay acquaintance, victia 

doe. not know ottender 
32 Total stranger 81 Other ___________ ,_ 

OITEHJ)Q'S IPEMTIUCATlOl! fr ClL\RAQ'l'WSTXc:I 

97. Thi. is ottender of ottender(.) in this incident. 
(nWlLber) (total) 

98. The ottender: (it the ottender(.) is unknoyn/not seen 90 to #l72} 

1 is ~)ovn -- not seen 
2-18 unJcnovn -- .. en 3:::1. known to police but there i. inautticiant evidence to arra.t 
4 ___ i. known lett ar.a, police unable to locate 
5 ___ i. known lett aree, police lQcata hia but do not pur.ua 
6 ___ va. arre.ted but not charqed (P.A. decline) 
7 ___ ~ •• charqad but not arre.ted (tled unable to locate) 
8 ___ ~a. eharqed 1. awaiting trial 
9 ~.. tried and convicted 

10 ___ ~a. deceased at incident seane (,elf 1nt11Qted) 
ll ___ wn. killed at or ne.r scane by the police 12 ___ wa. killed tle.inq the .cene __________________________________ ___ 
13 was killed other ____________________ _ 
88:::otber -

1 
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99. otfonder'a namel __________ ~~~~~~--~~~----------------
(las~, firat, mIddle) 

100, Alias( •• ) (inclu~inq ~aidQn and prior .arried name.): .. 1, ______________________________________________ ___ 
2, ________________________ ~ ____________________ __ 
J. ______________________________________________ ___ 

102. Data ot birth: 1) 
2) 
3) 

(ao) Cda) (yr) 

99 ___ 0nabla to daterain. 

103. Aqa (or b •• t •• timat.) at time ot incident: ______ _ 

104. Race: 1 Black 
2-caucaaian 
3-Anlerican Indian 
4 ___ 0riantal/~ian 

10l5. Ethnic backqroun(tz _. __________________________ _ 

106. street: ______________________________________________ ~ ____ __ 

107. city: __________________________ loa. St.t., _____ 10~. Zip: ______ __ 

?ravioua ad~e.a~. durinq l •• t l5 yearaz 
110. Str.et: ___________________________________________________ __ 

111. City: ________ . ____ 1l2. Stata:_lll. Zip~ ___ _ 

stra.t: ___________________________ ~~~------~~~--------
City:_________________________ State:~ zlp' ______ __ 
stra.tl ____________________________ ~~~------~~~--------
City:__________________________ Stat.t_____ zipJ ______ __ 

:.iat the <.:iU •• anli .tat •• thll ottender hu viaite4 in hat S yra: 

114. City 115. stat. 115. When 1. ____________________________________ ___ 
2. ____________________________________ ___ 
J. ____________________________________ ___ 
4, ____________________________________ ___ 

2 



• 

• 

• 

220 

Foreiqn citi •• and countri •• lived in or traveled inl 

117. City 
l. 2.------------------------3. ______________________ __ 
4, _______________________ __ 

US. countri .. 

QUENPEB I S Pl1YS%CAL DMWWQlf AT TtMJ or tHCXJ)lJft 

120. Hd<]ht (or but e.tiu.t8) I tt in to 

99 ___ Unable to deteraine 

119. Wh.n 

___ tt. ____ in 

l21. Approx. w4iqhtl lb. g' ___ Unable to deteraine 

l22. Build: l ___ S.all (thin) 3 ___ Large (.tocky) 
2 ___ Kediua (Averaq.) g' ___ Unable to det.raine 

123. Hair lenqth: (check all that apply) 

1 ___ "0 hair ,bald or shaven) 
2 s41dinq 
3---Above collar 
4~collar lenqth 

3 '1'0 Shoulder. 
,:::pa.t .houldere 

9' ___ Onable to deteraine 

124. Hair .hade: 1 ___ Liqht 
2_KediWi 

3_Darlt 
9, ___ unable to d.t.rain. 

2'. Pr.dominant hair color: 

1 ___ Gray And or white 
2 Blond 
3-Red 
4=arovn 

126. 

127, Was w.arinq qlas ••• : (check all that apply) 

1 Non. 
2:::Pr •• eript1on 
:l conta~ 
"-Bifocal' 
S:::PlA.tic tra.e. 

6 K.tal tram. 
7-RiJll .. a 

sa-oth.r 
99 Unabl-.~t~o~d~e~t-.ra--rn~.-----------------

128. FAcial hair: (Check all that apply) 

I ___ Non. 3 S.ard 9' ___ Unable to d.t.rain. 2 ___ HU.tache 8' ___ 0ther __________________________________ _ 

'g, App.ared wall qrooaad: 

g9 ___ Unabl. to d.terain. 

3 
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Did the offender wear a disguise or mask: 

1 'Xu 
2=NO 99_Unable to dotat"1l1ne 

131. Was a dascrLption ot the offender'. clothinq obtained? 

132. Of tender" clothinq description at time of incident: 
(usinq the letters froa the color list below, place the latter for 
the appropriate color on the line tor the correapondinq oftendar 
clothinq it ... More than one color/letter may be u.e per article) 
(deecribe 10908 and brand nam •• in .pace provided) 

A) Whit •• 
B) Yellow. 
C) Green. 
D) Blu •• 

E) Purpl.s/Violat. 
1") Rad./oranqe. 
0) Browns/Tan. 
H) Grays/Blacu 

99) Unable to dateraine 

Color 
1 

Clothinq It .. 
l33. Special Characteriatics 

(spots, rips, brands,loqoa,etc.) 
2--3== "-5 

Shirt 
T-shirt 
Bloua. 
Bra 
Pantie. 6== 7 

Onder shorts __________________________________ __ 

Skirt 
pant, 8--

9-
lO­
ll-
12-88== 

Sockl 
Shoe. 
Jacket/coat 
HAt 
Other 

OFFENDER'S SCARS lJfD OR D:tR'l'1DWWi 

l34. Doe. the otfender hay. any scars and/or birthmarks (not tattoos): 

Location of scar. or birthmarx.: (Oslnq the tollowinq list, indicate 
the location of each scar or birtJuaarx in the spac. provided below) 

l) face, head, neck 
2) Arm(I), handes) 
3) Torso front 
4) Torso back 

S) suttoC" 
6) Feet or leq(l) 

88) Other 
99) Unable to determine 

135. Location l36. Description 

" 



• 

• 

• 

222 

~~FENOERIS TATTOOS 

137. )08. the o~~pnder have any tattoo.? 

~attoo 10cat10n. and de.ign.: 
(U.1nq the nu=ber. and letter. a. provid.d in the tvo li.t. below, 
indicat. the location ot each tattoo vith it. corre.pondinq numb.r 
and de.ign with the corr •• pondinq latter.) 

:~cation l} rac., h.ad, n.ck 

::>esiqn 

2) Ara(.), hand(.) 
3) Torso tront 
• ) Tor.o back 

A) Initial' or word. 
B) Numb.rcs) 

S) SuttOCQ 
6) r.et or l.q(.) 

88) Other 
99) Unable to d.t.rain • 

D) Oth.:-
99) Unabl-.-'t~o~d"".~t~e~rm~1.~n~.-

C) Pictur.(.) or de.ign(.) 

:'38. :'oca'l:1on 1~9. Oe.iqn 140. De.cription 

QFlENDEl! I a OU'l'STANDING PHYS rCAL FEATO.RU 

141. Did the otfender have outstandinq phy.ical teature. or va. there 
som.thinq about ~~. offend.r that would attract att.ntion? 

2_~O 

'FnN'DE:B I S MCl;GRQVHJ2 

99_Unabh to det.rmine 

:'42. S.xual hi.tory: (Ch.ck all that apply) 

1 Pr.pUb •• cant 
2-Heteros.xual 
3-Sisexual 
~=30ndaq. 

5 Homos.xual 
6-?ro.titute 
7-?rolliacuou. 
8:::~ran.v •• t1te 

9 A .. xual 
10=Pedophil. 
aa Oth.r 
9 !iI-t1nabl-.-t.,..o-d.,.. • ...,t-.~rm---:i~n-. 

:~3. H~. the ott.nd.r a. a juv.nil. or adult displayed syaptom. ot/or 
~.en tr.ated tor: (ch.ck all that apply) 

1 None 
2-X8ntal problama 
~:::sexual problams 

4 Alcohol probl ... 
s:::oruq probl ... 

39_0nabla to d.t.ndne 
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:44. Nas the ottender eV.r a mGmber ot a subvorsiv. qroup or qanq? 
(check all that apply) 

~ 

__ !lo 5 ___ R.liqiou. cult _________ ___ 

2 Y'outh 
3 =:.fOb/.'~yn-d-.ric~&~~=-:.~-------

IS Priaon 
'---T&rrorTI~at~--------------------

81-0th.r 
9~:::Unabl-e~t-o-d~et~.rm~~i=n=.-------------4 ___ ~otorcycl., ________________ __ 

~4S. Was the ott.nder employ.d at the tim. ot incid.nt: 

l_'i'. 

:~6. occupa~ion 

9g ___ 0nable to d.t.rmine 

14', Employ.r , city 

.,---------------------2. __________________ ___ 

148. Previous occupation 
1, ____________________ _ 

"I .,--------------------3, ___________________ _ 

150, Social security numb.rCa): 1, 

:5l. :~ilitary servic.: 

:._~o 

:Z_,\rmy 

2. 
3, 

99 ___ Unabl. to d.terain. 

6 National Guard 
'-Coaat Guard 3 ~avy 

~-~arine. 
S=.\ir tore. 

88 ____ 0th.r ________________ _ 

152. '1'1me in service: Froll, ________ to _______ _ 

2fYENPEB'S CR.tlm!AL HIS'1'QU 

'ias -:!l. offender, aa a -Illy.nill , ever arr.at.d and/or ,conviet.d 
ot a crim.? 

:53 • .:rillle 154. oat • l55. City l56. Stat. 
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~;a. the ottender, as an ~, ever arrested 4nd/or convicted ot 
!l crime? 

.157. ~:::ime lS8. Date 1159. city .. 160. state 

other than previou. arre.t. or conviction., do the polict lY,p.qt 
~~8 cttender ot any pa.t or pra.ant crime.? 

1.61. c:::ime 162. Oate 163. City l6-4. state 

:55. Wa. ~he Offender charged in another related ottenat, but not 
charged or eliminated troB thi. incident: 

166. At the time of thi. incident the of tender wa.: 

l ___ on parole or probation 
2 on furlough 
3-on work release - state 
4:::In a baltway hou.e 

:67. Offend.r',: 

'_An t.capee 
6 OUt on bail 
7=out on appeal bond 
a Non ottender .tatUi a a:::othI r ____________________ ___ 

1. FBI number: ____________ _ 

2. SID number~ ____________ _ 

Offender admits other seriou. crime(.): 

:68. Crime 169. City/state 170. Date ot crime 
1. __________________ _ 
2. __________________ _ 
3, ___________________ __ 
4. ____________________ __ 
S. __________________ __ 

1.72. 3y what mean. or type of vahiele did the offender Arriy. at the 
crime sctnt? (check All that apply) 

6_Airplane 
7 Walle 
a-Hitchhike 

sa-other 
9g:::Unabl-e~to~d~.~t~e~ra~i~n~e~-

7 
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3y ~hat means or type ot vehicle did the otfendar ~ the crime 
scane? (check all thAt apply) 

6_Airplane 
7 Walk 
a-Hitchhike 

SS-Other 
99:::unabl-e-t~o--d~a~t~.-rm--~~n-.~-

226. At the tima ot thi. incident was the ottender under the 
intluence ot? (check all tbat &pply) 

248) Oftander Arrest site (From the list belov, select a 
location that ba.t d.scribe. the looation ot arrest. 

!..ivinq Quarter.: 
1 Home/sinqle/family 
2 Duplex/triplex 
2 Aptl concto 
4 Mobile hOlDe 
S Roominq hou •• 
6 Dormitory 
7 Rast/nursinq homa 
8 Sanior citizen center 
9 Halfway house 

lO camper/trailer u other ______ _ 

au..iiiess: 
l2 Gas station 
l3 Liquor stor~ 
14 Fast food/convenience 
:S Restaurant/cott.. shop 
:6 Motal/hotel 
:1 Pavn shop 
18 Druq store/supply 
:9 Shoppinq canter/mall 
20 Ratail dept. store 
21 Food store/market 
22 Jewelry/fur 
23 BanJc/sav!nq. , loan 2' OtllU' ________ _ 

Entert.aIniant: 
25 Bar/niqbtclub/dance hall 
26 Stadium/auditoriua/theater 
27 Cuino 

PUblic P'rSlli •• z 
35 Church/lDi.sion 
36 School 
37 Hospital/medical center 
38 Mortuary 
39 PUblic restroo. 
40 PUblic qaraga 
41 S\ll:)Way / •• tro 
42 BArn/_tabla 
43 Sbad/Qutbuildin9 
44 Government buildin9 
45 parking lot 
46 Public buildinq 
47 Office building 
48 Poat ottic. 
4~ Other 

IndustrIal/comm.rcial/other: 
SO Warehouae/stora~, 
51 ou.p 
S2 Factory/mill/plant 
S3 OU:mpstar 54 Other ________ _ 

Tranaporta tIon: 
5S Motor v.nicle 
56 Boat 
57 AirpOt'1: 
58 Bua atation 
S9 Railroad property 
60 Other _______ _ 

2a Re.ore Military Installations 
,~ country club/pro sbop 51 Aray 
30 Mu.eu. 62 Navy 
31 Arcade 63 Air torce 
22 Sport center/health spa 64 Marines 
33 :raternal club 6S Coast Guard 
34 Other 66 Other 

99 Una}:)l~.-=-to~d~e:-:t~e:":'ril~·n.-

a 
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256) Oetendar arre.t site (Fro. the list baloW, select a 
location that best daecripsa the lOCAtion ot arre.t. 

1 Nona 
2 School qr~unds/campu. 
J Playground/park/zoo 
4 Vice aro. 
S Amu.ament park 
15 Circus/carnival. 
7 county/.tate tair 
8 Cupinq area 
9 Re.ort 

10 Freeway/toll road 
11 Paved .treet/hi9hw~y 
12 Alley 
13 Gravel/dirt road 
14 Sidewalk 
15 Trail/j09qinq path 
16 Bridqe 
17 Raat stop 
18 parking lot 
19 Railroad tracks 

20 Transportation canter 
21 Bus atop 
22 Wooded araa 
2 J Cuetsry 
24 QUarry 
2!5 lUne 
25 cave 
27 Well 
21 Fal."Jl/ranch 
2!) Orcharei 
30 Field 
31 Kanh/swlllP 
32 Beac.h/lUrina 
33 La.Jca 
34 River 
3!5 Stre..;creek 
35 canal/lnland. waterway 
sa Othar 
9~ Onabl.~to~d~a~t~a~ra~I~n-e---

If the arraat .ite was a re.idance,(any r .. idenee) .elact .. 
location ero. the li.t belOW that beat deacriba. that location. 

265) Oftander arre.t site (only it at raaidance) 

1 Nona/NA 12 Clos.t 
:2 Bedrooa 13 Porc:h/balcony 
3 Livin<J roOil 14 Garaqa/parkinq araa , Oininq rooa 15 Ba .... nt 
S Kitchen 15 Attic 
6 o.n/tu11y roo. 17 Root 
7 R.c rooa 18 sw1. pool/t.nnia court 
8 Utility roOil 19 Garden/yard 
9 Foyer/entry way 20 stairwell 

10 Library/.tudy 81 Other 
11 Hallway 99 Unable" to d.oualn. 

1_1. 

384. What 1. the otfender's saliva type? 

365. What ia the Rh tact or ot the ottlnder'. blood? 

9 
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~~2. :~ idon~ified, ~hon ~a. the ot~ender's name or any other !nformation 
that would lead to his/har identity, tirst mentioned in this case? 
'give date and time as close a. posaible) lit no offender I.D.ed 
10 to ,4H) 

.' ., .,J.., • 

.' . ., .... 

1) 
: mo I ~ ("Yr) 

_to_ hrlJ. 

~t ~hat point during the inve.tigation did the inve.tigator ~ 
on the ottend.r(.)? (Wa. it b.fora discov.ry ot the body, ~ithin 
hour., day. ~eex., etc., give date and time) 

:..)---­
:mo) (cia) (yr) 

_to_hr •• 

=! ~h. offender was arre.t.d, what was the arr •• t data and tim.? 

:)--- - 1111. hr •• 
\~o) {da) (yr) 

~15. 'las the offend.r contacted by police between the time ot the murd.r 
~nd the time he be cam. their prime suspect? 

!'_'le. - specify 99 ___ 0nable to d.t.rmin. 

·a6. 419. 
sy what agency 

417. 
When 

2_No 

418. 
Where Why 

420. ~t identifl.d, how was the id.ntity ot the offend.r d.v.lop.d? 
iit more than one, rat. th .. in order ot moat relevant to lea.t 
~elevant a. they relate to this ca •• , .1 b.ing .oat relevant) 

"--
'--

3--
9-

:'0--
, , 
-"'--:2 :3--
:.~--

:'5_ 
:5 :.,--
:.s-­
:'9--

:0= 

Offender not identifi.d 
Of!ender committ.d suicid. at the sc.n. 
Offender turned himself in b.tor. discov.ry of or at the crim. scan. 
:rom the victim b.fore d.ath or a surviving victim 
Offender ~a. caught in the act by the polic. 
Jffender was caught in the act by oth.rs 
Offender confes.ed to the polic. 
Offend.r gave an alibi that wa. retut.d by the polic. 
Offend.r conf •••• d to a second party who infora.d polic. 
The conte •• ion of a co-con.pirator 
An eyewitn ••• po.itively identified the otfend.r 
An .yewitne •• gave partial icl.ntitication ot off.nder 
From physical evid.nc. l.tt at the scene 
~roll circumstantial evid.nc. d.v.loped ov.r a period ot tim. 
~ft.r a time the otf.nder cam. forward/turnad hillaalt in to (police) 
:roll intoraation provided by a confidential intoraant 
Froll intoraation provid.d by oth.r intormants 
FrOll intoraation provided by inv •• tiqator'. own department ~ecord. 
~roa intormation provided by other ag.ncl'. 
'tfend.r int.rject.d h1m.elf into th. inve.tigation 

38 :jth.r 

':'0 
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421 •. tlaa ..:h. ottender identified as the result ot the investigator's 
at'fott., ratJler than by a .... itnGa. or int'ot1l14nt? 

422. It the identJty ot the oft'ender wal provided by an intormant, did 
the intormant? 

1 Come torward ot hi. own volition 
2---Coma forward due to investigative pres.ure applied by the police 
3---Cama torward due to pre.sura tro. personea) other thAn the police 

99:::Vnable to dete~ine 

~27. Wa. there a statement or an attaapt made to take a statement tro. 
the oUender? 

1 Ye. (an attaapt was made but offender retu.ed) 
2---1e. ,statement was spontaneous or made atter .iranda warning) 
3---~e. (statement made, improper or no miranda warning) 
4:::NO, the Ottender is unknown 
s ___ ~o, the investigation i. still on-going 
6 NO, the ottender is deceaaed 

99:::vnable to determine 

~28. !t the ottender gave a state.ant wal it: 

4 A statuant ot denial '-An alibi atat .. ent 
6~A a.lt deten.e stat .. ent 

g9 ___ 0nable to d.t.~ine 

1 ___ 1. full conte.sion 
2 A partial conteaaion 
3:::1. spontaneou. utterance 

429. It an alibi statement was taJcan tro. the offender waa it verified? 

1 Yes 
2:::NO, it was retuted 

3 ___ No reaaonable attempt made 
99 ___ 0nable to determine 

~34. :t polygraph teets were given ....hat were the results? 
(chec~ all that apply) 

l ___ A polyqraph teat/intervi.w lead to tho oftenderla I.D. 

2 _ottenderls teat was Qcored truthful 

3 oftenderls test was Icored inconcluaive -
4 ottender l • tatt WAS scored deceptive --
3 _otfender confused durinq the pre-tatt interview 

6 - ottender cont ... ed durinq the poat te.t interview 

7 ___ re.t re.ults verified oftanderla conte.aion 

~62. Ba.ed on your experience and the reault. at the inve.tigation ot 
thia ca •• , do you believe this ottender has ~ill.ct betore? 

1 Ye. (explain in narrative sumaary '466 of aain tara) 
2:::NQ 9' ___ Onable to deteraine 

11 
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~6S. The space belov is provided for item. that need additional 
explanation. (Each explanation must be proceeded by it's item number) 

COPER'S COMMENTS 

~66. Tha space provided belov is tor th~ coder to explain or summarize 
what he/ahe feels to be pertinent intormation re: this suspect that 
was not captured elsewhere in this tora: 
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H.I.T.S 
WASHINGTON STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

DEATH INVESTIGATION CASE FILE 

AGENCy _______________ CASE NO, ______ _ 

VJCnM(S)! ____ ~~::-::::-:::---__ -----__ --.:-.._-
DATE OCCURRED 
OCCURRED--'_'_ ADDRESSI_ .. _____________ _ 
ASSIGNED 
INVESTIGATOR(S)' ___________________ _ 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
SUBJECT SEcnON 

Major Incident . • . . . • • • • . • . . . . . 1 

Prosecutor Fact Sheet & Witness Ust 2 

Prosecutor Disposition Sheet •••••• 3 

Prosecutor Notification of Charges • . . 4 

Suspect Information •.. .' . • . . • • • . 5 

A) Persons Investigated Report 

8) Police Records Information 
I. F.B.I. Rap Sheet 

II. HITS Record Check 
III. Local Rap Sheet 
IV. Wasic NCIC Check 

C) Mug Photo 

Offense and Arrest Reports ....... 6 

FollOW Up Reports . . • • . . • . . . . . . 7 

Suspect Statements ••••.•. . . . . . 8 

Victim Informat/on ••.•........• 9 

A) Statements 
8) Medical or Autopsy Reports 
C) Rap Sheets 
D) Photos, I.D., Miscellaneous 

Wrtness Statements •.•........• 10 

A) In order as listed on Face Sheet 
8) Witness Rap Sheets • 

Persons Interviewed Reports 

SUBJECT SECTION 

Police Officers' Statements . . • • .. 11 

A) In order as listed on Face Sheat 

Evidence Sheets & Lab. Reports •• 12 

Photographs and Diagrams •.••• 13 

Vehlete Information • • • . . • . • . .• 14 

Search Warrants and Affidavits . •. 15 

Communications .•....•..••. 16 
A) Teletypes 
B) Police Bulletins 
C) Newspaper Clippings 
0) Correspondence 

Other Related Offense Reports • •• 17 

HITS Suspect Time Una . . . . . .. 18 

Copy of HrrS Form •...•...•. 19 

Miscellaneous Information •.•••. 20 

Original Notes • • • • • • • . • . • • .. 21 

----------------------~~ _______________________ 23 

____________________ ~24 
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Leave (H.I.T.S. *)~. This number will automatically 
be assigned by the computer at time of data entry. 

Date when you r.egeive a case file and H.I.T.S. 

Coder's name. Last name, first. 

position in P.O. or s.o. (i.e. detective, lieutenant, 
officer, detective sergeant). 

Agency with whom you are currently employed (include P.O. 
or s.o., i.e. SGatt1e P.o., King county P.O., Yakima 
s.O. ) 

6. Phone number at your agency. 
Log in. ~og out. Each time you beqin work on a given 
case, write in the start date and time on first line in 
space provided. If work is halted prior to completion of 
H.I.T.S. form, write in the time that you stopped on 
first line in space provided. When work is resumed, 
repeat this process. Each time work is started or 
stopped, enter the tim~. All times should be military 
time. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

ll. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 

17. 

The date that the H.I.T.S. form was completed. 

When the H.I.T.S. form is completed, add up the time 
segments from the log and enter the total time in the 
space provided. This should be in hours and minutes 
(e.g. 2:45 indicates thae it took 2 hours and 45 minutes 
to complete the H.I.T.S. form) 

Reporting agency's ORI number (if not already filled in, 
leave blank). 

Agency that completed the major investigation, Seattle 
P.o., King county P.O. etc. 

-15. Leave blank. 

Enter case number that is reported by the agency on 
official reports. 

Leave blank. 
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Enter the name of the investigator(s) who had the 
responsibility for the investigation of the case. 
Last name first. 

19. Leave blank. 

20. Unless advised otherwise, always mark number 1. 

'florIN INE0RM.J.U.2H 

The information reported in this section applies to a 
single victim. If there are multiple victims, fill out a 
separate H.I.T.S. ~multiple victim supplement- form for 
each additional victim. 

21. Self-explanatory. 

22. 

For items 22 - 26, follow the procedures outlined below: 

Use 6 digits for all dates (i.e. 06-24-81) and military 
time. (i.e. 1715 hrs.) 

If exact date is known, u~~ ~~~~¢t Date- space. If exadt 
time is known, use -Exact Time- space. 

When the exact date is ~t known, use the -Approx Date­
spaces placing the earliest possible date in the first 
space and the latest possible date in the second space. 
When the exact time is UQt known, use the -Approx Time­
spaces • 

Initial contaQt; 
The exact or approximate date/time that the offender and 
victim make contact initiating this incident. (For 
example, if a boyfriend kills his girlfriend, report the 
date and time that this incident began, not the date they 
first met. 

Victim last seen: 
23. The exact or approximate date/time that any witness, 

other than the offender, reports that the victim was last 
alive. For example, this may include visual sightlngs, 
telephone conversations, official documents (like traffic 
citations, FIR's, jail records) etc. 
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Initial assault: 
24. The exact or approximate date/time that the victim was 

assaulted by any offender in this case. The initial 
assault is any action by the offender, either at the time 
of, or after the initial contact when the offender 
kidnaps or assaults the victim in any manner. 

Death/MaJor Assault: 
25. The exact or ~pproximate time that the victim died. (If 

the victim is a survivor of an attack when another person 
is a murder victim, ·X· out the item number and leave all 
spaces blank.) 

26. Victim/Body Foun~; 
The exact or approximate time that the vic~im was found. 
The victim/body recovery site is the location where 
police, medics, or witnesses find the victim deqad or 
alive, ~ to transportation to a medical facility or 
morgue. For example, if a living victim is found shot 
outside a bar, transported to a hospital for treatment, 
and dies enroute or at the hospital, the body recover 
site is the bar, not the hospital. If the body recovery 
site and last known location are the same, write ·same*. 

27. Self-explanatory. 

28. 

29. 

If an attempt was made by any person to report the victim 
as a missing person or runaway juvenile and no report was 
taken by the police agency, enter the date of the first 
attempt • 

If a formal report was taken by a police agency, enter 
the date the report was made. 

30. If unsuccessful attempts were made to make a formal 
report to any police agency, enter the number of times an 
effort was made to report the victim as a missing person 
or runaway juvenile. 

31. The date that the police began ~ type of investigation 
that focused on possible foul play involving the victim. 
For example, if the victim was reported to have been 
kidnapped and was later found dead and the police had 
started a kidnapping investigation, then the date that 
the kidnapping investigation began should be 
reported. However, if there was no investigation beyond 
taking an initial case report (i.e a missing person 
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Use the best information possible to determine the 
victim's race. If the race is not one of the five 
listed, check Wother* (88) and write in the victim's race 
in the space provided. tf you are uncertain what the 
victim's race is, check 99. 

This includes Jamaican, Norwegian, Irish etc. If there 
is nothing to suggest that the victim had specific ethnic 
characteristics, *x' out the item number and leave the 
space blank. 

-49. This item refers to the victim's permanent address 
at the time of death. If the victim had no permanent 
address, put *transient' in the space after 'street' and 
write in the city, state and zip code in which the victim 
normally 'hung out', If the victim did not appear to be 
a transient, but there is no known address, write in 
·unknown' in space after 'street' and 'x' out Nos. 47-49. 

This item refers to the victim's last known residence. 
'Single-family dwelling' is any type of permanent 
unattached domicile inclUding houses, mobile homes on a 
foundation, floating homes, log cabins, etc. If more 
than one family lives in a house or mobile home, it is 
still considered a *single family dwelling,' 

'Multi-Family dwelling' is any type of domicil& that is 
part of a larger building in which other persons reside, 
such as a condominium or apartment. 

'Temporary or transient housing' is any type of location 
where residents can arrange to stay for less than a one 
month period (i.e. motel, rescue mission, welfare hotel) 
or any type of non-permanent living situation such as a 
foster home or a shelter for battered women, even if the 
foster home or shelter is in a single or multi-family 
dwelling. 

'Motor vehicle' is any type of non-permanently secured 
motorized conveyance or trailer, such as a motor home, a 
car, a fifth wheel l etc. 

-Street' indicates that the victim had no permanent 
residence and was not staying in any sort of temporary or 
transient housinq at the time ot attack. This can 
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include living in woods, an abandoned building, cardboard 
shacks (i.e. hobo jungle) etc. 

-other- should be checked whenever the victim's abode 
does not fit one of the other categories (e.g. boat, 
plane). Provide a brief description of the type of 
dwelling in the space provided. 

If the file does not provide adequate information to make 
a determination of the victim'e residence, check 99. 

51. -54. List the victim's three most recent ~reyious 
addresses, entering the most recent first. 

52. 
53. 
54. 

VICTIM'S PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

Use a hierarchy of best available source for the 
information in this section. Autopsy reports and related 
documentation are 1; official documents such as drivers 
licenses or I.D. cards are 2; police officer witnesses 
are 3; family member or close personal friends witnesses 
are 4; and other witnesses are 5. 

55. Self-explanatory. 

56. Self-explanatory. 

57. This item refers to the physique of the victim regardless 
of height. For example, a 5 foot tall, 250 lb. male 
would be large. 

SS. If victim was completely bald or had a shaved head, check 
1 only. If victim was balding, check 2 ~ whatever 
number corresponds to the length of the remaining hair. 

59. Refers to shade, nQt col~r (e.g. light brown). 

60. Self-explanatory. 

61. This item only applies to ~nidentified dead bodies or 
missing persons. If the identity of the victim is known, 
then ·X· out this item number. 
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If there is no information in the case file about 
eyewear, check 99. 

VICTIM'S SCARS 

63. Self-explanatory. 

64. -65. Include all scars and/or birthmarks reported. In 
the spaces under -Location- put the number that 
corresponds to the location of the scar or birthmark 
followed by a brief description under -Description-. 
(i.e. 2- by 1- oval burn scar on the chest would be 
reported as 3 under -Location- and as a-2- by 1- oval 
burn scar- under -Description-.) If the scar/birthmark is 
on a location not listed, use 88 and include the location 
in the description (i.e. if victim had a two inch scar on 
his penis you should write 88 in the location space and 
-2- scar on penis- in description spaces. 

65. 

If there is no information in the case file re scars­
birthmarks, check 99. 

VICTIM'S TATTOOS 

66. Self-explanatory. 

67. 

68. 
69. 

-69. Include all tattoos reported in the case file. In 
the spaces under -Location- put the number that 
corresponds to the location of the tattoo. In the spaces 
under -Design-, put in the letter that corresponds to the 
design of that tattoo. In the spaces under -Description· 
briefly describe the tattoo. (i.e. A 3- high tattoo of 
an anchor on the left upper arm is entered: 3 under 
-Location·, ·C· under -Designs·, and -anchor- under 
·Description-.) 

VICTIM'S OUTSTANDING PHYSICAL FEATURES 

70. Refers to permanent unusual physical features, such as 
missing digit, a glass eye, gravelly voice, obese, very 
short, etc. Behavioral characteristics such as -walking 
lightly- or -heavy breather- should not be reported here. 
If the victim had outstanding physical features report 
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them by checking Myes M and give a brief description in 
the space provided. 

VICTIM'S CLOTHING 

71. -72. These items are concerned with the way that the 
victim usuall~ dressed. Do DQt surmise this from the 
victim's clothing at time Of death. Answers other than 
99 should be reported only when an acquaintance's 
description of usual attire is included in the case file. 

72. 

73. 74. These items apply ~ to victims who are 
missing unidentified. 

74. 

VICTIM'S BACKGROUND 

75. Check only those sexual acts that can be reasonably 
surmised trom the case file. For example, if the victim 
was a male prostitute who wore women's clothes, catered 
to male customers and had sexual relations with a live-in 
female friend, you would check 'si-sexual, Prostitute, 
Promiscuous, and Transvestite'.) If there is no mention 
of sexual history, check 99. 

76. Self-explanatory. 

77 • 

78. 

-78. If the victim was employed, report his/her 
occupation in 77 and the employer and city where the 
victim worked in 78. If the victim had more than two 
jobs, write 'cont. on back' and write them on the back. 

79. -80. If partial information regarding either occupation 
or employer is available, report the available 
information and place an 'X' in the corresponding space 
for which no information is available. 

80. 

81. Report all Social Security numbers used by the victim. If 
it is known that one is correct, or is most likely to be 
correct, enter it in the first blank. 
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82. self-explanatory. 

83. If the dates IOf service are known, write in the year of 
entry and year of discharge in the appropriate space. If 
the dates of service are not known, ·x· out this item. 

84. Abuse consists of any pattern of Use of any illegal 
drugs, a pattern of excessive use of prescr~ption or 
O.T.C. drugs (i.e. exceeding medical guidelines for 
proper use), or a pattern of excessive use of alcohol 
(i.e. more than casual drinking). 

Check ·No· only if it is st~ted in the case file that 
victim did not have a histo~:il' of drug or alcohol abuse. 
If there is no mention of history of drug or alcohol 
abuse, check 99. 

85. Use any source in the case file to obtain information for 
this item. For example a witness may report that the 
victim had been drinking heavily just prior to the 
incident. In this case Ralcohol- would be checked. 
Check -Nothing R only if it is stated in the case file 
that the victim was definitely not under the influence of 
drugs or alcohol. If there is no mention of drug or 
alcohol intoxication or if there are conflicting 
accounts, check 99. 

66. The definition of -subversive group or gang· is: Any 
group or gang that represent(s) (ed) itself as anti-police 
or anti-establishment or whose members regularly engage 
in unlawful activity as prt of gang busines. and/or 
lifestyle. (Le., Symbionese Liberation Army, Bloods, 
Crips, Hells Angels, etc.) 

Check the most appropriate category and write in the 
specific name of the group or gang the offender was/is 
associated with. (i.e. If the offender was a member of 
a juvenile gang such as the Bloods, check ·Youth- and 
write in ·Bloods D • If the offender was a member of the 
Hells Angels motorcycle gang, check -Motorcycle· and 
write in RHells Angels·. If he/she Was a member of both 
gangs, fill in both categories. 

Prison should be checked only when the individual serves 
time in a state or federal facility ~ was a member of a 
prison gange during at least part of that time. 
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VICTIM'S CRIMIN~L HISTORY 

87. -94. A juvenile is less than 18 years old; an adult is 
18 years or older. If the victim has a juvenile record, 
report all arrests in the spaces provided for 87, 88, 89 
and 90. 

88. 
89. 
90. 
9l. 
92. 
93. 
94. 

If the victim has an adult record, report all arrests in 
the spaces provided tor 91, 92, 93 and 94. 

For items 88 and 91 in spaces under -Crime·, report the 
common name of the crime from official records, not the 
penal code section (i.e. if the victim had been arrested 
for drunk driving, -D.W.I.- would be the proper response, 
not R.C.W. 46.61.502). It the arrest was related to a 
domestic problem, enter -D.V.· in parenthesis after the 
type of crime (i.e. if victim had been arrested for 
striking her husband with a towel, the proper response 
would be -simple assault (D.V.)·. 

If there are no reports of juvenile and adult criminal 
history in the case file, -x· out the numbers and leave 
the spaces blank. 

Under 88 and 92 -Date-, enter the month, day, and year of 
arrest. 

Under 89 and 93 wCity·, enter in the city where the ~ 
occurred • 

Under 90 and 94 -state-, enter in the state where the 
crime occurred. 

95. Use all numbers and letter§ without spaces to write the 
number. 

OFFENDBR IHPORMATION 

Offender is defined as and includes arrestee(s) I 

perpetrator(s)or any all person the investiq~ has 
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reasonable cause to believe is responsible for or 
participates in the commission of the murder. 

Types of individuals to be reported as offenders include, 
but are not limited to, those who actively participate in 
the murder, look-outs, -get-away- car drivers, the 
-employer- in a murder for hire scheme, and co­
conspirators. 

If there are multiple offenders, complete a separate 
H.I.T.S. -multiple offender supplement- for each 
additional offender. 

Fill in as per directions in H.I.T.S. form. If 20 (other 
family member), 29 (Casual acquaintance), or 88 (other) 
is checked, provide a brief description in the 
appropriate space (i.e. 20 other Family Member ~). 

This item I.D.'s the particular offender for which the 
offender items will apply. Example: ~ of Qi offenders 
means that this is offender number 2 of 4 total offenders 
for this H.I.T.S. incident. 

Check the item that best describes the status of the 
offender. Categories 6, 7, 8 and 9 refers only to 
arrests and charges for ~ murder incident. 

-Unknown - not seen---Any offender who is not known by 
name to the police ~ who was not reported to have been 
seen by any witness. 

-Unknown - seen- -- Any offender who is not known by name 
to the police but who was reported to have been seen and 
described or partially described by a witness. 

-Known to police, insufficient evidence- -- Any offender 
who is known by name to the police ~ legal probable 
cause to arrest him or her for this murder does not yet 
exist. 

-Known to police, left area, police unable to locate- -­
Any offender who is known by name to the police And who 
is known to have left the general area where the murder 
occurred and the police are not aware of the general area 
where he or she is currently located. 

-Known, left area, police locate but do not pursue­
Any offender who is known by name to police ~ who is 
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known to have left the general area where the crime 
occurred and the police are aware of at least the general 
area where he or she is located ~ they choose not to 
pursue the offender. (i.e. A named suspect in a Yakima 
murder is known to have fled to San Diego, California 
where his mother resides and the investigator makes no 
attempt to notify San Diego authorities, get arrest 
warrant, etc.) 

-Arrested but not charged- -- Any offender who was 
arrested ~ ~ murder ~ the prosecutor did not tile 
formal charges against him/her or prosecutor otherwise 
declines to prosecute prior to the start of trial. 

-Charged but not arrested- -- Any offender who has murder 
charges filed against him or her in connection ",ith this 
incident but the police have not yet taken him or her 
into custody. 

·Charged awaiting trial- -- Any offender who has had 
formal charges riled against hi. or her, was arrested by 
the police, ~ whose case has yet to be resolved in the 
court system. 

-Tried and convicted- -- Any offender who was formally 
adjudicated as guilty in connection with this murder. 
This includes guilty pleas as well as convictions at bar. 

-Deceased at incident- -- Any offender who kills self at 
the crime scene. (Suicide at other locations would be 
reported in 13 -killed other*.) 

-Killed at or near scene by police- -- Any offender who 
is killed by law enforcement officers in the immediate 
proximity of crime scene or while fleeing the scene. 

-Killed fleeing scene- -- Any offender who died while 
leaving the crime scene. (i.e. -12- Killed fleeing the 
scene in a Traffic occident or Killed by witness in 
pursuit. 

·Was killed other' -- Any offender who is known by the 
police to have died by any means prior to having been 
adjudicated as guilty. Give brief description of 
circumstances of death (i.e. died by disease, killed in 
other incident). 
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NotherN -- Any offender whose status in the investigation 
does not fit any of the other 13 categories. Give a 
brief description. 

If the offender has not been formally identified w~w out 
this item and leave the space blank. However, if only 
alias(es) or nicknames are known, record them in item 
100. 

Any and all aliases, nicknames, street names, gang names, 
etc. should be included. (i.e. if the co-conspirator in 
a commercial robbery reters to his partner as IIBi9 AI., 
enter IIBig Alii,) 

Self-explanatory. 

If offender used multiple birth dates, include all of 
them. If the correct birth date is known, or one seems 
most likely accurate, place it in the first space. If no 
birth date is known, check 99. 

If no exact age is given, use the following prioritized 
sources, for selecting an estimated age: 1) M.E. or 
coroner: 2) investigator: 3) witnesses. If unable to 
make an estimate, ·x· out the item number. 

Use the best information possible to determine the 
offender's race. If the race is not one of the five 
listed, check NotherN (88) and write in the victim's race 
in the space provided. If you are uncertain of the 
offender's race, check 99 • 

If there is evidence that the offender has a specific 
ethnic background, write it in the space provided. This 
includes nationality (i.e. Jamaican, Greek, Irish, etc.). 

106. -109. This item is the offender's ~ermanent address at 
the time of the incident. If the offender had no 
permanent address, put ·transientll in the space after 106 
(·street W ) and enter the city, state and zip code in 
which the offender normally hung out in items 107 - 109 
If the offender did not appear to be a transient, but 
there is no known address, enter ·unknown N in item 106 
and ·X· out 107- 109. 

107. 
108. 
109. 
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-113. Include most recent prior address first. Use same 
gUidelines as those 106 - 109. If more room is needed, 
use the back 0f the page. 

114. -116. Report all locations in the United states over 50 
miles away from the offender's residence where he or she 
is known to have visited in the 5 years prior to the 
murder; include both city and state. If the city is 
unknown but the state is known, report the state and ·X· 
out the city. Under ·When* report month and year of the 
visit in 4 digit form (i.e. June 1980 should be reported 
as 06-80). If year only is known,write in the year only. 
It neither is known, ·x· out item 116. 

115. 
116. 
117. -119. Report all cities outside of the united states 

that the offender is known to have visited in the five 
years prior to the murder. If the nation is known but 
the city is not, report the nation and ·X· out the city. 
Under *When*, report the month and year of the visit in 
the same manner used in 116. 

118. 
119. 

For 114 through 119, do not include information already 
reported in ·previous addresses·. 

OfFENDER'S PHYSICAL PESCRIPTION 

120. 
121. 

122. 

123. 

Use a hierarchy of best available sources for the 
information in this section. Autopsy reports and related 
documentation are 1; official documents such as drivers 
licenses or I.D. cards are 2; police officers are 3; 
family members or close personal friends are 4; and other 
witnes!les are 5. 

Self-explanatory. 
This item refers to the physique of the victim regardless 
of height. For example, a 5 foot tall, 250 lb. male 
would be large. 

Self-explanatory. 

If the offender was completely bald or had a shaved head, 
check 1 only. It offender was balding, check 1 and 
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whatever number dorresponds to the length of the 
remaining hair. 

124. Hair shade refers to the shade of a particular color 
(i.e. light brown). 

125. 

126. 

127. 

128. 

129. 

130. 

131. 

132. 
133. 

Self-explanatory. 

Report aU types of eyewear the offender is known to wear 
including what was worn during crime. If the offender is 
not named but was seen by witnesses, report all 
variations of eyewear reported in the descriptions given. 

If the offender is not named, but was seen by witness, 
report all variations in facial hair reported in the 
descriptions given. If a male off~nder had a few days 
growth but not a full mustache or beard, check 88 
(WOtherW) and report it as wfew days growthw. If an 
offender had a full beard (including growth on upper lip) 
check both 2 (WMustacheW) ang 3 (WBeardW) 

The general overall appearance of offender at the time of 
the incid€!nt. 

At the time of the incident. 

-133. These items are not filled out when thge police 
immediately arrest the offender at the scene. 

9FFENDER'S SCARS AND/OR BIRTHMARKS 

134. Self-explanatory. 

135. -136. Include all scars and/or birthmarks reported. In 
the spaces under -Location- put the number that 
corresponds to the location of the scar or birthmark 
followed by a brief description of it under 
wDescription-. It there is no information in the case 
file about scars-birthmarks, check 99. (i.e. wA 2- by 1W 

oval burn scarw on the chest would be reported as 3 under 
-location w and AS a w2 w by 1- oval burn scar- under 
-Description- .) 
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136. 

OFFENO~~S TATTOOS 

137. Self-explanatory. 

138. -140. Include all tattoos reported in the case file. In 
the spacea under 'Location' put the number that 
corresponds to the location of the tattoo. In the spaces 
under 'Design' put in the letter that corresponds to the 
design of that tattoo. In the spaces under 'Description' 
brietly describe the tattoo. (i.e. A 3' high tattoo of 
an anchor on the left upper arm enter 2 under 'Location-, 
·C' under 'Designs', and 'anchor' under 'Description'.) 

139. 
140. 
141. Refers to permanent unusual physical features, such as 

missing digit, a glass eye, gravelly voice, ohese, very 
short. etc. Behavioral characteristics such as 'walking 
lightly' or 'heavy breather' should not be reported here. 
If the offender had outstanding physical features, after 
checKing 'yes', give a brief description in the space 
provided. 

OFFENDER'S BACKGROUND 

142. CheCK only those sexual acts that can be reasonably 
surmised from the case file. For example, if the victim 
was a male prostitute who wore women's clothes, catered 
to male customers and had sexual relations with a live-in 
female friend, you would cheCK 'Bi-sexual, Prostitute, 
promiscuous, and Transvestite'.) If there is no mention 
of sexual history, cheCK 99. 

143. If the case file contains reports or statements by family 
members, neighbors, or acquaintances of unusual behavior, 
or the case file contains records of treatment for any of 
these problems, include them here. If it is clear 
offender has no past history, check 1 (None); if it is 
unclear, cheCK 99 (Unable to determine). 

144. The definition of ·subversive group or gang· iS$ Any 
group or gang that represent(s) (ed) itself as anti-police 
or anti-establish~ent or whose me~ers regularly engage 
in unlawful activity as a part of gang business and/or 
lifestyle. (i.e., symbionese Liberation Army, Blooas, 
Crips, Hells Angels, etc.) 
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Check the most appropriate category and write in the 
specific name of the group or gang the offender was/is 
associoted with. (i.e. If the offender was a member of 
a juvenile gang such as the Bloods, check Wyouth* and 
write in -Bloods-. If the offender was a member of the 
Hells Angels motorcycle gang, check -motorcycle- and 
write in Hells Angels. If he/she was a member of both 
gangs, fill in both categories. 

Prison should be checked only when the individual serves 
time in a state or federal facility nn£ was a member ot a 
prison gang during at least part of that time. 

145. Self-explanatory. , 

146. -147. If the offender was employed, report his/her 
occupation in 146 and the employer and city where the 
offender worked in 147. If the victim had more than two 
jobs, write ~cont. on back- and write them on the back. 

147. 

148. 

149. 

150. 

151. 

152. 

-149. Follow the same procedures outlined for 146 and 147 
only report last occupations. 

Report all Social security numbers for the offender. 
List the most correct first • 

Self-explanatory. 

If the dates of service are known, write in the year of 
entry and year of discharge in the appropriate space. If 
the dates of service are not known, ·x· out this item. 

153. -160. A juvenile is less than 18 years old; an adult is 
18 years or older. If the offender has a juvenile 
record, report all arrests in the spaces provided for 
153, 154, 155 and 156. 

If the' offender has an adult record, report all arrests 
in the spaces provided for in 157, 158, 159 and 160. 

For items 153 and 157 in spaces under *Crime-, report the 
common name ot the crime from official records, not the 
penal code section (i.e. if the offender had been 
arrested for drunk driving, -D.W.I.- would be the proper 
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response, not R.C.W. 46.61.502). If the arrest was 
related to a domestic problem, enter WO.V.W in 
parenthesis after the type of crime (i.e. if offender had 
been arrested for striking her husband with a towel, the 
proper response would be wsimple assault (o.V.)·.) 

If there are no reports of juvenile and adult criminal 
history in the case file, ·xw out the numbers and leave 
the spaces blank. 

Under 154 and 158 ·Date~, enter the month, day, and year 
of arrest. 

Under 155 and 159 ·City·, enter in the city where the 
~ occurred. 

Under 156 and 160 ·State·, write in the state where the 
~ occurred. 

-164. Self-explanatory. 

A ·yes· response indicates one of two types of 
situations: (1) a serial murderer who is charged with 
murder in another jurisdiction but he has not been 
arrested or cleared in this case (i.~. Bundy charged in 
Florida but not arrested in Washington), or (2) this case 
is a robbery-murder and the offender is charged with the 
robbery but not with murder. 

166. self-explanatory • 

. 167. Use all nUmber§ and letters without spaces to ~rite the 
number. 

168. -170. Report any cl"imes to which the offender cor. tesses 
Qyt has DQt been ar.rested for. (i.e. adaits to committing 
a robbery in Spokane in June of 1986). Report the type 
ot crime, city and state in Which it occurred, and date 
in the spaces provided. 
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170. 

250 

VEHICLE INEORMATION 

171. A vehicle is considered to have been Y..rullt if: 1) any 
offender utilizes the vehicle to approach the victim 
and/or the location of contact with the victim; 2) any 
offender utilited the vehicle to flee the contact, 
assault, release, death or body disposal site; 3) 
the vehicle was utilized as a weapon to assault the 
victim; 4) the vehicle was utilized by the offender to 
transport the victim at any t1m~ after initial contact; 
or 5) the vehicle was the initial contact, assault, held 
captive, death or body disposal site. 

172. -173. Self-explanatory. 
173. 

174. 

175. 

Use D.O.L. information, or information from face sheets 
and witnesses' reports to obtain this information. 
Report the age of the vehicle at the time when the crime 
occurred. Vehicles 0-3 years old are newer/late models, 
4-7 years old are 4 to 7 years old, 8 years and older are 
older models. 

This item is concerned with who owned the vehicle. If 
any offender owned the vehicle, check 1. If a victim was 
the owner, check 2. 

A 'borrowed' vehicle is one that is registered to neither 
the offender nor the victim ang is not stolen. If the 
vehicle had been borrowed by the offender or was drivsn 
at the time by a friend of the offender, check 3. If the 
vehicle had been borrowed by or was driven by a friend of 
the victim, check 4. 

A 'stolen' vehicle is one that is registered to neither 
an offender nor a victim, and neither had the owner's 
permission to use the vehicle. 

176. -181. Self-explanatory. 
177. 
178. 
179. 
180. 
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181. 

182. 

183. 

184. 

185. 

186. 

187. 
188. 
189. 
190. 
191. 
192. 
193. 
194. 
195. 
196. 
197. 
198. 
199. 
200. 
201. 
202. 
203. 
204. 
205. 
206. 
207. 
208. 
209. 

251 

Use only D.O.L. records and officers' reports for this 
item. 

self-explanatory. 

If vehicle has only one color, write the color in QQ1h 
spaces. If the vehicle was a pick-up truck with camper 
shell, enter color of shell in space for ·top·. If three 
color car, enter top color first, then middle color, then 
bottom color. If more than 3 colors, enter 'multi­
color'. 

Self-explanatory. 

Include any unusual features of vehicle such as pin 
striping, decals, mag wheels, missing a bumper, cracked 
windshield, etc. 

-209. If additional Vehicles were used report the 
pertinent information in items 186 - 209 follow the same 
directions above as for vehicle 1 items 174 - 185. 
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IF MORE THAN 3 VEHICLES WERE USED, RECORD INFORMATION 
PERTAINING TO ITEMS 200-204 AliQ ~ INFORMATION, FOR 
ADDITIONAL VEHICLES ON THE REVERSE SIDE OF PAGE. 

210, -213. If any vehicle was used in any of the ways 
delineated in 210-213, indicate which vehicle by checking 
the appropriate space. 

211. 
212. 
213. 

OFFENSE M.O. 

OFFENDER'S AEPROACH 

214. -219. This item applies ~ to communications for the 
apparent purpose of taunting, threatening, teasing, 
ransoming, extorting, gaining publicity, etc. (i.e. 
Examples are: (1) Unknown offender writes to a 
newspaper informing them that 'Zodiac' shot the victi~, 
and others will pe similarly assassinated. (2) Offender 
says he will kill wife is she tries to leave. When she 
tries to leave her father is present and the offender 
kills the father. (3) Hate group states they will kill 
the next 'cop' that hassles them. Subsequently a member 
of the group kills a police officer.) 

215. 
216. 
217 • 
218. 
219. 
220. Prior conflicts are negative interactions more serious 

than the minor disagreements that ocur regularly in most 
individuals lives •• 

Nu~ber 88, 'Other conflicts' includes such things as 
verbal altercations, arguments, business disputes, etc. 
If there were 'Other conflicts', check number 88 and 
specify the nature of the conflict in space provided. 

221. The offender's approach to the victim is the initial 
contact in the chain of events that led to the victim's 
death. If a victim and offender had known each other for 
three years when the offender shot the victim, the 
specific approach that led directly to the assault is 
reported here. (i.e. Husband immediately assaults wife 
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222. 

223. 

224. 

225. 

226. 

253 

would be nUmber 4.) Whenever categories 1, 2 or 3 are not 
appropriate, check category 4. Thus, conflicts that 
escalate to murder should be reported as 4. 

This item applies ~ if answer 2 in question 221 was 
checked. 

This item applies ~ if answer 3 in question 221 was 
checked. If the offender laid in wait, bided his time 
until victim went to sleep and then attacked the victim 
check the appropriate category - 1 and 4. 

This item applies ~ if answer 4 in question 221 was 
checked. It applies to the first and only the first 
assaultive act. Thus, any assaultive acts after initial 
contact should DQt be reported here. 

Describe what the victim was doing at the time of initial 
contact with the offender or when last seen (i.e. dancing 
at disco, walking down street). 

Use any source to obtain information for this item. For 
example, a witness reports that the offender had been 
drinking heavily just prior to the incident. In this 
case 1 (alcohol) is checked. If there is no mention of 
drug or alcohol intoxication or if there are conflicting 
accounts, check 99. 

EVENTS AT ASS~ULT SITE 

227. *Disable* inclUdes cutting lines, shutting off power 
sources, ripping phones from wall, turning off alarm, 
etc. 

228. -Ransacked- means an offender vigorously searches any 
portion of the location ~ in the process significantly 
displaced items in the area in which the search was 
conducted, or if an officer says the location had been 
ransacked in a report. 

*Vandalized* means an offender purposefully destroyed or 
damaged any property gng the damage was not caused in the 
immediate process of the assault. ~, if an officer says 
the location had been vandalized in a report. Items 
damaged in a fight should not be included here. If 
tables and chairs were broken in a struggle, this would 
nQt be checked. (see *Disturbed* below.) 
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-BurnedW should be checked when any property was burned, 
whether it appeared that the fire was set purposely or by 
accident. 

-Undisturbed- is defined as no remarkable disruption of 
the normal state of order !2t ~~. If the assault 
site was a drug -shooting ~allery· strewn with needles 
and other drug paraphernalia, enter ·undisturbed- because 
this is the normal state of order for such a location. 

-Disturbed- is defined as ~ remarkable disruption of 
the normal state of order and the disruption was llQt the 
result of ransacking, acts of vandalism, or fire. Such 
disruption could have been either intentional or 
unintentional. This refers only to disruption caused by 
things other than victim's or suspect's blood or other 
body tissue, bullet holes, etc. that were simply -messy­
results of the assault. However, if the victim 
struggled with the offender and in the process tables, 
lamps, chairs, tree branches, etc. were knocked over or 
broken, enter- disturbed-, 

If the evidence in the case file is insufficient to draw 
a conclusion about the state of order, enter -Unable to 
determine-. 

229. Destroying or attempting to destroy evidence is wiping up 
blood, burning down the building in which the assault 
took place, etc. (other tbAn hiding victim's body) that 
were done by the offender or an accomplice • 

~OGRAPHIC LOCATION 

If the location is not a street address, enter best 
possible description of location, i.e. 1800 block Dravus, 
woods to north of 57th street and east ~f 19th Avenue, 
etc. 

230. -234 Enter the location that any official document or 
person, other than the offender, reported that the victim 
was last heard from or seen alive. This can include 
overhearing conversations, conversations on telephones, 
etc. 

231-
232. 
233. 
234. 
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235. -239. The victim/body recovery site is the location where 
police, medics, or witnesses find the victim dead or 
alive, p'rior to transportation to a medical facility or 
morgue. For example, if a living victim is found shot 
outside a bar, transported to a hospital for treatment, 
and dies enroute or at the hospital, the body recovery 
site is the bar, not the hospital. If the body recovery 
site and last known location are the same, write 'same' 
across 235-239. 

236. 
237. 
238. 
239. 
240. 

241. -256. If the type of location for a given site is not 
listed, enter the number that corresponds to 'other' and 
write a description in the space. 

242. 
243. 
244. 
245. 
246. 
247. 
248. 
249. 

250. 

For example, if the initial contact site was a book 
store t since it is a business but is not an option listed 
under 'business', enter 24 after 'initial contact site' 
and enter 'book store' in the space. 

For items 249-256 an additional 36 types of locations are 
provided that do not fit into any of the categories 
listed for items 241-248. (i.e. The initial contact site 
was a gas station parking lot. You would answer 242 ~ 
and 253~. If the initial contact site was a beach 
or marina, 'X' out 241 and answer 253 ~ • 

If the type of location doesn't appear in either list ·x' 
out the proper number 241 - 248 amd, enter 88 and write 
the description in the space provided after the site 
location for proper number 249 - 256. 

If the type of location is unclear from the case file, 
place 99 in the appropriate space. 
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251. 
252. 
253. 
254. 
255. 
256. 

256 

257. If the victim was homeless, check *no'. 

258. -265. Self-explanatory. 
259. 
260. 
261. 
262. 
263. 
264. 
265. 

266. If the point of entry was established, check the 
appropriate response category and write a brief 
description of the location and method (i.e. 1) kicked in 
front door QA smashed bedroom window: 2) climbed in ~ 
window .Ql: ~ pass m .QIl ~ ~) • 

267. -280. Self-e~~lanatory. 

268. 
269. 
270. 
271. 
272. 
273. 
274. 
275. 
276. 
277. 
27S. 
279. 
280. 

281. -285. These items are distance estimates. For distances 
under 1/4 mile, use approximate number of feet. Above 
1/4 mile, use 1/4 mile increments up to 1 mile. From 1 
mile to 30 miles, use mile increments. Above 30 mil~s 
use mileage charts. 

If any two sites are on the same premises (i.e. in a 
residence or an office, etc.) the distance is *0·. 
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283. 
284. 
285. 

257 

286. NOpenly displayedN means that the offender purposely left 
the body in a location that would likely result in its 
discovery (i.e. suspect kidnaps and kills victi~, then at 
0300 hours dumps the body in the parking lot of a 
business that he knows will open at 0800). 

287. ·Yes· is checked wherever evidence suggests that the body 
was placed in a position that a dead body would not 
normally end up in as a result of death or being dumped 
(i.e. legs spread and knees to chest, hanging upside-down 
from ligature on feet) ~ when the body is left in a 
position to communicate a message to authorities or 
others (i.e. in a serial murder situation all victims 
positioned with head pointing north). A body found in a 
position due to concealment efforts is not staged. 

OFfENDER'S WElTING OR CARVING ON BODY 

288. 

289. 

Refers to any type of writing or carving apparently done 
by the offender or at his command. Thus, tattoos do not 
apply. The writing or carving does not have to be readily 
recognized as symbolic. Thus, a line of lipstick from 
the wrist to elbow should be reported here. 

Carvings do not include stabbing or cutting wounds 
inflicted as part of the assault, unless the evidence 
indicates that such stabbing or cutting was clearly 
beyond that usually involved in a knife attack. (i.e. 
Offender puts knife in above victim's knee and pulls it 
up to mid-thigh while victim is lying on back.) 

self-explanatory. 

OFFENDER'S WRITING OR DRAWING AT CRIME SCKijE 

290. Refers to any type of writing r:;,r carving 1lQ..t. on the 
victim's body, apparently done by the offender or at his 
command at any of the crime scenes. Thus, pre-existing 
writing not done by the offender, such as graffitti, does 
not apply unless known to be related to crime (i.e. gang 
writings). 

291. Self-explanatory. 
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SYMBOLIC ARTIFACTS AT SCENE 

292. Se}f-e~planatory. 

aQDY PISEOSITION 

CQ~DITION QF VICTIM WHEN FQUHD 

293. -295. Self-explanatory. 
294. 
295. 

296. Applies only if the body had been put in a body of water 
(includes swimming pools), *x* out if the body was not 
placed in the water. 

297. This refers to those characteristics present at the time 
the body was dis~overed that could assist with 
identification, whether or not they were in fact used in 
the identification process. 

298. 

299. 

*Unidentifiable- means that no characteristics were 
present (e.g. a skeleton ~inus head with no known defects 
or old injuries). 

wAnon~ous* means that an unknown individual informed the 
'police that he/she either had knowledge that a crime had 
been committed at a particular location and the police 
determined that a homicide had occurred, or that the 
individual had knowledge of tl1e location of a body. 

RESTRAINTS USEQ ON VICTIM 

The use of restraints refers to extremities only. Thus, 
if tl1e victim had a rope wound 3 coils around l1is 
torso, this is not considered *bound*. However, if the 
victim's arms were secured to his torso with the same 3 
coils this would be considered -bound-. 

If reports indicate that the victim was D2i bound, check 
-No*. 

If reports are ~~ as to the use of restraints, 
check *Unable to determine* (99). 

If the body ~ bound, check all items that were used to 
restrain the victim. (i.e. If the victim was l1andcuffed 

27 



• 

• 

• 

259 

at the wrists and her legs were tied together with a 
belt, you would check 20 (handcuffs) and 17 (belt). 

If reports indicate that restraints had been used but it 
is unclear what was used, check 88 (NotherN) and write 
NunclearN in the space provided. 

300. If victim was not bound, 'x' out this item. 

301. If victim was not bound, check 1 (None). 

302. This refers to clearly excessive use of restraints, such 
as llsing more than one restraint per limb bound Q1: any 
type of binding that was clearly more than what would be 
required to control the movement of the victim (i.e. 
victim is handcuffed, arms are bound to torso with rope, 
and arms are bound together with wire). 

'Hog tying' where hands and feet are bound together does 
not, in itself, constitute excessive binding. 

303. This item refers to any type of binding of the victim to 
another person or object (e.g., victim's legs are tied to 
a log). 

304. Report any and all foreign objects that were placed in or 
over victim's mouth whether Or not the object was in the 
victim's mouth at time of body discovery. This does n2t 
include incidental insertion of object into mouth during 
assault (i.e. in stabbing frenzy victim is stabbed in the 
mouth, victim is shot in face 4 times, one of the bullets 
enters the mouth, etc.) Nor does it include the offenders 
penis if the victim is forced to perform oral sex on the 
offender. 

305. -306. Self-explanatory. 
306. 
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CLQTHING AND PROPERTY ~~ 

307. NFully dressed N means that all clothes that would 
normally be worn by the victim in a particular setting 
were on the victim when found. For example, if the 
victim was found on the beach clothed only in a swimsuit, 
this body is classified as fully dressed. 

308. 

309. 

310. 

·Undressed from the waist down· means that clothes 
normally worn below the waist were not on the victim's 
body, but clothes normally worn above the waist were; the 
clothes were intentionally pulled down from their 
normally worn location, but were still on the victim's 
body; ~, if a skirt was worn, the bottom was placed 
above the groin area and/or undergarments were either 
missing or pulled down. 

NUndressed, from waist up· means that clothos normally 
worn above the waist were not on the victim's body, but 
clothes normally worn below the waist were; the bottom of 
the apparel was intentionally placed above the xyphoid 
process, ~ if a bra ~as still on a female victim, that 
it was not secured in a normal manner (i.e. it was above 
or below the breasts or open at the front). 

NNude N means that the victim was found with no clothes 
on. 

If the victim was clothed in any other type of 
arrangement check SS (NotherN), and describe the manner 
of dress in the space provided. (i.e. If a victim was 
found wearing only shoes and socks, check 88 and write in 
·shoes and socks only·. If a victim was found wearing a 
business suit with no shoes and socks, check 88 and write 
in ·no shoes or socks·.) 

Self-explanatory. 

-310. Refers to manual ripping ~ purposeful cutting by 
offender. cuts and rips that occurred due to knife or 
gunshot wounds, etc. do not fall into this category. 
Also, cuts made by medical personnel do not fall into 
this category. 
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311. Refers to items that wO\lld normally be worn by the 
victim. 

312. This item is concerned with clothing worn by the victim 
at the time of initial contact with the offender An£ was 
not on the victim's body or at the body recovery site at 
the time of discovery. 

313. ·Small personal items· are things other than clothing 
that would be worn or carried by the victim, (i.e. 
wallet, purse, watch etc.). (If a purse or other bag was 
taken that contained items normally found in a purse, 
check ·yes· and write ·purse with miscellaneous contents· 
in the blank provided.) 

314. For distance use guidelines for items 281-285. 

315. -319. These items are concerned with clothing that was 
UQt on the victim's body at the time of discovery. 

316. 
317. 
318 • 
319. 
320. 

321. 

Under clothing items, -other- includes pieces of cloth 
not identifiable as a particular type of clothing. 

Item 319 is concerned with ~ the clothing belonged to. 
·V~ is for victim, ·0· is for offender, .p. is for 
another pehson. 

-321. Self-explanatory. 

322. Include credit card numbers, account nurubers, serial 
number, I.D. number, etc. 

323. -325. Self-explanatory. 
324. 
325. 

MEDICAL EXAMINER/CORONER FINDINGS 

326. 'l'his refers to the classification reported on the death 
certificate. If the death certificate is not in the case 
file QX if there is no classification on the death 
certificate, check 6 (-Classification not in filc·). 
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327. This refers to the manner in ~hich ~~ handled the 
initial investigation of the death. 

If it is obvious from the case file that the original 
investigators treated the death as a suicide and not as a 
murder, check 2. 

328. Refers to the classification reported by the medical 
examiner or coroner. If ther.e ia no coroner/M.E. 
classification, then check 6 (*Classification not in 
file*) • 

329. Self-explanatory. 

330. Check ·Yes· if there is ~ documentation indicating that 
an autopsy was performed. This includes, but is not 
limited to, autopsy reports, autopsy photos, an 
investigator's notes that he/she attended an autopsy, 

331. 

332. 

,etc. 

Check *No· ~ if documentation in the case file 
specifically states that no autopsy was done. 

Check *unable to determine* if there is no documentation 
either way. 

If *No· was Checked for item 330, *X* out item 331. 

This refers to the ~~ documentation from the 
individual or office which performed the autopsy, not 
photos, that reports on a post-mortem examination. 

If any autopsy report was in the file, this item refers 
to the official title of the individual who §igned it. 
If not an M.E. or coroner, it could be *pathologist­
*M.D.* etc. 

333. Check ·yes* if autopsy photos are in the case file 2r if 
there is documentation which reports that photos had been 
taken. 

Check ·no* only if documentation indicates that an 
autopsy was performed but no photos were taken. 

334. It evidence suggests that procedures and/or protocol were 
undertaken, check all appropriate categories. The can 
come from the M.E. records, officer's reports, evidence 
logs, etc. 
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335. self-explanatory. 

336. If evidence in the case file indicates that toxicology 
tests were performed, check the relevant items, 2 or 3, 
corresponding to the type of test done and list the 
results in the space provided. If a test other than a 
dru~ screening or blood alcohol test was performed, check 
4 and write a brief description of the type of test in 
the space provided after item -4-. If evidence indicates 
that a toxicological testes) was ct~ne, but there is no 
indication of the type of test, provided, check 4 a~d 
write Nunknown W in the space provided. Other analyses 
can include tests for polson. . 

337. Nlmportant evidenceN is defined as evidence that leads to 
the identification of the offender(s) ru: that provides 
information to the investigator that would not have been 
discovered via other mean$ (i.e. physical evidence such 
as bullets or trace evidenoe, or circumstantial evidence 
such as body position during assault which refuted a 
self-defense theory). 

~llSE OF QEA'!'H 

338. This is the stated cause of death on the autopsy report. 

339. 

TRAUMA 

Note that 21 MUndetermined~ is a classification of death. 
99 MUnable to determine· means that there was no Medical 
Examiner's or Coroner's official clas~ification listed in 
the case file. 

If a statement by the of!ender is not in the case file, 
wX- out this item; otherwise, this item is concerned with 
generalities. Does the statement generally coincide with 
the results of the autopsy or not. Minor discrepancies 
do not matter; major ones do. (i.e. If offender said 
61 shot him in the chest~ and the autopsy discloses that 
the victim was shot in the stomach, it would 
*substantiate· the statement. However, if the offender 
said *I shot him in the chest when he lunged at me with a 
baseball bat- and the autopsy discloses that the victim 
was shot in the back. while lying on the floor, it would 
refute the statement.) 

340. 'L'his item is concerned with the locations of all injuries 
directly or indirectly inflicted by the actions of the 
offender. (i.e. Victim is shot through the head from 
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right to left, chec~ NHead - right side N; victim is 
thrown off a cliff suffering massive head wounds, bruises 
on the abdomen, chest, back and arms, check all relevant 
locations 1-7 and 'Abdomen,* NChest*, NBack', and 
*Arms*. ) 

341. Self-explanatory. 

342. -343. Use the autopsy report to garner this information. 

34:3. 

344. 
345. 

346. 

347. 

348. 

If there is no autopsy report. Check the primary 
investigator's follow-up and the incident report. If the 
information is not in any of these reports, *X* out these 
items (342-344). 

To differentiate stab from cutting wounds, count all 
wounds produced by a sharp object as a stab wound Mnles§ 
autopsy report describ~s it as a cutting wound. If a 
stab wound is specifically identified as an ~ wound, 
do llQjc count it. 

-345. Self-explanatory. 

*LocationM-- Use the locations from item 340. 
victim shot in neck, write in *11*,) 

(Le. If 

*Humber of Wounds* -- The number of ~ wounds in that 
location • 

*Range* -- Place appropriate letter from list in space. 
The range of the shot may be determined from information 
besides the autopsy such as crime lab and officers' 
reports. If there is information that states the 
approximate range, use the following guidelines to select 
the proper response category: Close is less than lSN but 
not contact; intermediate is lS* to 4S'; and distant is 
over 4S'. 

349. NCal/Gauge* -- The caliber of the weapon used. (i.e •• 3S) 
If a shotgun was used, enter in the gauge. (i.e •. 12) If 
this information is not known, place an *X* in the space. 

350. *No. of Groves' is the number of grooves left on the 
projectile by the rifling of the weapon. If information 
is not available or if weapon apparently had no rifling, 
place an 'XN in the space. 
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351. "Twist R/L* -- The direction, right or left, of the twis,t 
engraved on the projectile from the rifling of the 
weapon. 

352. *Bullet weight/Shot size* .- If the projectile(s) was 
shot or a slug fired from a shotgun, write in the size of 
the shot or enter ·slug· (i.e. 00 buck, bird shot, No.4 
buck, slug, etc.) If a bullet is determined by a crime 
lab to be a specific weight (i.e. 158 grains), write 158 
grains in the space. If the information is unknown or 
not in the case file, place an ·x· in the space. 

ELEMENTS OF TORTURE OR UlruSUAL ASSAULT 

353. 

354. 

355. 

356. 

Self-explanatory. 

Applies only to injuries that were inflicted as part of 
tortu~e or unusual assault. Use offender's confession 
(if caught), M.E. reports, and investigator's conclusions 
to make this determination. 

Refers to apparently intentional dismemberment, other 
than that incidental to assault (i.e. if the victim is 
thrown from a cliff and is decapitated by a tree limb, 
the iujury would not be reported here.) 

Self-explanatory. 

357. Use offender's confession (if caught), M.E, reports, and 
investigator's conclusions to make this determination. 

SEXUAL ASSAULT 

358. Sexual organs are the male and female genitalia. Body 
cavities are the anus, mouth, nostrils and auditory 
canal. Check ·Yes· only if it appears that an assault 
was intentionally directed at a sexual organ or body 
cavity and if the assault was sexual in nature. Any 
incidental damage to a sexual organ or body cavity should 
be answered "No·. (i. e. Hul tiple projectiles from a 
distant shot qun blast to the head enter the mouth and 
nostrils is a ·No·.) 

However, if the offender clearly intended to harm sexual 
organs or assault a body cavity in a sexual manner, ·Yes· 
should be checked. (i.e. Placing penis in victim's mouth, 
placing a foreign object in victim's mouth and either 
making sexually oriented comments or apparently treating 
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the object as a phallic symbol by specific movements, 
etc. ) 

This refers to the individuals (or officers) in th~ case 
file who report that a sexual assault occurred. Check a 
category only if that person (or office) explicity stated 
that a sexual assault took place, If the M.E. 's report 
states only that semen was found in victim's vagina, this 
is not enough to warrant checking the M.E. category, as 
the semen could be present as the result of prior 
consensual intercourse. 

Self-explanatory. 

Applies ~ to semen found inside victim's body 
cavities. Do not report any semen found that was not a 
result of the sexual assault (i.e. victim had semen from 
prior consensual sexual act). 

This refers to any semen found during the investigation 
that was not in one of the victim's body cavities. 

WOn body of victimw -- Any semen found Qn the outside of 
the victim's body (i.e. skin, in hair, etc.) 

·On the offender· -- Any semen that was determined to 
have been ejaculated during the ~ that was found on 
the ~rson of the offender. This includes the offender's 
clothes, jewelry etc • 
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NElsewhere at scene N -- Any semen found at any of the 
locations (i.e. initial contact, held captive, body 
recovery, etc.) that was not on the offender or victim. 
This would include victim's clothes, personal effects, 
inside vehicles, on ground, in bushes, etc. If this 
category is checked, first write in location found, then 
a brief description of ~ it was at that location. 
(Le" Initial contact, on pavemer~ r;'Jtside victim's car: 
body recovery, on bush next to vic~.m's body. 

363. Use offender's confession (if caught), M.E. reports, and 
investigator's conclusions to make this determination. 

364. NSexual insertionN is the placing of any non-human (or 
dead human) object into victim's vagina and/or anus (i.e. 
bone, broom stick, etc.) or placing any non-human (or 
dead human) object into other orifices or portions of 
victim's body in a manner that clearly connotes some 
sexual overtone. (i.e. Offender stabbed victim in chest 
and inserted a dildo; offender confessed, or· witness said 
that offender placed bottle in victim's mouth and statedN 
suck this bitch, you know you like itN etc.). If Nyes N 
is checked for this item, report pertinent details in 
either (or both) item 365 or 366. 

365. -366. Self-explanatory. 
366. 
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BITE MARKS 

367. -368. Use only Medical Examiner reports and 
investigator's conclusions to obtain information for 
these items. 

368. 

WEAPONS 

FORENSIC EVrOENC~ 

For items 369 - 380, include all weapons used by any 
offender in this case either to attack victim or induce 
fear for safety. For example, if a knife was shown to 
victim to gain compliance, but victim was not stabbed, 
the knife is considered to have been ·uSed*. 

369. Self-explanatory. 

370. Include all weapons used by victim in attempts to escape 
and/ or defend against any offender. 

371. This item is concerned with characteristics of the 
weapon(s) used by the offender(s). The first four 
categories focus on how the offender obtained the weapon. 
Categories 5 - 7 focus on the status of the weapon (was 
it recovered by police or not?). category 8 is concerned 
with whether or not the offender used physical force 
against the victim. (Physical force here is limited to 
the use of the offender's head, hands and/or feet to 
strike, slap, kick l choke, throw, etc. the victim.) 

Check the categories that are applicable for the victim 
reported on this and each subsequent H.I.T.S. ·victim 
supplementary· form. For example/ if two offenders 
assaulted the victim in his apartment with a kitchen 
knife from the victim's kitchen and a bat brought by one 
offender, threw him out of the 5th floor window of his 
apartment, left the knife at the scene which was 
recovered by the police, and fled with the bat (which was 
never recovered), you should check the following 
categories: 1 (*weapon belongs to victim*); 2 (·weapon 
of opportunity*) as the knife belonged to the victim and 
it was found by offender at scene; 3 (weapon pre­
selected*) as the bat was brought to the scene by one of 
the offenders; 5 (*weapon recovered at scene·) as the 
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knife was recovered by the police in victim's apartment; 
7 (Wweapon not located-) as the bat was not recovered; 
and a (Wweapon was physical force-) as the offenders 
threw the victim out the window. 

372. Self-explanatory. 

373. Self-explanatory. 

374. Self-explanatory. 

375. This item is concerned only with the use of a ligature to 
strangle victim. If victim's hands were bound with a 
belt, this is not reported here. 

376. This item is concerned with any characteristic of a 
weapon used in the assault that would make it or them 
readily recognizable and/or stand out from other weapons. 
(i.e. Pearl handled revolvers, samurai sword, knife with 
initials -B.W.- etched in handle, Louisville Slugger ball 
bat, etc.) 

377. 

378. 
379. 

-379. Items 377 - 379 are concerned with any and all 
firearms that were discharged in this case, whether or 
not the projectile(s) struck anyone. Be sure to include 
any information previously reported in 345 - 352. 
Information for the murder weapon should always be 
reported as gun 1. If bullets from more than one firearm 
struck the victim, report the information about these 
weapons as gun 1, 2 ana 3 etc. !f more than four 
firearms were used, write ·continued· after item 379 and 
report additional firearms on the back of the page as 
firearm 5, 6, 7 etc. 

380. Self-explanatory. 

BLOOD TYPE 

381. Use only official reports such as crime lab, or 
information obtained from donor card. 

382. -385. Self-explanatory. 
383. 
384. 
385. 
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EVIDENCE RECOVERED ANQ EVIDENCE SENT TO LAe 
386. This item is concerned with any items that were reccvered 

by police at any sites and subsequently placed into 
evidence. (Crime scenes include victim's person.) 

If the item fits into categories 4 - 9, write in a brief 
description of the evidence in the blank following the 
category (i.e., if 3 hairs were recovered from the 
victim's right thigh, submitted to the crime lab, and the 
lab I.O.'s them as caucasian pubic hairs, check 4 and 
write in ·3 caucasian pubic· in the blank provided.) 

387. This item is concerned with specially trained personnel 
called in by the investigator to assist with or perform 
processing at any crime scene sites. 

-Evidence Technician- is any individual employed by a law 
enforcement agency (either sworn or civilian) who has 
receive.d specialized training in processing crime scenes 
but is not deployed out of a crime or fingerprint lab. 
(See below.) 

-Crime Lab· refers to personnel working out of a crime 
lab (sworn or civilian) whose job it is to collect and/or 
examine evidence. 

·Fingerprint Lab· refers to print lab personnel (sworn or 
civilian) whose job it is to collect and or examine 
fingerprints. 

·Other· includes any other person (sworn or civilian) 
employed by a law enforcement agency who assists with the 
processing of the crime scene. Examples of other 
evidence personnel would be -Green River Task Force-, 
·F.B.I. Agent·, Fire Marshal etc. 

388. Include all evidence SUbmitted for examination whether or 
not it was explicitly stated that it was going to a 
·crime lab·. If the investigator stated that he 
·submitted a handgun for forensic evaluation· but did not 
say to whom, you should still check 6 (*weapons·). 

389. Self-explanatory. 

390. If all evidence was submitted before the offender was 
identified, only 2 should be checked. However, if some 
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evidence was submitted after I.D. and some after he was 
charged, you should check both 3 and 5. Check all time 
frames durin~ which evidence was sUbmitted. 

If all the evidence was completed before the offender was 
identified, only 2 should be checked. However, if some 
evidence was completed after I.D. and some after he was 
charged, you should check both 3 and 5. Check all time 
frames during which evidence preocessing was completed. 

7 (WS.O.P.-) should be checked whenever evidence is 
submitted. cate~ories 2 - 6 should only be checked when 
it is explicitly stated in the case file that evidence 
was submitted for these specific purposes 
(i,e./investigator reports that hair samples were 
submitted in order to eliminate several suspects.) 

·Yes· should be checked ~ when it is explicitly stated 
that an Unidentified offender is I.D./ed from evidence 
submitted for examination by a crime lab. 

For 2 (fingerprints) 

M=Manual identification and A~AFIS (computerized).(i.e. 
If an offender was I.D.'ed through manual fingerprint 
identification, check 2 and M.) 

395. This item is concerned with whether or not evidence 
submitted to the crime lab was helpful in resolving this 
case. 

-Probable cause- should be checked whenever the results 
of the lab exam/analysis provided investigators with p.c. 
to obtain a search warrant or arrest the offender (even 
if an arrest is not made). 

-Confession· should be checked whenever the offender 
confesses to participation in the murder after 
investigators or others make the results of lab work 
known to the offender. 

·Prosecution· should be checked whenever the results of 
lab work provide the prosecutor with evidence that 
strengthens the case against the offender. 

·Other- should be checked whenever lab results assist in 
resolution of the case in some other way. Write a brief 
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description of the type of assistance in the space 
provided. 

If submission of evidence had no impact on the case check 
wotherw and write wno impact· in space provided. 

396. -398. Under ·Evidence item .* use the same numeric or 
alpha-numeric identifier used by the investigator (or 
whoever submitted the evidence) to identify the item on 
the evidence reports in the case file. That is, on the 
evidence report investigator Joe west uses *JW1*, ·JW2·, 
etc. to identify items 1, 2, etc. whidh he submits as 
evidence. The medical examiner may use MEl·, KE2·, etc. 

397. 
398. 

INVESTIGATIVE PROCEDURE~ 

399. This item focuses on the lead or primary investigator in 
the case; it is likely this will be the individual who 
was named as the case investigator at the beginning of 
the H.I.T.S. form. 

NHomicide DetectiveN is any detective who is assigned to 
handle QD1y homicides and/or major crimes. 

·Patrol Officerw is any officer whose primary assignment 
is uniformed patrol • 

~Other detective· is any other detective who is not a 
homicide detective but may have general investigative 
responsibilities. 

400. -406. Self-explanatory. 
401. 
402. 
403. 
404. 
405. 
406. 

407. This item is concerned with whether or not the 
investigator's own department had previous contact with 
the offender and whether or not the invostigator checked 
department records/information system to see if previous 
contact had oc~urred. 
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Wldentity or informationw includes any official record, 
including arrest reports, booking photos, fingerprints, a 
witness or victim in a crime report, field interview 
reports, traffic citation, etc. whcih contains 
information regarding offender and/or the offenders 1.0. 

You may have to check the actual date the records were 
checked against the date the offender was identified to 
establish timing for 1 VB. 2. 

408. This item is concerned with whether or not teletypes were 
sent to other agencies advising them of information 
pertaining to the crime and/or requesting 
information/assistance. Any number of teletypes of this 
nature, even one, qualifies as a Wyes w• 

409. This item is concerned with how helpful the teletype(s) 
were in assisting with the investigation. 

410. 

"Helpful- information is any information that assisted in 
the identification, apprehension, and/or prosecution of 
any offender ~ information which helped to eliminate any 
suspect from consideration as an offender Qt which helped 
1.0. an unidentified dead body. 

"Contactw means any correspondence or conversation 
between any investigator. working the case and employees 
of any other agency. This includes requests for 
assistance at crime scene searches, evidence processing, 
fingerprint search, profiling, record checks, etc • 

8(WDrug Enforcement unitW) includes any and all federal, 
state, or local law enforcement groups whose primary job 
is to investigate drug or drug related crime (i.e., 
D.E.A., S.P.D. narcotics division, etc.). 

10 (Wprosecuting AttorneyW) is limited to assistance 
provided prior to the case submisssion for prosecution 
(i.e., assistance in obtaining a warrant, assistance with 
an extradition, legal advice, etc.). Thus, if all the 
prosecutor's office did was file charges and prosec~te 
the case in co~rt, 10 should not be checked. 

411. This item is concerned with unsolicited information that 
either reactivated an inactive case ~ provided 
information that led to the 1.0. of the offender. For 
example, Yakima P.O. calls S.P.D. and says ~John Doe just 
said he killed a whore last week' and it turns out that 
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he was the killer in a case with no previously named 
suspect. San Diego P.O. calls King county P.O. and says 
NWe arrested a guy for rape down here and served a 
warrant on his car. In it, we found a 1980 Washington 
driver's license of Jane smith with blood on it-. It 
turns out that Jane Smith was killed in 1983, and the 
case was never solved. 

412. -414. 
413. 
414. 

415. If contact had been made, check -Yes- and specify the. 
details of the contact in the blanks provided starting 
with 416 - 419: 

416. In blanks under 416, enter the agency of officer making 
contact (i.e. Yakima 5.0.). 

417. In blanks under 417, enter the date of the.dontact (i.e. 
06-0S-a5). 

418. In blanks under 418, enter the location of the contact 
(i. e., Grandview). If the contact was not in Washington 
state, be sure to include the two letter abbreviation of 
the state (i.e. Sacramento, CA). 

419. In blanks under 419, enter the reason that the officer 
had contacted the offender (i.e., traffic stop, area 
canvass, etc.). 

If more than four contacts were made, report them on the 
back of the page. 

420. This item i..; concerned with how the police came to know 
Who ~ offender~. If only one category is 
applicable, simply place a 1 in the blank preceding that 
item. If more than one category assisted in developing 
the I.O., rank them in importance by numbering the 
categories with 1 being Nmost important-. For example, 
if an eyewitness provided a detailed description of the 
offender to the police, the police traced latent prints 
to an offender, the police arrested him and a witness 
picked him from a line-up, and the offender confessed 
after police told him of prints and eyewitness 1.0., 1 
would be placed in category 13, -From physical evidence-, 
2 in category 11, -Eyewitness positively I.D.'s-, and 3 
in category 7 ·Offender confessed to police-. If you 
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feel that 2 or more categories are of equ~l importance, 
then assign them the same number. 

421. -422. self-explanatory. 
422. 

423. This item is concerned with the timing 21 ~ ~ of the 
offender in relationship to the status of the 
investigation. 

1 WNot involvedw should be checked in situations where 
the offender (or a third party) informs the police that a 
crime had occurred and provides the offender's name to 
the police prior to any other notification of the crime 
or when the offender is at-rested at/or fleeing th'iI crime 
scene by patrol offenders. For example, Joe calls 
police and says WHy name is Joe and I just shot my wife-. 
Jane calls police and says wLast week, my boyfriend Joe 
killed a little girl and dumped her in a ravine near 
Kentw, and the call is the first information that the 
police had about the young girl's death. 

2 ·Actively pursuing leads ••• would have lead to 1.0.­
should be checked when the investigator(s) were following 
a trail of evidence that ~ pelieve would allow the 
police to find the 1.0. of the offender. For example, 
police had partial plate from offender's Vehicle and a 
good physical description which they had sent via 
teletype. As they were searching D.O.L. records, 
offender confesses or someone snitches him off. 

Also check this category whenever the investigator(s) 
discovered the offender's 1.0. through the course of the 
investigation. (i.e. Offender is I.DI'ed due to prints 
on murder weapon. Officers arrest offender fleeing the 
scene, etc. ) 

3 WActively pursuing leads ••• would n.Q.t have lead to 
1.0,- should be checked when the investigator(s) obtain 
1.0. of offender in spite of fact that the leads which 
they were pursuing would D.Q..t. lead to the 1.0. of the 
offender. (i.e. Police have no good leads When offender 
com~s forth and confesses: police have focused effort on 
Joe when Jane rolls over on Jim, who was never considered 
as a suspe~t by investigators.) 

4 RNot pursuing leads· should be checked any time that it 
is clear investigative activity had ceased or the 
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investigator had inactivated the case. (Le. The case 
file indicates that on 9-1-84 the investigator 
interviewed the victim's brother. There is no evidence 
of any activity on the case until 3-2-85, when the 
victim's neighbor walks into a police station and 
confesses. ) 

424. The first investigative activity will always be the ~ 
police response to a report from officer(s) or 
civi1ian(s) that a major crime occurred ~ when any 
police officer suspects that a minor incident was in fact 
a major crime. For example, patrol officers respond to a 
radio call of a knife fight. Upon arrival they find a 
severely injured woman with a stab wound in the chest. 
The officers secure the scene and call for medical 
assistance. The woman dies 6 days later in the hospital. 
The date to be recorded should be the date of the 
stabbing, not the day of death. 

425. 

426. 

On 5-6-83 Mom reports Mary, a 6 year old, as missing. 
Officer Jones takes a missing person report and no other 
action is taken. On 6-8-83 Mary is found dead in a 
ravine near Kent. A homicide investigation starts. In 
this case the date should be 6-8-83, the date the body 
was recovered. 

On 5-6-83 Dad reports Dan, a 6 year old, as missing. 
Officer Smith takes a report, interviews neighbors, 
teachers at school, and playmates. A neighbor reports 
that she saw Dan get into a car with an unknown male at 
1200 on 5-6-83. Officer smith notifies major crimes who 
then take over and send teletypes etc. Several other 
activities are reported in the case file from 5-6-83. On 
6-8-83 Dan is found dead in a ravine near Redmond. In 
this case the date recorded should be 5-6-83, the day the 
police were first notified as the case was treated as a 
major crime from the first. 

The last investigative entry is the day an investigator 
either inactivates a case, or is the date for the last 
activity in open and closed cases. 

This refers to any investigative activity done by any 
sworn police officer who had the responsibility for, or 
who shared in the investigation of this case. The time 
clock begins at the first investigative activity. In 
addition, any activity undertaken at any of the crime 
scenes by civilian per,sonr.lel at the direction of sworn 
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personnel should be included. The critical thing to 
capture in this item is activities completed, not peopl~ 
doing them. Thus, if it took 5 officers to ·secure a 
crime scene-, the ·securing- would be reported as a 
single activity. Continuous actions, such as the 
processing of a crime scene, should be recorded as a 
single activity. However, if there is processing done at 
more than one crime scene, each scene processed counts as 
a separate activity. Each witness interviewed counts as 
a separate activity as does each teletype, each written 
inquiry, each personal contact, etc. (Activity is 
defined as any specific action taken or pursued that 
could have or, in fact did, assist in the resolution of 
this case.) 

In the space provided for numbers 1 through 9, fill in 
the number of activities completed during each of the 
respective time segments. Number 10 is the total of 
numbers 1 through 9. Number 11 is to be checked only 
when it is obvious that more investigative steps than are 
listed, were required to develop a case to the extent 
that it exists, either due to the investigator's failure 
to document or the report(s) are missing from the file. 

INVESTIGATIVE ANALYSIS 

427. Self-explanatory. 

428. category 4 (denial) should be checked when the offender 
admits being at the incident site but denies having 
assaulted the victim. 

category 5 (alibi) includes claims of self-defense as 
well as denial based on claims of being elsewhere. If a 
claim of being elsewhere is made, fill out item 429. If 
a claim of self-defense is made, ·x· out 429. 

429. This item applies only when an offender gave a statement 
denying participation in th~ crime because he or she was 
elsewhere when it happened. 

Check ·Yes· if the Offender's alibi is supported by 
evidence gathered by investigators. 

Check 'No, it was refuted' if the alibi given is not 
supported by evidence gathered by investigators. 
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Check NNo attempt made w if it is clear that investigators 
made no effort to investigate the claims in the 
offender's alibi statement. 

430. Th is item asks for your judgment about two things. 
~, did the investigator(s) consider all individuals 
that ~ would have considered as suspects if you were 
investigating this case? Second, if all individuals were 
considered, did the investigator(s) do an adequate ~ of 
investigating their possible participation in the crime? 

43l. 

Check WYesW if the answer to both of these is positive. 

If either, or both answers are negative, one of the WNoW 
categories should be checked. 

Check 2 (NNo reasonable attempt made W) if the case is 
inactivated and suspects have not been investigated. 

Check 3 (WInvestigation is still on-goingW) if the case 
is open. 

This item asks for your judgment about whether or not a 
reasonable effort was made by the investigator(s) to 
interview all vital witnesses, that is, individuals 
mentioned in the case file whom you would have wanted to 
interview if you were investigating this case. A vital 
witness is a person whom an investigator has cause to 
believe may have information concerning the incident 
being investigated either (1) through that person's 
association with the victim/offender, friend, relative, 
etc. of the victim/offender, or (2) was likely to have 
been present, before, during or after the incident. 

Check NYes W if the answer to this is positive. 

If the answer is negative, one of the two WNoW categories 
shoUld be checked. 

Check NNo reasonable attempt made W if the case is 
inactivated and witnesses have not been interviewed •• 

Check wInvestigation is still on-goingW if the case is 
open. 

432. The following criteria should be used to determine the 
proper response category for this item. 
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1. Excellent. 
(a) All potential wit~esses have been 
interviewed and their statements taped, written 
or summarized. 
(b) The documented statements support the 
important elements of the case. 
(c) Witness statements have been corroborated by 
the investigation through other witness 
statements and/or circumstantial or physical 
evidence. 
Cd) All leads elicited from witnesses have been 
followed-up in the interview. 
(e) Evidence exi~ts of a witness-interviewing 
strategy or plan by detectives. 

2. More than adequate but less than excellent. 

3. Adequate. 
(a) Most witnesses interviewed; 
(b) minimal documentation; 
(c) no investigator took statements or clarified 
statements recorded by original responding 
officers. 

4. Less than adequate but better than inadequate. 

5. Inadequate. 
(a) No documented witness statements, ei~her 
typed or written, were taken from crucial 
witnesses • 
(b) The statements that exist are written by the 
witnesses. 
(c) The content of the statements is not 
specific to the case at hand. 
(d) Evidence exists in the case that witnesses 
need to be contacted but they were not. 
(e) No apparent witness interview plan or 
strategy for the case. 

433. -434. Self-explanatory. 
434. 

435. Refocus means that the investigator(s) either eliminated 
an individual as a suspect or began to treat an 
individual as a suspect who was not previously considered 
the offender. 

48 



• 

• 

• 

280 

436. As a result of deception and/or the lack of cooperation, 
was this investigation made more difficult or are these 
elements possibly responsible for the status of this case 
being unresolved? (i.e. A subject is murdered in the 
presence of several friends during a drug rip off. 
Because of their social positions, they fear exposure 
and/or arrest, so they refuse to cooperate or lie to the 
police. 

437. 

A street gang member is murdered in the presence Qf other 
gan_ .embers. Because they may just plain hate the 
police or they intend to retaliate, they refuse to 
cooperate or lie to the police.) 

If there was no attempt to deceive or only minor lack of 
cooperation or lying, the answer would be l ___ No. 

If the investigation was hindered, delayed or made 
impossible to resolve because of the lying or lack of 
cooperation of friends, witn~sses, or other persons who 
initially were suspects, the answer should be 2 Yes 
with a short explanation in the space provided. ---

If you are unable to determine due to lack of information 
or case clarity, answer 99 ___ Unable to Determine. 

The following criteria should be used to determine the 
proper response category for this item. 
1. Excellent. 
(a) A detailed description (either taped or written) of 
the crime scene is in the case file. 
(b) The case demonstrates that photography, diagramming 
and measurements of all physical evidence were 
accomplished. 
(c) Reasons for the collection of evidence items are 
understood. They are collected on the basis of a theory 
of what happened. 
(d) Evidence exists in the case that there is a 
photography log detailing all photos taken; that the 
evidence log clearly described evidence, its location, 
and identification marks; and that accurate measurements 
of all evidence were performed. Evidence or photo logs 
may be hand written or recorded. 

2. More than adequate but less than excellent. 

3. Adequate. Documentation exists that evidence 
important to the case ~as collected, but accurate 
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description of its original location at the crime scene 
is absent. 

4. Less than adequate but more than inadequate. 

5. !nadeguate L No photographs taken, no diagram, no 
measurements, no crime scene description. 

438. -Securing the crime scene- refers to the point in time 
when the parameters of a crime scene have been 
established and secured by any sworn officer, or by any 
persons who were assigned to secure the scene by a person 
of authority. 

-unnecessarY personnel- means any person regardless of 
status, rank or position that enters a crime scene whose 
presence is not required to assist with some aspect of 
the crime scene processing, administering medical aid, or 
removing the victim's body. Examples of unnecessary 
personnel are: 

439. Self-explanatory. 

440. This item asks for your op1n1on about whether or not the 
investigator(s) searched for, and/or collected all items 
of evidence which you would expect to find at this type 
of crime scene. 

441. The following criteria should be used to determine the 
proper response category for this item • 
1. Excellent. 

(a) Search plan for evidence was apparent. 
(b) More than one person was assisting with scene 

processing. 
(c) Perimeter established. 
(d) All evidence was collected and accurately 

photographed and recorded. 
(e) Follow-up or evidence forms indicated care 

was taken in preservation of fragile, 
liquid, and/or trace evidence. 

(f) The route to enter/exit the scene by the 
offender was identified and processed 
before being further contaminated by anyone 
after the scene had been secured. 

(g) The collection of evidence was systematic and 
thorough. 
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2. More than adequate but les.s than excellent. 

3. Adequate, 

(a) 
(b) 

(c) 

Minimal evidence was collected. 
No extraordinary crime scene processing 

techniques were undertaken. 
Limited crime scene search conducted. 

4. Less than adequate but more than inadequate. 

5. Inadeguate~ Evidence was lost or destroyed by crime 
scene processors; evidence was improperly packaged; 
no regard demonstrated for crime scene security; no 
processing for fingerprints or trace evidence; no 
crime scene diagrams; minimal crime scene 
photography; no crime scene search was conducted; no 
crime scene perimeters established. 

In suburban and ~ areas, the minimum activity needed 
to consider attempts to locate potential witnesses as a 
canvass shall be sending sworn personnel to look for 
witnesses in a ~ plock radiu~, In rural areas the 
minimum will be any attempt to locate potential witnesses 
within l/2 mile if there are any structures within this 
distance. If there are not structures within l/2 miles 
or if the crime scene was in an area with no human 
i~habitants (i.e. forest), -Not necessary- is checked 
unless unusual circumstances indicate that potential 
witnesses could have been present (i.e. a campground is 
near the crime scene, Forest service personnel are often 
in the area, etc.) 

If potential witnesses may have been in the area then 
check the appropriate response category. 

443. The following criteria should be used to determine the 
proper response category for this item: 

1. Excellent. 
(a) All residences, businesses and vendors around 

each of the sites (victim last seen, death 
site, body recovery site, etc.) have been 
contacted for potential witnesses. 

(b) Documentation includes not only those places 
contacted but also those addresses not 
contacted. 
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(c) After the initial canvass, there is evidence in 
the file that indicates investigator re­
canvassed the area for additional information 
(If necessary). 

2. More than adequate but less than excellent. 

3. Adequate. 
(a) Most of the likely addresses important to the 

case have been canvassed; or 
(b) The case has been formally charged without all 

canvassing being accomplished; 
(c) Re-canvassing was not necessary to the 

investigation. 

4. Less than adequate but better than inadequate. 

5. Inadequate. 
(a) Little or no canvassing was accomplished at any 

of the sites. 
(b) In cases where the offender has not been charged, 

there was no re-canvass after some initial 
addresses were not canvassed. 

(c) No documentation about any canvassing that was 
accomplished. 

-445. Self-explanatory. 

This refers to evidence that was collected by 
investigators. Evidence destroyed prior to collection 
does not count for this item. 

-449. self-explanatory. 

This item asks for ~ opinion of how difficult it was 
for the investigator to I.D. the offender based on how 
hard it would have been for you had you been working the 
case. Thus, if you think that obtaining the I.D. of the 
offender was easy but because the investigator(s) failed 
to follow a lead he made it very difficult, you should 
check -Easy-. 

451. This item asks for ~ opinion of how difficult it would 
be to identify an unknown offender if you took over 
investigation of the case as it presently exists. 
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452. This item asks for ~ opinion of whether or not you 
would have been able to identify the offender had you 
been investigating this case from the start. 

453. This item asks for ~ opinion of the quality of the 
entire investigation, based on how you would have had you 
investigated this incident. 

454. This item asks for your analysis of ~ different aspects 
of the investigation: 1) actions taken by the 
investigator(s) or other officers and 2) ~ Q{ gyjden~ 
collected. Write in those investigative actions and 
evidence items which you think were most important to 
I.D.ing the offender (or might lead to an I.D. in an 
unsolved case). GiVe brief descriptions in the spaces 
provided (i.e., patrol officers rapidly secured crime 
scene, spent bullet recovered in wall, outstanding 
interview lead to confession, foreign pubic h~ir recovered 
during autopsy, etc.). 

If more room is required, write MContinued M at end of 
space and complete on back of page. 

455. This should include only suspects reported ~ 
investigators as suspects. write in first, middle 
initial, and last name only. (. e. John J. Doe) 

456. Answer this item based on who you would have considered as 
solid suspects had you been investigating the case. If 
the individual(s) who you suspect are named in the case 
file, write their name in the spaced provided. If they 
are not named, provide a brief description whioh would 
allow another investigator to quickly locate the 
individUal in the case file. (i.e. Shop clerk mentioned by 
witness Brian Jones1 white female wearing blue jeans 
mentioned by witness Jan Jones.) 

457. Self-explanatory. 

458. Self-explanatory. 

459. If this is a mUlti-victim case be sure that your response 
to this item pertains to the victim whose information was 
reported on this H.I.T.S. form. 

450. Report ~ salient featUres that you believe could be a 
gbaracteristic 2f ~ incident. Place a number in the 
space provided for each category to denote the importance 
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of that characteristic in this case with the number -1-
indicating the -most important-. Rating is purely 
subjective based on your reading of the case file. If you 
believe that two or more characteristics are of equal 
importance then assign them the same number. 

Thus, if a husband and wife get in a fight over the 
profits from their cocaine selling and he kills her, you 
should include -Domestic violence-, -Drug related-, and 
wFinancial gain-. However, the order in which you would 
assign priority would depend on the peculiarities of the 
case. 

l--DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
Homicide committed by one member of a family or cohabiting 
group against another member of the same family or 
cohabiting group. This can include vives killing 
husbands, husbands killing wives, cohabiting lovers 
killing one another, roommates killing one another, 
children killing their parents (natural or otherwise). In 
addition, this can include extended family members such as 
aunts, uncles, cousins, neices, nephews etc. who aren't 
occupying the same domicile. This category should always 
be checked when a murder occurs between an estranged 
couple. (If the victim was under the age of 18, the case 
may be a child abuse murder. If it meets the criteria of 
child abuse murder, do nQt report domestic violence as a 
salient feature. See'2 below.) 

2--CHILD ABUSE MURDER 
Homicide committed by an adult family member or friend 
against a child under 18 years of age, where there is 
evidence that there has been a history of abuse against 
this child Q.l: where there has been a history of abuse by 
the offender against other children. The abuse can 
consist of physical and/or sexual assaults. 

3--HEAT OF ANGER 
Homicide committed when one party is angry with the other 
over something that occurred in the same incident in which 
the homicide occurred. 

4--HATE 
A homicide committed because the offender severely 
dislikes the victim, or the group of people the victim 
belongs to (such as black race, homosexual sexual 
orientation, etc.). When this item is checked because of 
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hate vs a group, be sure to describe the nature of the 
hate in item 465. 

5--LOVE TRIANGLE 
A homicide committed by one member of a 3 (or more) person 
romantic and/or sexual relationship against another person 
of the triangle. 

6--REVENGE 
A homicide committed to avenge a real or perceived wrong 
or affront; or committed in retaliation for some real or 
imagined injury suffered, where there is some degree of 
planning involved. It is the time frame that separates 
this from heat of anger. 

7--RAPE 
Any homicide where any of the victim's orifices and/or 
sexual organs wera assaulted (i.e. sodomy, oral sex, 
etc.) either before or after death. 

8--0THER SEX RELATED 
Any homicide where a sexual assault was directed against 
any portion of victim's body not listed above (i.e. 
offender cuts a hole in victim's abdomen and inserts his 
penis, offender forces victim to masterbate him, etc.) ~ 
there is evidence of other assaultive behavior of a sexual 
nature (i.e. offender removes victim's breasts, sexual 
language is carved on victim's body etc.) ~ there is 
evidence that some other sexually related aspect to the 
case (i.e. offender masterbates at the crime scene, 
porno~raphic literature is found at crime scene depicting 
a particular pose that the victim was left in, etc.) ~ 
where the offender confesses that he/she derived sexual 
arousal and/or piea§ure from committing the crime (i.e. 
offender states that he ejaculated in his pants when he 
shot victim) ~ where the victim is murdered after 
engaging in consensual sexual activity, ~ when a 
prostitute rip-off occurs (either Johns ripping off 
prostitutes or prostitutes ripping off Johns). 

9--TORTURE 
Any homicide wherein the offender purposely inflicted pain 
which was not necessary to kill the victim. (Le. 
Offender ties up victim, shoots her in the legs, waits a 
couple of minutes, then shoots victim in the head killing 
her. ) 
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lO--HOMOSEXUAL 
Any homicide where the criterion of items 7 or 8 are 
present but the victim and offender are of the same gender 
~ any homicide where the victim's and/or offender's 
homosexuality was an issue in the case (i.e. homosexual 
lovers quarrel, etc.). 

ll--KIDNAP 
Any homicide that occurs during the commission of, or 
flight from, a kidnapping (this isn't limited to victim of 
kidnap), ~ whenever a kidnapping is an element of the 
homicide (i.e. prostitute is kidnapped from street, raped 
and murdered). Kidnapping should be the number 1 
classification only when kidnaping is primary motive or 
crime (i.e. for ransom, slavery, etc.). 

12--ROBBERY 
Any homicide that occurs during the commission of, or 
flight from, a robbery or whenever property is taken from 
the murder victim(s) and it is apparent that the property 
was taken because it had some monetary value, not because 
it has symbolic value for the offender. Robbery should be 
the number 1 classification only when robbery is the 
primary motive of the crime. 

13--BURGLARi' 
Any homicide that occurs during the commission of, or . 
flight from, a burglary ~ where burglary is an element of 
the homicide (i.e. offender breaks into house to rape and 
kill Nictim). Burglary should be the number 1 
classification only when. the primary motive of the 
burglary was to commit a theft. 

14--ARSON 
Any homicide where fire or an explosive device was the 
cause of death or where the victim was burned or blown-up 
to conceal evidence. 

15--stlIPER 
Any homicide where the offender(s) kill other(s) in a 
random fashion with premeditated intent and from a 
position of concealment. 

16--OTHER FELONi' 
Any homicide committed during the commission of, or flight 
from, any felony crime not listed (i.e. a forgery suspect 
kills a security guard who attempts to arrest him). 
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l'7--DRUG RELATED 
Any homicide committed during a drug transaction Qt to 
further or improve ones ability to illegally possess, sell 
or distribute a controlled substance or an illegal 
substance. 

18--ALTRUISTIC 
Any homicide where the offender's motive is to benefit the 
victim (mercy killing, send victim to heaven, etc.), a 
group to which the victim belongs (?), or to serve a 
higher value (religious, political) ~ where the victim 
wishes to spare the victim embarrassment from past or 
future actions by the offender (i.e. offender is about to 
be arrested for embezzlement so he kills his family before 
killing self). 

19--PSYCHOTIC 
Any homicide committed by an individual f.or whom 
consistent evidence supports the fact that he/she was 
crazy ~ any homicide committed during a psychotic 
episode. 

20--FINANCIAL GAIN 
Any homicide committed to obtain financial rewards or 
settle a debt. This does not include rewards obtained by 
a theft or robbery. 

21--CULT 
Any homicide where the victim is killed as part of a 
cult's religious ritual ~ to further the purposes of a 
cult. 

22--MASS 
Any single incident wherein two or more victims are 
murdered. 

2:J--GANG 
Any homicide committed by a gang member to further the 
purposes of the gang. If 23 (*Gang*) is a relevant 
characteristic, specify the type of gang in the space 
provided. (i.e. -motorcycle gang*) 

24--CONSPlRACY 
Any homicide committed in accordance with the premeditated 
plan of two or more persons to cause the death of the 
victim. 
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25--FOR HIRE 
Any homicide committed by a third party in exchange for 
financial or property remuneration ~ or to repay a debt 
or favor. 

26--TO PREVENT TESTIFYING 
Any homicide committed to prevent someone (usually, but 
not always, the victim) from offering evidence to 
authorities or at bar about some past illegal activity ~ 
to prevent someone from offering evidence in a civil 
action arising from some past event or events. 

27--TO CONCEAL EVIDENCE OR PREVENT 1.0. 
Any homicide committed to prevent the victim from offering 
evidence against the offender or providing eyewitness 1.0. 
of the offender' for some action taken by the offender 
contemporaneous to the murder (i.e. offender rapes victim, 
then kills her to prevent prosecution on rape chargers). 

28--SELF-DEFENSE 
·Self defense- refers to situations where the evidence 
indicates that the victim was an aggressor or simply lost 
in a mutual combat situation. (i.e. wife kills husband who 
was going to hit her, a bar fight occurs and victim is 
shot as he moves to hit offender with a pool cue, etc.) 
Self-defense should also be I.D.'ed as a salient 
characteristic whenever the offender(s) give a statement 
in which they claim that they killed (or injured) the 
victim in self-defense. This category should also be 
included any time the offender raises a claim of self­
defense to police or the Court. 

2 - MASS MURDER VICTIM -- Any time two or more victims are 
killed in a single incident and there is no evidence which 
indicates that the offender(s) is connected (as an 
offender) in any manner to other murders, the victims are 
mass murder victims. 

3 - POSSIBLE SERIES VICTIM - Any time a single victim is 
killed and there is evidence to suggest that the 
offender(s) may have killed other individuals in a similar 
manner/circumstance the victim is a possible series 
victim. 

4 - CONFIRMED SERIES VICTIMS - Any time a single victim is 
killed and it is clear that the offender(s) killed other 
individual(s) in a similar manner/circumstance, the victim 
is a conirmed series victim. 
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5 - MASS SERIES - Any time two or more victims are killed 
in a single incident and it is clear that the offender(s) 
killed other individuals (either signle or more per 
incident) in a similar manner/circumstance, the victim is 
a mass series victim. victim(s) can be possible or 
confirmed. 

462. This could be murders committed either prior to or after 
this case, either related or unrelated. If ·yes· is 
checked, explain the answer in 465. 

463. Self-explanatory. 

464. 1. An open (active investigation) case is one where the 
investigators are and have been continuously working the 
case. 

465. 

2. Suspended, is any unsolved case that has been 
inactivated or the investigation stopped for whatever 
reason. 

3. Open - arrest warrant issued, is any case that an 
arrest warrant was issued, but the offender remains 
at-large. 

4. Self-explanatory. 

5. Exceptionally cleared - is any case clear for reasons 
other than arrest • 

This space is provided to give the coder an opportunity to 
give more detailed information concerning those items the 
coder feels need clarification. List the item number 
with the additional information. 

466. This item provides an opportunity for coders to report any 
information that the coder feels is an important aspect of 
this case, but that was not captured in the items on the 
H.I.T.S. form. 

467. Enter the name of the agency, the agency case number in 
the appropriate blanks. 

This sheet is provided to catalogue 1) all individuals 
whose names appear in the case file (except individuals 
investigating the case), their d.o.b., address, phone 
number and social security number; 2) all vehicles that 
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appear in the case file; and all credit cards. Fill in 
names, last name first. 

Each block of spaces pertains to a separate individual, 
automobile or credit card. If an individual has a vehicle 
and/or credit card that belongs to him reported in the 
case file, the vehicle and/or credit card information 
should be reported in the same box. However, vehicles and 
credit cards unrelated to named individuals in the case 
should be reported in separate boxes with no name. 

When a vehicle or credit card without a related name is 
reported, leave the name, d.o.b., phone number, address 
and social security number blank, and only fill in 
information pertaining to the vehicle or credit card. In 
addition, if information for an individual, vehicle or 
credit card is incomplete, just fill in the available 
information. If a vehicle is licensed in another state or 
nation, raport this information after the plate number. 
Include the area code with all phone numbers if known • 
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Ken Eikenberry 

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON 
DEXTER HORTON 8UILDlNCi, SEATTLE. WASHINCiTON "I~'lm 

Mr. Jack Burchard 
Okanogan County Prosecutor 
149 3rd North 
Okanogan, W~. 98840 

Dear Mr. Burchard: 

February 2, 1988 

Per our telephone calIon 1-26-88, this letter is written to 
verify my request for homicide information maintained by your 
office. The requested information will be used in a statewide 
homicide research project. This research i6 conducted under II O.S. 
Department of Justice grant awarded to the ~ttorney General's 
office. . 

,I respectfully request information concerning all homicides or 
suspicious deaths occurring in Okanogan County between 1-1-81 ~nd 
12-31-86. The inform~tion needed is: 

1. Victim's full nam~ . 
2. Victim's aqe and date of birth 
3. Date of death 
4. Cause of death 
S. Investigating law enforcement agency 
6. Law enforcement agency case number 

The above information may be sent in the form of an autopsy 
face sheet, coroner's report or any other record. I realize that 
for some agencies this c~ may require substantial effort. 
However t I believe that: this research will significantly benefit 
all law enforcement agencies. If you have any additional 
question:!, you lIIay call myself or Robert Jteppel at 206-464-7676. 
Thank you for your cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

ROBERT LAHORIA 
Program Manager 
Criminal Division 




