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No book on the subject of investigation can be considered complete without discussing what has been described by many as the ``Trial of the Century''the O.J. Simpson murder case. The investigation was of the double murder of Nicole Brown Simpson and her friend, Ronald Lyle Goldman. The offenses occurred on June 12, 1994, followed by an extensive police investigation, arrest, and criminal trial, People v. Orenthal James (O.J.) Simpson. The trial included 133 days of testimony from 126 witnesses. A total of 1,105 pieces of evidence were admitted and 857 exhibits presented during the trial. On October 3, 1995, the defendant, the former All-American and NFL professional football player, TV sports announcer, movie star, and ex-husband of victim Nicole Brown Simpson, was acquitted on all counts.

The outcome of this case had an impact on the general public. As a result of some aspects of the conduct of the investigation of the murders, the quality and training of those charged with the responsibility to investigate crime in our society were questioned. Before the Simpson case, the police investigation process was largely insulated from the public's knowledge. But the widespread media coverage of the Simpson case prompted the escalated scrutiny of police investigative activities. As a result, all members of the criminal justice system must recognize their responsibility to strengthen their knowledge and skills in this area and ensure that they meet their own expectations and those of the public. Review of this appendix analyzing the Simpson case will broaden the reader's knowledge of the issues in this case, and will demonstrate how understanding these events can improve other investigations.

This appendix examines the investigative issues that were identified in the O.J. Simpson case, without suggesting approval or disapproval of the actions or words of the police, prosecutors, defense attorneys, expert witnesses, or technicians in this case; and without providing an opinion as to whether the defendant may actually have committed the crimes for which he was charged. Instead, it concentrates on the problematic issues that arose during the trial, and provides references to places in this treatise where the reader can locate specific information, advice and guidance as to the proper steps to take when confronted with similar investigation issues. This appendix is divided into four major issues or sections: The Police Response and Preliminary Investigation; The Crime Scene Processing; The Follow-Up/Continuing Investigation; and The Physical Evidence. Each section presents issues related to the major heading, followed by a reference in Criminal Investigation Handbook where readers can find more details.

IThe Police Response and Preliminary Investigation
Issue 1: Initial response officers phoned a supervisor using a telephone inside the house where they found the two murder victims. It was unknown at the time whether fingerprints or other trace evidence that would have been relevant to the case may have been on the telephone receiver.

Reference: The protection of the crime scene and the preservation of evidence is a key responsibility of the first officers at a scene. See in general, 11.02, and the UNIFORMED OFFICER'S CRIME SCENE INVESTIGATION CHECKLIST, and specifically, 28.04, DEATH SCENE INVESTIGATION CHECKLIST.

Issue 2: An officer testified at the trial that police academy training instructions ``kind of gloss over'' the subject of preserving a crime scene and that he (the officer testifying) had learned the subject through ``on-the-job'' training. 1 

Reference: Basic training police academies have much material to cover, and crime scene preservation represents a small portion of their activities. Thus, it is difficult to devote substantial time to this subject. The result is that the first representatives of the criminal justice process respond to a scene ill-prepared, either because of inexperience, lack of training, or a lack of understanding of the strategic issues that will affect the case later on at trial. See Chapter 11, Crime Scene Investigation, for general information, and Chapter 28, Criminal Death Investigations.

Issue 3: Officers testified that when they responded to the scene, they noticed a cup of ice cream partially melted on the banister of Nicole Brown Simpson's condominium, a lit candle in her bedroom, and water drawn in her bathtub.

Reference: Later during the trial, the issue of ``time of death'' became crucial. There is no one observation, piece of physical evidence, or scientific examination that can establish the exact time of death. A combination of all of these assists investigators and forensic scientists in narrowing the time frame. Accordingly, specific observations by the first responding police officers of the extent the ice cream had melted, the burning of the candle, and the temperature of the water in the bathtub might have been valuable information in this regard. See 26.05[4]  28.05[4], Establishing Manner, Time, and Location of Death.

Issue 4: The medical examiner was not called to the crime scene until 6:55 a.m., June 13, almost seven hours after the first responding officer found the two bodies at the scene. 2 

Reference: The authority to investigate the cause and manner of unnatural, suspicious, or unattended deaths rests with the medical examiner. In the event of a criminal death with the body(ies) still at the crime scene, the police are not to touch the body, or any physical evidence around the body that may relate to the manner, cause, or time of death, but are to secure it in place until the medical examiner arrives. The notification for the medical examiner response should occur immediately when it is determined that the death falls within the purview of the medical examiner. See 28.05[2], The Medical-Legal Investigation; 28.05[2][a], Medical Examiner's Case; 28.05[2][b], Medical Examiner's Initial Response, and MEDICAL EXAMINER CRIME SCENE CHECKLIST.

Issue 5: A first response uniformed officer placed a blanket over Nicole Brown Simpson's body at the crime scene. Although the intent of the officer was to shield the body from the public's view, the action may have contaminated critical evidence implicating the defendant, O.J. Simpson. The defense at trial argued that, ``if O.J. Simpson had previously used the blanket, his hairs could have been spread onto parts of the crime scene.'' The defense further suggested that ``Simpson, his children or their dog could have carried fibers from inside his car onto the blanket. Those items then could have floated from the blanket onto the crime scene as well.'' 3 

Reference: See 28.03[2], The First Response Officer, UNIFORMED OFFICER'S CRIME SCENE INVESTIGATION CHECKLIST (Criminal Death Investigation), ``DO NOT cover the body in an attempt to shield citizens from viewing the corpse.'' Covering the body may alter and/or contaminate valuable evidence. In the event that the body is covered either prior to the police response or by the police themselves, the covering used becomes evidence and is considered part of the crime scene and must be preserved and collected.

Issue 6: The search of O.J. Simpson's residence immediately after finding the bodies of Nicole Brown Simpson and Ronald Goldman became an issue at trial. The issue was twofold. First, was O.J. Simpson a suspect at the time the police entered his property? Secondly, was a search warrant or permission from O.J. Simpson required?

Reference: See 11.09, Constitutional Limits on Conducting a Crime Scene Search Without a Search Warrant. This section contains cites to state court and U.S. Supreme Court decisions that discuss emergency searches.

IIThe Crime Scene Processing
Issue 7: In its opening statement at trial, the defense told the jury that during the processing of the crime scene, police ran a `` `cesspool of contamination' that tainted blood evidence so badly that it should not be used in an effort to convict Simpson.'' They further stated that the crime scene had been ``tracked through and traipsed through so badly by detectives, uniformed police officers and low-level coroner's officials that footprints and other evidence police claim link Simpson to the murders have no value.'' 4 

Reference: Activities by police at the crime scene that give the appearance of impropriety will always cause the issue of contamination to be raised. See 11.03, Preservation of the Crime Scene, for a detailed action plan to protect the crime scene from contamination. Also see 11.07, Photographing the Crime Scene (in general), CRIME SCENE PHOTOGRAPHY CHECKLIST, 28.04[2], Photographing the Death Scene, [a]Photography of the Body, [b]Use of Videotape, for guidance on how accurate recording of the crime scene can alleviate the defense's contamination claim.

Issue 8: The police failed to collect blood (believed to be the defendant's based on DNA testing) from a gate at the rear of the condominium during the initial crime scene processing.

Reference: The main objective when searching the crime scene is to locate physical evidence that may be used to establish that a crime has been committed and that a certain person or persons committed that crime. The crime scene searcher's goal is to locate anything unusual and unnatural that may be considered evidence that satisfies the elements of the crime(s) and suspect(s). See 11.06, Searching the Crime Scene, GENERAL CRIME SCENE SEARCH GUIDELINES FOR EVIDENCE TECHNICIANS. Also see 28.04, DEATH SCENE INVESTIGATION CHECKLIST, 3) Searches, and 28.04[3], Searching for Physical Evidence, [a]Search Locations.

Issue 9: The victim's [Nicole Brown Simpson's] hands were not wrapped at the crime scene to preserve possible trace evidence.

Reference:  ``Transfer and trace evidence (used synonymously) encompass many diverse types of macroscopic, microscopic, and submicroscopic materials that often go unnoticed by evidence technicians and investigators. Transfer evidence is evidence that is transferred or exchanged when two objects touch each other or take on characteristics of each other.'' It is normal protocol to place a paper bag or the like over each of the victim's hands to protect from loss of any trace evidence that may be on the hands or finger nails. See 14.05[5], Transfer and Trace Evidence, for further information on this subject.

Issue 10:  The victim, Nicole Brown Simpson, had a blood splatter pattern on her back that was washed off by the medical examiner without being examined or tested. The defense questioned this action at trial. 5 

Reference:  ``Wounds causing the loss of blood during a violent crime often produce blood patterns and/or spatters which can provide valuable information concerning the events surrounding the death.'' See 28.04[3][c]Bloodstain Pattern Analysis, and 14.05[5][h]Human Body Fluids, for further information and references relating to this subject.

Issue 11:  The role and responsibility of the evidence technician 6  as it related to the investigative and crime laboratory activities, became an issue that demonstrated confusion within the investigation process.

Reference:  See 14.02. Role of the Crime Laboratory and Evidence Technicians, and 1.01, The Strategic Investigation Process.

Issue 12:  The defense spent considerable time at trial questioning police personnel in reference to the evidence collection activities in this case. The issue in this regard was identified during the opening cross-examination of the lead evidence technician (criminalist), when the defense asked if the role of the criminalist was to ``make sure evidence is not tampered with?'' 7  This issue became a continuous problem when the defense team alleged tampering and contamination of evidence.

Reference:  See generally Chapter 14, Identification, Collection and Processing of Physical Evidence, for a discussion on specific requirements for protection of each type of physical evidence. Also see 14.04, Evidence Collection Procedures, and [1]Generally, which contains the list, BASIC EVIDENCE COLLECTION KIT.

Issue 13:  During the trial, testimony suggested that there had been a discussion between the detectives and the lead evidence technician as to whether to bring additional technicians to the scene because of the extensive amount of evidence that needed to be processed. The lead police investigator rejected the need for more technicians because he wanted to be sure of the ``chain of custody'' and the record of possession of the evidence. The defense argued that ``by denying a request for extra help, the police may have increased the number of mistakes made by the overburdened criminalists.'' 8 

Reference:  For a discussion of ``chain of custody,'' and the marking, tagging, packaging, and transportation of evidence, see 14.04[2], [3], [4]. Also see a discussion of ``transient evidence,'' evidence that changes with the passage of time, 14.04[1]. Transient evidence must be processed quickly because it can change, evaporate, be contaminated or destroyed by environmental elements. Examples of such physical evidence are fresh blood, hot or cold foods or beverages, and flammable fluids and solids. The Simpson case had a crime scene full of such evidence.

Issue 14:  The lead evidence technician testified that he had only ``limited knowledge'' and brief training in collecting blood to be used in DNA analysis. 9 

Reference:  See 10.05[5][j][ii] 14.05[5][j][ii]Collection and Preservation, to learn how to properly handle, collect, and preserve DNA related evidence.

Issue 15: Two crime laboratory technicians testified to how they handled the physical evidence when it arrived at the crime laboratory. During cross examination by defense counsel, one of the technicians opened a bag to find mold growing on Goldman's bloody white shirt. She also identified pictures of evidence bags labeled with such spare designations as ``pants, socks,'' without any other notation. A bag containing Goldman's shoes also contained a smaller bag labeled merely ``hair.'' ``It didn't say it came from the shoe.'' 10 

Reference: The technicians' testimony raised two investigative problems. First, the collection and preservation of human body fluids require special consideration. For basic guidelines for crime scene search, collection, preservation, and packaging of this category of evidence, see 14.05[5][h]Human Body Fluids. Secondly, the proper tagging, labeling, and transportation of evidence is another step to ensure the integrity of the evidence at trial. See 14.04[2], [3], and [4].

Issue 16: There were 17 usable fingerprints found at the crime scene. The police fingerprint specialist, who was called as a witness by the defense team, said five fingerprints that were lifted the day after the murders were conclusively identified. He indicated that some matched Nicole Brown Simpson and her friend, Faye Resnick, and that the others matched police detectives and technicians who examined the murder scene. 11 

Reference: ``The responsibility of the initial uniformed officers regarding the preservation of evidence at the crime scene is simple: DO NOT DO ANYTHING TO ALTER THE CRIME SCENE! DO NOT TOUCH ANYTHING! More importantly, ensure that no one else does the same.'' See 11.03, Preservation of the Crime Scene. Investigators, technicians, and other support personnel must also understand the importance of not adding to or changing the crime scene from the time of the first officer response.

Issue 17: While testifying, a defense expert witness was critical of the police for not measuring numerous blood drops or splatters at the crime scene that the witness said could have been useful in determining the position of the victims when they were stabbed. 12 

Reference: See 28.04[3][c]Bloodstain Pattern Analysis. This section discusses the information that can be derived from blood spots; discusses how the examination of bloodstains at a scene, on a body, or from clothing of persons can assist in determining the sequence of events or the very existence of an alleged event; and lists rules that crime scene investigators should follow when confronted with bloodstain pattern evidence.

Issue 18: The tow-truck driver who hauled O.J. Simpson's white Bronco vehicle from the crime scene on Rockingham, Simpson's residence, to an impound lot, testified as a defense witness. He testified that he stole two credit card receipts from the vehicle, but returned them.

Reference: The vehicle was part of the Rockingham crime scene and as such required the same preservation of crime scene protocol as illustrated in 11.03. Note the listing of 10 questions in this section that the crime scene protection officers must be prepared to answer when asked to testify.

IIIThe Follow-up/Continuing Investigation
Issue 19: Prosecutors contended that the killings occurred at about 10:15 p.m. 13  The issue of the exact time of death of the victims is always important. In the Simpson case, many people believed that there was only a one-hour window of opportunity during which the defendant could have perpetrated the crimes. Thus, the time of death was crucial to the prosecution.

Reference: See 28.05[4]Establishing the Manner, Time, and Location of Death. This section discusses all the information available to the investigators to narrow down this issue. Also see Issue 3 above. In the Simpson case, the stomach contents of neither victim was examined at autopsy. The state of digestion of food eaten at the victim's last meal can also establish the time of death.

Issue 20: Finding witnesses, determining what they knew, what they heard, what they saw, how reliable their memory was, and what their motivation for coming forth and providing information was, all became very important to the prosecutor's case. During the trial, a Spanish-speaking witness who lived near the defendant's estate, testified that on the evening police were searching O.J. Simpson's estate (the day after the murders), she asked a police investigator, ``Is Mr. Simpson dead or wounded?'' Answering in the negative, the police investigator inquired why she asked. She responded, ``Because last night, very late, I heard voices. I heard men talking in the back of the yard.'' (The yard adjacent to the Simpson property). She testified that the investigator took notes and advised her that the police would be back to interview her. ``They never came back'' to talk to her, she testified. ``I'm still waiting.'' 14 

Reference: See Chapter 12, Interviewing Witnesses At The Crime Scene. This chapter discusses how to prepare for crime scene interviews; the competency and credibility of victims and witnesses; their perception and recall of events; and provides guidance on basic interviewing techniques. 12.05[2] addresses the use of language interpreters. It is not unusual for the police to be confronted with a victim, witness (as in this issue) or suspect who does not speak English. Also see 28.03[4], which offers guidance on locating and interviewing witnesses in a death investigation. Another section, 28.03[5], The Neighborhood Canvass, discusses the ``canvass,'' which is a door-to-door inquiry or informal interview with persons located in the general vicinity of the crime scene. Included in this subsection are sample forms to be used by police when conducting a canvass. They are: WITNESS FACE SHEET; NEIGHBORHOOD CANVASS QUESTIONNAIRE, and BUILDING CANVASS QUESTIONNAIRE.

Issue 21: The examination of bodies at the crime scene and the subsequent autopsies were the responsibilities of the medical examiner (coroner). These processes are referred to as the ``medical-legal'' investigation. It is the medical examiner (coroner) who has the authority and jurisdiction to determine the cause, manner, and time of death. The Chief Medical Examiner (coroner), Lakshmanan Sathyavagiswaran, testified about the results of the medical examiner's report, including the autopsy report of both victims. The medical examiner who actually conducted the autopsies was Deputy Coroner, Irvin Golden. Dr. Sathyavagiswaran testified rather than Dr. Golden, and Dr. Sathyavagiswaran stated that there were more than 30 mistakes made during these autopsies.

Reference: See 28.05[2], The Medical-Legal Investigation. This section explains the subtle differences between a coroner and medical examiner. It details and provides a checklist that outlines the responsibilities of the medical examiner at the crime scene. The autopsy protocol is described, as is the manner in which the medical examiner concludes his or her findings of cause, manner, time, and location of death.

Issue 22: The medical examiner in the Simpson case testified that neither he nor any other medical examiner could fix an exact time of death. In this case, the medical examiner testified to a 3-hour, 45-minute range for time of death, which failed to undermine the defendant's alibi.

Reference: See 28.05[4] for a discussion on how witness testimonial evidence together with postmortem changes in the body provide a ``window of death,'' i.e., a probable range of time during which death could have occurred.

Issue 23: The medical examiner testified that he saw no sign on Nicole Brown Simpson's body or clothes to suggest that she was sexually assaulted, so he did not conduct any tests to establish the presence of semen or sexual related trauma. A police investigator testified, ``In my observation and my experience, sex was the last thing on the mind of this attacker. It was an overkill, a brutal overkill. There was no evidence of rape.'' 15  The defense alleged that the failure to test for the presence of semen or sexual related trauma was a mistake, because such testing might have yielded clues about who Nicole Brown Simpson may have been with just prior to her death.

Reference: Making assumptions at early stages of the investigation can only lead to the loss of potential evidence and may give an appearance of a lack of thoroughness during the investigation process. Both feed the defense's ability to establish doubt in the minds of the jury as to the strength of the case.

``What the police do or do not do at the crime scene during the preliminary investigation can greatly affect the successful results of a criminal case.'' 11.01, Importance of the Crime Scene Investigation. Also see 28.05[2][e]The Medical-Legal Autopsy, where twelve questions are listed that can be answered by the autopsy to assist the homicide investigator. The eighth question listed is, ``Is there any evidence of sexual assault?''

Issue 24: The prosecutors contended that the motive for the murder of Nicole Brown Simpson was jealousy and anger by the defendant about his inability to continue controlling her life. Ron Goldman was murdered simply because he was present at the wrong time.

Reference: See 28.06, The Criminal Death Offender, which discusses homicide patterns and homicide offender profiling. In 28.06[2], there is a list of patterns or types of homicides and the motives that lead to their perpetration.

Issue 25: When Simpson was asked to take a polygraph test during questioning by homicide detectives, he declined to do so because of nightmares he said he had. He told the investigators, ``I don't know if I want to take itcause I have had some dreams about killing her.''

Reference: See generally 15.03, Truth and Deception Instrumentation, and 15.03[6] and [7], for a discussion on the reliability, accuracy, and admissibility in court of polygraph results.

IVThe Physical Evidence
Issue 26: Two leather gloves, one of which was found at the crime scene near the victims' bodies, and the second on the grounds of Simpson's estate, raised several questions. First, were the two gloves from an original single pair? Second, could they have been planted by the police? Third, did they properly fit O.J. Simpson? Fourth, were they the same gloves shown on O.J. Simpson by a photograph taken at an NFL game in January 1991? To focus on the origin of the gloves themselves, the issue of identity of characteristics was extensively discussed.

Reference: See 14.03, Quality and Usefulness of Physical Evidence, where the author's illustration of the ``Evidential Pyramid'' is presented. The quality and usefulness of physical evidence is determined by analyzing the class characteristics, individual characteristics, mathematical probability of occurrence factors, and theory of transfer/exchange. The more that is known about a physical object, the more traceable it becomes. The gloves were described to be a pair of extra large dark brown Aris Lights, Serial Number 70263, with ribbing on the backs. Richard Rubin, a former executive with Aris Isotoner, the company that made the gloves in question testified he was ``100 percent certain'' that the gloves were identical to the gloves shown on Simpson's hands by the photograph taken at the NFL game in January 1991. Rubin pointed out special features of Model Number 70263, including a distinctive pattern of stitching. He said that only 300 pairs of the gloves were manufactured and that about 200 to 260 were sold in 1990 by Bloomingdale's. It was believed that Nicole Brown Simpson purchased a similar pair for the defendant at Bloomingdale's in 1990. 16 

Issue 27: The physical evidence on the glove found at Simpson's estate consisted of blood, hair follicles, and fibers. The prosecutors contended that the blood and hair follicles genetically matched those of both victims, and the fibers matched fibers from Goldman's shirt and Simpson's Ford Bronco. The value of the hairs and fibers on the cap found at the scene also presented in the same manner.

According to FBI analysis, hair from each of the following people and from Nicole Brown Simpson's dog, Kato, ``is consistent with'' hair found on the objects listed below: 17 

Blue knit cap found at crime scene = 12 hairs consistent with O.J. Simpson.

Ronald Goldman's shirt = 1 hair consistent with O.J. Simpson; 35 ``forcibly removed hairs'' consistent with Nicole Brown Simpson; and large amounts of hairs consistent with Ronald Goldman.

Ronald Goldman's jeans = several hairs consistent with Nicole Brown Simpson.

Glove found at O.J. Simpson's estate = 1 hair consistent with O.J. Simpson; 1 12-inch hair and 3 hair fragments consistent with Nicole Brown Simpson; three or four hairs consistent with Ronald Goldman; and several hairs consistent with Kato, the dog.

Glove found at crime scene = 1 six-inch hair fragment consistent with Nicole Brown Simpson.

Reference: When describing the value of information obtained from physical evidence, the words ``genetically matched,'' ``identical,'' ``similar,'' ``same,'' ``unique,'' ``alike,'' ``consistent with,'' and ``common,'' become powerful descriptive adjectives that can easily be misleading. The examination of physical evidence can either demonstrate that characteristics exist that distinguish the evidence from all others within its group, or that it only has class characteristics common among the group to which it belongs. See in general, 14.03, Quality and Usefulness of Physical Evidence; and in particular, 14.05[5], Transfer and Trace Evidence, where DNA, human body fluids, and hair, and fiber evidence are discussed.

Issue 28: EDTA (Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid) is an anticoagulant used to preserve blood specimens in test tubes. The properties of EDTA became an issue when the defense alleged that the police planted the blood of the defendant on the back gate at Nicole Brown Simpson's townhouse. The lack of significant amounts of EDTA found by the FBI laboratory on the blood smears at the gate indicated that the blood could not have come from the blood vial obtained from the defendant. The defense argued that there were sufficient amounts of EDTA to substantiate that the blood smear in question came from the blood sample vial taken from the defendant.

Reference: See 14.05[5][j][iii] for discussion of EDTA and the collection of blood samples. This discussion emphasizes the importance of immediately transporting a blood sample to the examining laboratory after the blood sample has been drawn.

Issue 29: The murder weapon was never found, but was believed to be a knife. During the Preliminary Hearing, the prosecution indicated its belief that the victims were killed with a long, heavy stiletto. The owner of a cutlery shop testified that Simpson bought a 15-inch-long stiletto with a six-inch folding blade only five-weeks before the slayings. 18 

Reference: See Chapter 17, Weapons Identification, 17.04, Knives and Cutting Instruments. Also see 28.05[5][c]Cutting and Stabbing Wounds.

Issue 30: The defense never challenged the general ad missibility of DNA evidence as a forensic technique for analyzing biological fluids. The defense did challenge the methods and results of the DNA tests conducted in this case.

Reference: See 14.05[5][j] for discussion of DNA Genetic Identification. This section includes historical background; collection and preservation procedures; laboratory examination procedures; applications; admissibility of DNA evidence; and use of probability statistics in DNA cases.

Issue 31: The single set of shoeprints found near the bodies at the crime scene became valuable to the prosecution because of the determination that they came from a unique source. An FBI shoeprint expert testified that examination of the pattern of the shoeprints at the scene revealed they were consistent with that of a European size 46 (American size 12), Bruno Magli shoe manufactured in Italy. It was determined that the defendant also wears size 12.

Reference: See 14.05[3][c] for discussion on shoeprint impressions found at crime scenes.

Issue 32: The amount of blood drawn from O.J. Simpson in contrast to the amount allegedly found in the blood vial became an issue. The nurse originally testified that he had drawn 8 cc of blood. Only 6.5 cc was found at the time of analysis. The defense alleged that the missing 1.5 cc was that which the police planted at the crime scene. The nurse later testified that he erred and that he actually had drawn 6.5 cc.

Reference: See 14.05[5][j][ii], for a discussion on suggested amounts of blood evidence samples required for adequate DNA test results.

Issue 33: Whether the jury should view the photographs taken at the crime scene and of the bodies during the autopsies became an issue. The jurors were allowed to see 44 color photographs of the two murder victims. Forty photographs were taken at the autopsy and four at the crime scene.

Reference: See 11.07, Photographing the Crime Scene, including a CRIME SCENE PHOTOGRAPHY CHECKLIST; 28.04[2]Photographing the Death Scene; 28.05[2], Figure 28-22, A typical set of photographs from a forensic autopsy. 
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