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Article’s Subject Matter: 

Two articles were submitted for review, one being the application by ANGUS Legal Defence citing ACE-V 
as being non-scientific, no error rates available, and that ACE-V was relatively novel in origin. 

Judge rules that ACE-V was a valid scientific method used for past 30 years, that there was widespread 
acceptance of ACE-V and fingerprint evidence in general.  And that no court (after appeal) has ever 
thrown out fingerprint evidence admissibility.  

Key Points in Article 

 Defence Application for Daubert Hearing centered around ACE-V not being Scientific 

 Method not Scientific Enough to qualify as a Validated Method 

 Error rate not available 

 No clear case law in Oregon stating ACE-V method is admissible 

 ACE-V not validated by Scientists 

 FP examiner not certified by IAI 

 Fingerprint Evidence is entirely subjective 

 Reviewer or Verifier may know the prior analysts conclusions (bias) 
 

 Judge ruled ACE-V is an acceptable scientific method 

 Citied wide-spread acceptance of method for at least last 30 years 

 Stated ACE-V method is a very subjective method 

 ACE-V had built in checks such as verification, and defense opportunity to self examine 

 Error rate (Landenberg Study) cited false positives low values …Cole stated 0.5% in a 
quoted article 

 IAI Swgfast group have established training guidelines for examiners 

 Oregon courts have long allowed and relied upon fingerprint evidence 
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Fallacies and Issues 

 Judge stated “ACE-V is a very broad framework that relies heavily on the experience, training 
and skill of the examiner.  It is therefore a very subjective process. 

This statement obviously opens a host of questions regarding the subjective nature of the opinion of the 
examiner.  This has already been seen in some cases where the examiner has not been allowed to 
present “absolute” evidence in the form of the individualization statement, but must rely on presenting 
the scientific process, and agreement between the unknown and the known, so that the court layperson 
may make his/her own opinion. 

 

<<Application to Exclude Follows this Page>> 

<<Judge’s ruling Follows the Motion to Exclude>> 
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