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FOREWORD 

This report originated in response to a request from the Institute of Forensic 
Sciences of the Office of the Medical Examiner, Dallas County, Texas, for an 
on-site inspection of its laboratory facilities and personnel to determine how the 
Institute might improve and expand its questioned document services and capabil­
ities. The consultant was John J. Harris, and other persOlmel involved with the 
assib:rrunent were: 

R. 0.: 

A.A. : 

Charles S. Petty, M. D. 
Director, Dallas County Forensic Crime Labo:rutory 

N. T. Fisher 
Police Specialist 
LEAA Region VI (Dallas) 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Institute of Forensic Sciences at Dallas is unique in that it is not part of 
a sheriff's office or police depal1ment. Its Forensic Crime Laboratory, under 
the Medical Examiner, handles all of the forensic science problems in criminal 
cases for Dallas County. Dr. Charles S. Petty, Director, and Dr.!. C. Stone, 
Chief of the Physical Evidence Section, wanted an independent analysis of the 
laboratory's questioned document capabilities and equipment as well as recorn­
mendations on how to expand and improve their services in the queHtioncd doc:u­
ment field. 

On-site evaluation took place on December 16-17, 1976, and included con­
sultations with Drs. Petty and Stone. and with rvlr. Harry L. Felker, Document 
Examiner at the laboratory, and his assistant, M1'. Roger Smith. On the first 
day, the consultant toured the laboratory, visHed the various departments, met 
most of the personnel there, and discussed with theln their evaluating procedures 
for questioned documents. During the second day, the consultant compiled data 
and again held discussions with Dr. Petty, Dr. Stone, and Mr. Felker • 
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II. ANALYSIS OF TIlE PROBLEM 

Questioned document examination can be an important funct ion and scrvkc.' 
for most major forensic science laboratories. It is not feusible for small('r bbora­
tories with small case loads, sinc.e such examination should not he attel1lptl'cl as 
a part-time activity by a criminalist or anyone engaged in another field or forensic 
science. The Dallas area appears large ('nough to providc' suffidcnt cases to 
justify full-time employment for document examination specialists. Thdr duties, 
in addition to examinillg lJund\\rltlng and l:>igBaI.Ul'l'S, Khou]d inchldv plobkllL'i ((.~ 

bOng to typewriting, ink, pap('r, dgC of documents, specinl clocunwnt phoiography, 
and fingerprint restoration. In addition, the document: examiner should ll(' ava HabIt! 
to instruct local law enforcement personnel on col1cction <Illd pn'S('l'VCll ion of this 
type of evidence. Finally, the expert: should be pn.'pared to tcstil)' in court re­
garding his laboratory findings. 

At thc! present time, all of the questioned document \vork in the Dallas L:lbora­
tory is ha11l11ed by Mr. I-larry L. Felker. In order of importance, his case problems 
consist of disputC(l chc'cks, legal and bank documents, suicide notcs, credit card 
slips, and -- occasionally -- n tY1)ewriting problem. He rarely has ink-idc'nlifica­
tion or agl'-of-docnmcnt problems. He testifies in perhaps 25 cases Ll year. 

There is no specific lahoratory or room devoted exclusively to this typc' of 
work. The present floor phm of the laboratory would probably require a major 
change in o!"der to set aside an m"ea for document examination, whi.ch mayor may 
not be practical. 

Under the Civil Service provisions, Mr. Felker is classified as a Criminalist­
II; there is no Civil Scn-TicL' classification for a document: l'xaminer. Mr. FelLer, 
although he is assisted by IZogcr Smith, cloes not officially have an understudy. 

Although the facility hus a wen-equipped medical and chemical laboratory, it is 
not well equipped in all areas for questioned document work since it is primarily 
used for patho1of.,ry problems. There arc stereo microscopes, infrared microBcope, 
magnifiers, and a photographic laboratory on the gTound lcV(~l. There are f('\\, books 
and reference materials on questioned documents; there is no typewriter identi­
fication file; there: is no separate photographic lahoratory for photographic document 
problem::;; and there is not even a separate office area. 
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III. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

While the Institute of Forensic Science is tU1 impressive organization with 
cooperative, candid persom1Cl who have a rcal interest in expanding and improving 
document examination capabilities, it has certain shortcomings. Mr. Felker is 
doing a fine job, but he lacks the physical layout, reference materials, and photo­
graphic equipment eSf-)ential for the task of handling a wide range of questioned 
docu.ment prob1emf-), These deficiencies c:~1 be overcomo by providing more 
space - - either by 1.l1lotting additional space in the present huilding or, preferably, 
hy dusigning a c1oc . .'u11lent-oriented arca when the building is C)qxll1tied - - and by ob­
taining the services of another qualified document examiner in order to increase 
the capabilities of the laboratory in all areas of questioned document work. 
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IV. RECOMrv1ENDATIONS 

]. General R('comnwndations 

A. If the laboratory building is to be expanded, e. g., by adding another 
Door, set aside a particular area for two or three que'st iOl1cd lIoeu­
ment examin<.!rs. North Jight is dc'sirable (see attached layout). Actual 
plans can be copied from the Postal Service Laboratory at Wa~hjngton, 
D. C., ;,"" 111C one at San Francisco. The space should provide desks, 
large tel:)1(::), m ing cubinets, controlled lighting, omsick Jight, and 
cOl1veni(!nt electrical outlets. Th<.!re is no need for a separate c11('F1~E~t1 
laboratory. 

B. Incorp()Joate a phoLOgraphy luboratory adjacent to the questioned docu­
ment section, consisting of a camera room, a small darkroom to 
develop films, and a larger one for producing cnlargemcnts up to 16 
x 20 inches (this photographic facility can also be used by the crilninalisls). 

C. When additional personnel are available, incre~lse local educational 
activities so that luw en[orcement personnd in Dallas County and sur­
rounding arl.~as become more familiar with these expanded and improved 
facilities offered by the laboratory. 

2. Specific RccnmnlC'nclatiol1s 

A. Be~rin immediately to gather reference materials and books and to organize 
a typewritcr-rcfl'rt'nCe file. (Sec Scientific Evidence in Criminal Cases 
by 1\1oel1ssel1S for a beginning bibliography. ) 

13. Change the Civil Service classification of assigned pcnwnnc1 from Crimi­
nalist II to Questioned Document Examiner. 

C. 13c~rin to accumulate, if possible, photographic equipment such as a .txS 
view camerat enlarger, fixed-focus camera, a 3Smm camera system 
for document examiners and criminalists. 

D. Set out budget items that will permit questioned documenr laboratory per­
sonneJ to attend the annual l11cetings of the American Academy of Forensic 
Sciences and the :\merican Society of Questioned Document Examiners. 
These are continuing clIueation programs with opportunities to both rcceive 
ncw information and j1u rticipate in mutua] discussions. If it is not possible 
to estahlish a special photographic laboratory, utilizc the photo laboratory 
on the ground Door and also, if practical, usc the phot'Og.rallhic facilities 
at the hospital. 
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When budgetary allocations permit, arrange to employ a second fully 
qualified document examiner. A metropolitan area the size of Dallas 
should have more than enough cases to keep two specialist.., butly. 
One person hardly has time to accumulate a typewriter file~ attend 
meetings, propare papers, and keep up with the case 10a-1. While 
Mr. Felker Ins a comfortable case load at prescnt, once Ute f~,ci1i­
ties are expa'ld2d, it can be anticipated that the casc lonel \ i,:l increase 
accordingly. Further, experienced and fully quaJifiod documLlt exam­
iners of a caliber suitable for the DaJlas laboratory arc hard ~') come 
by, and it may take some plamling and timing to find the rjght p('rson • 
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REC011MEi\TJ)ED QDE LABORATORY LAYOUT 
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