AMMENDMENTS TO THE JD FRANZ, INC. CAC-CMS ACCEPTANCE SURVEY REPORT DATED SEPTEMBER 27, 2007 (POSTED ON THE CACNEWS WEBSITE)

In January of 2008, it was brought to the attention of the CAC Northern Firearms Study Group CMS Acceptance Survey Committee that data in Table 21 of the JD Franz, Inc. CAC-CMS Acceptance Survey Report dated September 27, 2007 that was posted on the CACNEWS website appeared to be incorrect.  The committee reviewed this table and found that it was indeed incorrect.  The committee then brought this concern to the attention of JD Franz, Inc. with a request to review Table 21 and the remainder of the report for any additional errors and/or oversights and to issue an amended report with any necessary corrections.  JD Franz, Inc. reviewed the report and determined that the Table 21 was inaccurate because data from the previous table had been inadvertently repeated in Table 21.  After completing the review of the remainder of the report, JD Franz Inc. identified another three areas which required clarification or amendment.  JD Franz Inc. prepared an amended report with revisions occurring on the first two un-numbered pages and pages i, 5, 6, 17, 19, 21, 26 and B-4.  These revised pages all reflect the revision date of February 20, 2008 with the original report date of September 27, 2007 remaining the same.  Appendix D with an explanation of each amendment was also added to this amended report.

   

The committee wishes to emphasize that the revisions/amendments provided by JD Franz, Inc. do not change the conclusions discussed in the original report dated September 27, 2007.  In this regard, the committee quotes a portion of the JD Franz, Inc. amended report as follows:

“A discussion of all four amendments to the report follows.

Perhaps most important in this regard is the fact that none of the amendments to the report change our fundamental findings or our conclusions.  We stand by the following summary of our conclusions based on the results of this research:[1]
· The CMS method of firearm and toolmark identification remains controversial

· The majority of examiners accept the method as being valid, and two in five use it as an extension of pattern matching

· Court challenges to the use of CMS have reportedly been rare, and feedback from the courts has been predominantly positive

· It appears likely that as more examiners read about the technique and receive training in it, its use will increase

· As knowledge and understanding of the technique continue to spread, acceptance is likely to grow as well”

The committee encourages any interested parties to download the amended report and review it for his/her own information.  This amended report, still baring the original date of September 27, 2007, will have the revision date of February 20, 2008 as a footnote at the bottom of the cover page.

Respectfully Submitted,

CAC Northern Firearms Study Group CMS Acceptance Survey Committee Members
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