CMPD Crime Laboratory Division Questioned Documents Standard Operating Procedures

IB3: Counterfeit Documents

I. INTRODUCTION

The identification of the types of printing processes used to produce various documents is important
in the examination and comparison of counterfeit, altered and original documents. For examination
purposes it is important for the document examiner to have adequate genuine documents, examples
of various printing processes and reference literature.

II. INSTRUMENTATION

Magnification (i.e. Hand Magnifier and Stereo Microscope), adequate light source and alternate light
sources (See Appendix VI).

[ll. MINIMUM STANDARDS & CONTROLS

See Appendix .

IV. EXAMINATION PROCEDURE

A catalog of class characteristics can be produced until differences are discovered which establish
counterfeit. Any or all of the common inspection techniques may be employed. Depending upon the
significance of the matching characteristics, a lack of differences may or may not establish
genuineness. Examiner experience and judgment must be employed.

A. Have a genuine item of what is in question for comparison purposes. If a genuine is not
available the document examiner must have an understanding of how a genuine is produced
(i.e. printing processes and security features) to render a conclusion that an item in question is
or is not genuine.

B. Visually examine the questioned document using appropriate magnification and lighting to
determine the printing processes used to produce the item. Also examine item for any
additions or alterations that may have been made.

C. Determine whether or not the printing processes used to produce the item in question are the
same as those used to produce a genuine.

D. Examine the item in question to determine whether or not it contains security features that are
found in a genuine (i.e. microprinting, UV ink, security threads, etc...).

E. If the questioned item was produced using the same security features and printing processes
as a genuine item then examine the questioned item for quality and defects. Generally
speaking, genuine items are usually of higher quality and contain less defects than counterfeit
items.

F. Render conclusions based on examinations conducted in report form. Conclusions for this type
of examination are usually an identity of genuine or counterfeit. If the conclusion is that the
guestioned item is counterfeit then the method of production should also be included in the

QD Standard Operating Procedures

Counterfeit Documents

Issuing Authority — Quality Assurance Committee
Issue Date: 6/1/12

Page 1 of 3



IB3: Counterfeit Documents

report. The only other opinion that can be rendered is that it could not be determined whether
or not the item(s) are genuine/counterfeit. If this is the case than the reasons for the
inconclusive opinion need to be expressed in the report.
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