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e OFFICER}N\IOLVED SHOOTING (O1S)

‘ Department of Justice Laboratory is accredited by; he dmerican Society,

|, the undersigned, deciare under penalty of perjury: (1) 1 am emploved:by ihe State of‘C,leifdml"a, Departmentigfdustice (DOJ), Bureau of Forensic Services: (2) 1
conducted an examination of the material described below in the.grdinary course of my work as a qualified exdptiner. according to approved laboratory
that include creation of contemporaneous documentation and the lechnical reviey of nipwork: (3) The ebservable data is set forth in the associated laboratory case

record: (4) Any opinions, interpretations. or conclusionsn this report are based upp.data in the asseciated laboratory case record and findings listed below.

SUMMARY/RESULTS

procedures

Note: This laboratory report has been prepared and rétained by DOJ in the normal course of busipess-according to DOJ's re gular practices and procedures. The
of Crime Laboratory Diréetors / Laboratory Accreditation Board (ASCLD/LAB).

"he submitted expended_‘e;}idence carti‘idgéﬁ'cases (Ttems CF-01 to CF-04, and CF-11) were fired from the
submitted pistol, Item:SLO1. The submitted expended evidence bullets could have been fired from the
submitted pistol,-or from any firearm(s) that produces similar class characteristics.

The leléWing evidence was submittéd to the Laboratory by McKay-Davis of the Riverside Police Department

One empty-magazine and ten rounds of Winchester brand .40 S&W caliber ammunition

The ,fd,lléwmg evidence was submitted to the Laboratory by Anzelde of the Riverside Police Department on

EVIDENCE

on.03/06/2012; ¢, #5° 4

ltem _ Description

SLO1 ' Glock Model 22, .40 S&W caliber semiautomatic pistol, S/N -

SLOIB. "o

CF-15 . Onedamaged expended bullet

CF«18 One'damaged expended bullet

CF-19 _ ‘One damaged expended bullet

CF-20  .“~ »One damaged expended bullet

03/08/2012:

Item Description .

SLO1A Listed as one Winchester 40 S&W cartridge

CF-01 One expended .40 S&W caliber cartridge case

CF-02 One expended .40 S&W caliber cartridge case
TF-03 One expended .40 S&W caliber cartridge case

CF-04 One expended .40 S& W caliber cartridge case

CF-11 One expended .40 S&W caliber cartridge case
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“~ XAMINATION

ltems SLO1 and SLO1B were previously examined (see R1-12-002007-0001).

The submitted evidence bullets (Items CF-15, CF-18, CF-19, and CF-20) are damaged and were fired from a
barrel with polygonal rifling such as the one found on Item SLO1 and other Glock pistols, Items CF-15 and
CF-20 are consistent with nominal .40/10mm caliber based on their weights and measured diameters: “The
weights of the bullets are: 168.4 grains (Item CF-15), 163.1 grains (Item CF-18), 176.2 grains (Item CF-19),
and 156.3 grains (Item CF-20). The bullets were microscopically inter001nparcd“fan'd"c"omparcd‘t‘b“ktyhe test fired
bullets from the Glock pistol, Item SLO1. Based on similar claS‘S"c'haracteristids"; the evidenjce"bullets could
have been fired from the Glock pistol. or from another firearm(s) that produces similar class characteristics. A
more definitive determination could not be made due to alack of sufficient matching individual characteristics
on the test fired bullets and the evidence bullets and due to the damage to the evidence bullets.

The submitted evidence cartridge cases (Items CF-O] , CF-02, (;V‘VZF—OVVSVV,V"'CF—O4, ’and’ CF-11) are .40 S&W caliber
and were manufactured or marketed by Winchester. The evidence cartridge cases were microscopically
compared to the test fired cartridge cases from the Gloek pistol, ltem SLOT. Based on sufficient agreement of

the breech face marks, the evidence cartridge case were;ﬁ"réd from the’ Glock pistol, Item SLO1.

Ttem SLO1A was not examined. < 4

DISPOSITION

.«ems SLO1 and SLOIB were picked up by Anzelde on 03/08/2012. The remaining evidence will be held
pending release to the appropriate agency. The test fires, Item TF-SLO1, will be stored at the Laboratory for a
period of five years, after which they will be returned to the appropriate agency.

EXAMINED BY: / /)4 A @

Date of Report: March 27, 2012 RICHARD A. TAKENAGY

Senior Criminalist
~=Technical review by: k Z . Date: HIL“ /’1_/_
Administrative review by: g \}J\MMU\’Y\O Date: i1 \2—
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