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WHAT DOES A FOOTWEAR COMPARISON ENTAIL?

Crime Scene Impression Superimposed Composite Image Known Shoe Test Impression




CURRENT CONCLUSION SCALE




* Goals were:
* To move away from categorical conclusions
* Decide on a framework for articulating opinions to the stakeholders
that were transparent, more justifiable, and didn’t lose anything in
ARTl CU LATl N G terms of how understandable they were
* Also wanted to provide something that was usable to
OPINIONS INTO practitioners and adoptable by laboratories. To do this we had to

THE FUTU RE answer two questions

|. Are the new opinions being understood!?
2. Are the new opinions perceived as much “weaker” than

previous associations!?



QUESTION | — -
HOW TO IDENTIFY * Weight of evidence type scale

TH E BEST * Where the practitioner must consider the two propositions

FRAM EWORK’ during the evaluation




QUESTION 2 —
HOW MANY

BOXES IS TOO
MANY BOXES!?




QUESTION 3 —
HOW
IMPORTANT IS
SYMMETRY IN
A SCALE!?
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NEW SCALE




QUESTION 4 —
ARE WE
UNDERSTOOD!?




QUESTION 5 —
ARE WE
CORRECTLY
REPRESENTING
THE
STRENGTH OF
SUPPORT?
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THANK YOU

David Kanaris

david.kanaris@alaska.gov

Footwear & Tire Subcommittee | NIST



mailto:david.kanaris@alaska.gov
https://www.nist.gov/organization-scientific-area-committees-forensic-science/footwear-tire-subcommittee
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