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Streamlined Forensic Biology Casework 
Report 

SFR Stage 1 Forensic Result 

Barcode  

Relates to Mr D Ref No:             

Location / Venue Outside Jimmy’s Nightclub, Chapeltown, Sheffield Custody / URN         

Date of Offence 15th November 2015 
Forensic Case 
Ref: 

        

Crime No: C/12356/16   
Forensic Lab 
Ref: 

        

Scientist A. Scientist 
Report 
No: 

        Other Ref:         

Case management – To the court and to the defence:  The prosecution propose to rely on the forensic evidence contained in this 

SFR and if there is a trial, to adduce it by way of a s10 CJA 1967 admission to the general effect that the exhibit(s) listed were 
forensically examined and the examination produced the result(s) described. Therefore should there be a real issue in relation to the 
forensic evidence below, such that the admission cannot be made, the prosecution ask that the defence identify the issue 
(Crim.PR.3.3 and Crim.PR 19.3(2)). 

If this report contains expert evidence, then, in accordance with CPR 19.3(2), the defence is required to serve a response to this 
report as soon as practicable, and in any event not more than 14 days after service of the report setting out which, if any of the 

conclusions in this report are admitted as fact, and where a conclusion is not admitted what are the disputed issues concerning that 
conclusion.  

This SFR is not a witness statement to which the provisions of s9 CJA 1967 and Crim.PR 16 apply, nor is it an expert’s report to 

which the provisions of Crim. PR 19.4 apply, its purpose being to introduce any expert evidence contained therein as admitted fact. 
If this SFR contains expert opinion, it is a summary of that opinion served pursuant to Crim. PR 19.3(1) 

SFRs assist courts to fulfil their duty to actively manage the case (Crim.PR 3.1) by ensuring that evidence is presented in the shortest 
and clearest way and by facilitating the early identification of the real issues. (Crim.PR 3.2). Each party must actively assist the court 
in fulfilling its duty (Crim.PR 3.3). 

Summary of Forensic Evidence: The information in this report relates to a Biology Casework 
examination 

 

Exhibit(s) Examined 
 

 

Results / Findings 

 
CC/02 Hooded toggle front 
sleeveless top from Mr D 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1. A mixed DNA profile was obtained from a sample of blood, which 

contained contributions of DNA from at least three sources.  All of the 
components of Mr D and Mr V’s reference profiles can be seen in the 
major components of the mixture. It is estimated that these findings are a 
billion times more likely if the DNA originated from Mr D and Mr V rather 
than from Mr D and an unknown person.  Considering the nature of the 
staining it might be reasonable to assume that Mr D’s portion (as the 
wearer) has originated from cellular material and that Mr V’s portion has 
originated from blood. 

 
2. In my opinion the results of this examination show that Mr D has been in 

contact with wet blood matching Mr V’s reference DNA profile.  
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CC/03 Left training shoe from Mr D 
 

 
 
Photo 2 
 

 
3. A DNA profile was obtained from a smeared spot of blood on the left 

training shoe which matches Mr V’s reference profile. In my opinion this 
DNA profile has originated from blood. An estimate of the chances of 
obtaining this matching profile if the sampled blood has originated from a 
person other than, and unrelated to Mr V is in the order of one in a billion 
(a billion is a thousand million). 

 
4. In my opinion the results of this examination show that Mr D has been 

close to airborne blood matching Mr V’s reference DNA profile.  
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Photo 2 

 
 
 

Evidence Type Supporting / Technical Information:  

 
Please refer to National Guidelines regarding blood, DNA profiling and interpretation / evaluation of scientific 
evidence. 
 
If not disclosed within the report, the DNA testing system used to test the crime stain sample(s) and reference 
sample(s) is the same. 
 

 

Report provided by A. Scientist Provider/Force/Unit         

Role/Registration No:          
Date of 
Report: 

        

Important CPS: 
 
Where real issue(s) are identified and if additional forensic work 
is necessary, please notify the agreed Force contact in writing, 
listing the issue(s) to be further addressed. 
 

Forensic 
Contact 
Details: 

         

Police / Courts  
Further biology casework will normally take XX working days to produce from receipt of request   
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Streamlined Forensic (Biology Casework) 
Report  

SFR Stage 1 Forensic Result 

Barcode  

 

STATUS OF (Biology Casework) RELATED EXHIBITS  
 

Relates to Mr D   Ref No:             

Location / Venue Outside Jimmy’s Nightclub, Chapeltown, Sheffield 
Custody / 
URN 

        

Date of Offence 15th November 2015 
Forensic Case 
Ref: 

        

Crime No: C/12356/16   
Forensic Lab 
Ref: 

        

Examiner/Officer/ 
Scientist 

A. Scientist   
Report 
No: 

        Other Ref:          

Additional information /  Evidence Type Technical Information:  
 

Please note these exhibits relate only to Biology Casework exhibits submitted for examination at the same time as 

those shown in the SFR results and findings set out on Page 1 
 
The prosecution will not ordinarily undertake further forensic analysis unless and until the exact issue that such 
analysis needs to address has been identified; and only if, in light of that issue, it is appropriate that the next stage of 
analysis should be undertaken by a prosecution rather than a defence expert. If appropriate a direction under Crim.PR 
3.5(2)(h) as to the order in which the expert issues should be determined may be sought. 

Exhibits Status 

 
SPC/04 Black gloves from taxi 
 
 

 
Contact blood was found on the left glove on the back, two of the fingers 
and close to the cuff. 
 
A complete, clear DNA profile matching Mr V’s reference profile was 
obtained from blood sampled from the second finger. In my opinion this 
DNA has originated from the sampled blood. If this blood has not originated 
from him then the profiles must match by chance. An estimate of the 
chances of obtaining this matching profile if the sampled blood has 
originated from a person other than, and unrelated to Mr V is in the order of 
one in a billion (one billion is one thousand million). 
 
Traces amounts of other sources of DNA in this profile are unsuitable for 
any meaningful comparison. 
 
In my opinion the results of this examination show that the left glove has 
been in contact with wet blood matching Mr V’s reference DNA profile.  
 
Minitapes from inside the cuff of the left glove yielded a complex profile 
unsuitable for meaningful interpretation. Therefore I am unable to determine 
the regular wearer of the left glove. 
 
No blood was found on the right glove.  Minitapes from inside of the right 
glove have not been examined.  
 

 
CC/02 Hooded toggle front 
sleeveless top from Mr D 
 
 
 

 
Small contact blood stains were found on the lower front. A sample of this 
staining was sent for DNA profiling. A mixed DNA profile, containing 
contributions of DNA from at least three sources, was obtained. All of the 
components of Mr D’s and Mr V’s reference profiles can be seen in the 
major components of the mixture.  
 
In interpreting the two major portions in this profile I have considered the 
following alternatives: 

1. Either that the DNA has originated from Mr D and Mr V or 
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2. The DNA has originated from Mr D and an unknown person. 
 

It is estimated that the findings are a billion times more likely if the former 
rather than the latter is true. Considering the nature of the staining it might 
be reasonable to assume that Mr D’s portion as the wearer has originated 
from cellular material and that Mr V’s portion has originated from blood. 
 
Very small possible spots of blood were also found on the upper back. Two 
of these were sampled together for DNA profiling and a low level mixed 
DNA profile unsuitable for meaningful comparison was obtained. 
 
Fibre lifts have been taken but not examined. 
 

 
CC/01 Tracksuit bottoms from Mr D 

No blood found 
 
Fibre lifts taken but not examined 

 
CC/03 Left training shoe from Mr D 

 
CC/04 Right training shoe from Mr D 

 
A few spots and light contact stains were found on both shoes. 
 
A light contact stain from the inner side of the right heel was sampled for 
DNA profiling. A mixed DNA profile was obtained. Mr V cannot be excluded 
as a contributor to this profile. No statistical evaluation is possible. 
 
A smeared spot on the sole of the left shoe was sampled for DNA. A DNA 
profile matching Mr V’s reference profile was obtained. In my opinion this 
has originated from blood. If this blood has not originated from him then the 
profiles must match by chance. An estimate of the chances of obtaining this 
matching profile if the sampled blood has originated from a person other 
than, and unrelated to, Mr V is in the order of one in a billion (a billion is a 
thousand million). 
 

 
DNA Sample barcode 34612347 

 

I understand that this reference DNA sample relates to Mr D (Date of birth 
06/06/1985) 

 
DNA Sample barcode 50423456 

 

I understand that this reference DNA sample relates to Mr V (Date of birth 
01/07/1982) 

NB – A. Scientist does not accept responsibility for the sensitivity or otherwise of this material. 

 


