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G37 A Case for the Records — The Importance of Antemortem Records in Making a 
3RVLWLYH�'HQWDO�,GHQWL¿FDWLRQ

Randolph L. Mitchell, DMD*, 47 William Street, Lyons, NY 14489

After attending this presentation, attendees will better understand the need for patience as antemortem records come into the 

PHGLFDO�H[DPLQHU¶V�RI¿FH���$WWHQGHHV�ZLOO�EH�DEOH�WR�VRUW�RXW�ZKDW�LQIRUPDWLRQ�LV�NH\�WR�WKH�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�DQG�ZKDW�LQIRUPDWLRQ�KHOSV�WR�
VXSSRUW�WKH�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ��ZKLOH�QRW�DFWXDOO\�EHLQJ�H[HPSODUV�

This presentation will impact the forensic science community by providing attendees with an appreciation of the need for complete 

DQWHPRUWHP�UHFRUGV�LQ�D�GHQWDO�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ���$WWHQGHHV�ZLOO�DOVR�DSSUHFLDWH�WKH�QHHG�IRU�JRRG�GRFXPHQWDWLRQ�RI�WUHDWPHQWV�SHUIRUPHG�
RQ�SDWLHQWV�DQG�WKH�UROH�WKHVH�GRFXPHQWV�SOD\�LQ�GHQWDO�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�

This presentation will use a case study to demonstrate how important each piece of information that is provided to the medical 

examiner is in clarifying what appeared to be a major inconsistency between the decedent’s antemortem and postmortem records.  The 

net result is that it is the combination of all of the antemortem records provided, though they came from different sources and at different 

times in the investigation, that helped to explain the inconsistency between the postmortem dental and radiographic examinations 

FRPSOHWHG�DW� WKH�0HGLFDO�([DPLQHU¶V�2I¿FH� �0(2��DQG� WKH�GLJLWDOO\� WUDQVPLWWHG�DQWHPRUWHP�UDGLRJUDSKV� LQLWLDOO\�SURYLGHG�E\� WKH�
GHFHGHQW¶V�GHQWLVW��ZKLFK�KHOSHG�WR�PDNH�D�SRVLWLYH�GHQWDO�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�SRVVLEOH�LQ�WKLV�FDVH�

An interesting part of both the antemortem and postmortem records in this case was a personal effect found with the remains that was 

YHU\�WHPSWLQJ�WR�XVH�DV�D�SDUW�RI�WKH�HYLGHQFH�LQ�WKH�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ���'HVSLWH�WKH�WHPSWDWLRQ�WR�XVH�WKLV�SHUVRQDO�HIIHFW�LQ�WKH�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ��
the personal effect was an object, not unique to the decedent, nor an actual part of the remains.  Therefore, the personal effect should not 

EH�XVHG�DV�DQ�H[HPSODU�LQ�WKH�VFLHQWL¿F�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�SURFHVV��EXW�PD\�SRVVLEO\�SOD\�D�VXSSRUWLQJ�UROH�RI�DGGLQJ�FRQVLVWHQF\�ZLWK�WKH�
DQWHPRUWHP�DQG�SRVWPRUWHP�UHFRUGV��DOWKRXJK�RQ�LWV�RZQ�LW�DGGV�QRWKLQJ�WR�WKH�DFWXDO�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�

7KLV�FDVH�YHUL¿HV�WKDW�DQWHPRUWHP�LQIRUPDWLRQ�GULYHV�GHQWDO�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ���5HFRUGNHHSLQJ��ZKHWKHU�ZULWWHQ�RU�UDGLRJUDSKLF��IURP�
WKH�GHFHGHQW¶V�SULPDU\�FDUHJLYHU�RU�IURP�D�RQH�WLPH�WUHDWPHQW�E\�D�VSHFLDOLVW��LV�H[WUHPHO\�LPSRUWDQW�LQ�KHOSLQJ�WR�PDNH�D�SRVLWLYH�GHQWDO�
LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ���$OO�UHFRUGV�VKRXOG�EH�FRQYH\HG�WR�WKH�0(2�ZKHQ�WKH�SULPDU\�FDUHJLYHU�LV�SUHVHQWHG�ZLWK�D�VXESRHQD duces tecum by 

WKH�0(2�

,GHQWL¿FDWLRQ��5HFRUGV��&RQFXUUHQFH


