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Date of Report: 7 Decenber 19572

PHOTO COMPARISON ANALYSIS RESULTS:

1. (¥} Summary of request: (Date received: )

a. Please compare the attached § pre-capture

photographs of Lt. Col. Glendon Ammon with the
post-capture photographs DI-365-5-72 £88-4,

£88-B, and #88-C

b. The exact images to be compared hzve been
.- -~ identified as follows:

2. (U) Summary of comparison performed: L "
a. ?he‘follswi%g photographs were compared: _ iy Q
_pre-captuyre __+ post-capture ﬂ

b, 2 technicians working indepencently of each §
other analyzed the identifiable features listed i

bel@h’. - . <

" Results of analysis:

&. {U) »Quality of pre-capture photographs submitted:
Adequate/inadequate for analysis of recognizable

features,

L b

3 b. {U) %uality of post-capture photographs submit-
ted: ®"Adequatefinadequate for analysis recogniz-
able features.

The following features were considered

.- i
similar: :
% -
(1) Forehead formation -
- {2)
-1-

% See comments.
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d. églﬂ The

similaz:
W
(2)

(3)
B
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following features were considered dis-

Ear contour

Jawline

Lip formation

o

e. {(OU0) Conclusion:

(1}

@

(3)

£. (U) The

i *  capture photographs of

In view of the similarity in geneval
appearance and significant number of
similar features, . -
could be the subject of the questioned

photographs.

fn view of the significant number of
differences in distinguishable fea-
tures, G} endon Ammon probably
is not the subject of the questioned

photographs. .

In view of the guality of photography
and the small number of distinguish-

able features which could be compared, 4.

no conclusion can be reached.

same image has been compared with pre-
Air Force,
Army, and

Navy, ~Marine,

civilian personnel.
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g. Comments: The differences in ear contour appear

conclusive., Although DI-365-5-72 #88 is not of

adeguate gquality to permit positive 1§ent1f1catxon,
in this case there is enough distinct information to

permit a conclusion &8s to non-identity.

4. (0UO) WARNING: This photo compariscn analysis was
. performed vtilizing the best availsble tech-
niques; however, the quality of the photo-
graphs in question precluded positive iden-
tification. There may be other overr1d1ng
factors concerning the individusl's case
which could confirm or invalidate the photo
- comparison analysis.
Attachments:
{a) Post-capture photogrsphs, with overlay or other exact
- identification of image to be ceﬂ?ared
{b) Pre-capture photographs:
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