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Initial Discussions and Planning  

• Collaborative Partnerships: 
‘quid pro quo’

• Hampshire Digital Forensics 
Groups (DFG): Mobile Phone; 
High Tech Crime; Forensic 
Imaging

• Focus on Priorities: Rape and 
Serious Sexual Offence (RASSO); 
Digital Forensic Evidence 



The Initial Plan

6. Data analysis: 
Where digital 

forensic evidence 
added value to 

each impact point

1.Establish the 
RESEARCHER(s): 

student and 
academic

2. Hampshire 
RASSO between 
January – June 

2019

3. Refine the list in 
respect of cases to create 

a manageable yet 
meaningful dataset

4. Implement the 
data trawl 
through the 
refined list of 

cases

5. Create a 
bespoke data 

recording process 
based in the 
impact points



The Spreadsheet
Fields:
• reference code;
• the crime type;
• Location;
• offence date;
• reported date; 
• the date the device was 

received;
• forensic report date;
• case summary;
• the outcome, was a 

forensic approach used 
and did it contribute, 
also;

• did a non-forensic 
approach contribute. 



The Impact Points

Establish crime 
committed

Identify victim

Victim 
assurance

Safeguarding

Generate line 
of enquiry

Identify person 
of interest

Referral for 
charging

Admission of 
guilt

Validate or refute 
accounts/sequence 

of events
Inform interview 

strategies

Charge
Guilty Plea



Methods and Process

Data Gathering 
Process

1. General Search 
of RMS

2. Select Crime

Copy RMS Number

Use RMS “Fast Find”

Initial overview

3. Complete the 
Spreadsheet

Copy RMS Number

Use RMS “Fast Find”

Initial overview

4. Log Occurrence 
details

5. Log the working 
sheet details

Investigation Status?

MG03 Present?

Sit Rep?

Forensic Engaged?

DFG Reports?

Forensic Reports?



Findings (Figure 1)
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Findings (Figure 2)
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Findings (Figure 3)
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Discussion points and future work

• The process provided a more nuanced illustration of forensic value, based 
on digital evidence and its use in RASSO

• Digital forensic evidence has value to the RASSO investigation across all 
impact points, but is more pronounced in some, this ‘value’ is often 
‘hidden’

• The issue of timeliness raises questions around how soon the ‘value’ is fed 
into the investigation

• The process is painful, But worth it!

• Improve and recognise ‘forensic value’ to meet the needs of RASSO 
victims



Thank you – Any Questions  

Contact Details:

Paul1.smith@port.ac.uk Twitter @paul1smith2 


