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Initial Discussions and Planning
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The Spreadsheet
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Methods and Process
Data Gathering
Process
\ 7 L Z L 2 L 4
1. General Search 3. Complete the 4. Log Occurrence 5. Log the working
of RMS Spreadsheet details sheet details
: ¥ v
Copy RMS Number icati ?
2. Select Crime PY > Investlgat;on Status:
P Use RMS “Fast Find” MGO3 Present?
Copy RMS Number . ! . !
N Initial overview Sit Rep?
Use RMS “Fast Find” -
¥ Forensic Engaged?
Initial overview ¥
DFG Reports?
v
4, ) Forensic Reports?
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Findings (Figure 1)

Did Forensics Contribute Overall (Percentage)?
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Findings (Figure 2)

Did Forensics Contribute Exclusively (Percentage)?
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Findings (Figure 3)

Turn Around Time
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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
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Thank you — Any Questions

Contact Details:

Paull.smith@port.ac.uk Twitter @paullsmith2




