Improved Use of Investigative Solvability Factors
	
A. The decision to assign a case for an active field follow-up, office follow-up, or to suspend the case for lack of 
	investigative leads (administrative closure) may be based primarily upon the number and total weighted values 
	of the solvability factors identified through preliminary investigative activities.

1. A solvability factor is available if any of the following investigative information is apparent at the conclusion 
of the preliminary investigation. (The qualifying information-criteria- for each of the solvability factors below are 
examples only and do not exclude other specific investigative  information elements)

		a. A reliable witness is available.
			Criteria: A credible, competent and reliable witness is available.

		b. A suspect has been named 
			Criteria: Full name, partial name, nickname, street name or alias.

		c. A full description, or a distinctive partial description, of the suspect has been recorded.
Criteria: Includes scars, marks, tattoos, body piercings, teeth, distinctive speech, voice 
or body odors, or distinctive clothing characteristics (patches or emblems).

		d. Significant information has been recorded about the suspect(s) location.
			Criteria: Home address or locations frequented, etc.

		e. A victim or witness can possibly identify the suspect.
			Criteria: From a photo file, line-up or at-scene identification.
		
		f. Suspect previously seen.
			Criteria: A described suspect was seen at, or near the crime scene.

		g. Suspect vehicle description.
			Criteria: A complete or partial license plate number is known and can be traced.
	Descriptive identifiers of the suspect vehicle are known, or a distinctive description 
	of a part of the vehicle or its contents is known and traceable.

		h. Property stolen, or otherwise associated with the crime, is traceable to the owner.
			Criteria: Serial number, owner applied marks, damage, unique description
		
		i. Significant M.O.
			Criteria: An unusual, distinctive, or significant modus operandi is identified (behavior 
				that is necessary for the successful commission of a crime) or a behavioral 						profile of the suspect can reasonably be developed (e.g.; signature—emotional 
				fulfillment in committing crime);  or an identifiable crime pattern or series.

		j. Usable physical evidence.
Criteria: Latent fingerprint(s), DNA, bullets/casings, trace evidence have been collected 
	at or near the crime scene. Other significant physical evidence (either traceable or 
	uniquely distinctive) has been collected.
	
k. There was a definite, limited opportunity for anyone except the suspect(s) to have committed the 
		crime.
	Criteria: The number of suspects is definitely limited to those that had knowledge and opportu-
		nity to commit the offense.

l. Any other significant reason exists, in the judgment of the police officer or supervisor, to believe:
	Criteria:	 the crime may be solved with a reasonable amount of investigative effort.
				e.g. the crime may arouse significant public interest giving rise to the possibility of 
				the public supplying useful information on the case.

B. In deciding whether a crime investigation report should be recommended for "field follow-up investigation" or "office 
investigation" the investigating officer and the investigations supervisor should consider the following factors:

	1. The quality of the preliminary investigation.
		a. An incomplete preliminary investigation may be assigned "field" status and returned to
		the reporting officer or criminal investigator for a continuing investigation.

	2. The relative availability and total number or total weighted values of the case solvability factors.
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