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 Most of the physical evidence often lacks individual characteristics that help to tie the evidence to a crime. In the first case, the evidence suggests that there is a blond hair of 32%, Type 0 Blood 43% and Arch fingerprints 5%.  The second case has red hair of 11%, type B blood of 12% and Loop fingerprints of 65%. The third case has a brown hair of 51%, Type AB blood 3% and Whorl fingerprints of 33%. Case 1 has a percentage of 0.688%, case 2 has a percentage of 0.858 percent while case 3 has a percentage of 0.5049. The suspect is guiltier in case 2 with 0.858 probability as compared to case 1 and case 2. It is clear that the cases with the stronger bits of evidence usually demonstrate the guilt nature of the suspect. Case 1 is most likely while case 3 is the least likely that the suspect was guilty of their crime (Casey, 2011).
 The first piece of evidence to be examine is the type of hair. It is clear that in case 3 the hair has the largest likelihood in percentage. However, when it comes to blood characteristics, it is evident that type 0 blood and type AB blood can be given to different individuals in the society. The larger the evidence, the larger the likelihood of the crime to have taken place.  When other factors are added in, the blood usually narrows down the potential suspects as blood. It is clear that one can always multiply the frequency in all factors with an aim of determining the probability of a match between one particular factors with other factors. The use of the product rule can be applied to determine the percentage that will give 0.5X with all other frequencies. It is clear that the DNA evidence, fingerprint evidence and blood sample evidence hold the highest significance in trying to explain the DNA sampling of individuals. Most of the evidence demonstrates the need for the owners (Turvey, 2013). 
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