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COPLINK
SITENAMES: 4
Person Search Resulis AALAPD
|occoun]  Namo DoB Height SITE NAMES i asD ‘
|| 1 DOE, J0HN 01/61/1980 TUCSON {APHoERIX
1 DOE, JOHN A 01/02/1982 PHOENIX @TUCSON i
Ili ] DOE, JOHX B 0170371983 PHOENIX, TUCSON : 2
3 SMITH, JOHN 02/01/1979 511 TUCSON i
37 | SMITH, JOAN & | 02/02/1975 TUCSON — >
109 | SMITH, JOHNB |  05/09/1962 509 LAPD,LASC, PHOENIX, TUCSON
2 . SMTTH, JOHN ¢ 01001718960 &'01 TUCSON
% SWITH, JOHN © | 01702/1985 LASD
L SHITH, XHN & $170171880 - TIHSON

Figure 2

NAME: SMITH, JOHN B
DOB: 05/09/1962

IDTYPE IDVALUE SITE NAMES
SSH 0C0-00-G000  TUCSON,LASD
7Bl . 123455 TUCSON,PHOENIX

LCCAL 12343648 TUCSON
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Figure 3





















