
11-year-old Thomas Tillery of Madill, Oklahoma (left) and facial reconstruction 

of an unidentified child located in Dickson, Oklahoma created by forensic 

artist Traci Schinnerer (right). 
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In October 2010, law 

enforcement agencies 

throughout Oklahoma 

launched an initiative with 

the Oklahoma Medical 

Examiner’s Office, the 

National  Missing & 

Unidentified Person System 

(NamUs), and the UNT 

C e n t e r  f o r  H u m a n 

Identification to resolve 

missing and unidentified 

person cases throughout 

the state.  The program, 

―Oklahoma Project: Search 

for the Missing‖, is aimed 

at entering all missing and 

unidentified person cases 

into NamUs, as well as 

submitting DNA samples 

for all cases to be 

processed and uploaded to 

the National DNA Index 

System, also referred to as 

CODIS. 

 

The Discovery of an 

Unidentified Child 

 

The Oklahoma Medical 

Examiner’s Office  was first 

consulted about human 

remains found in Dickson, 

Oklahoma on December 

30, 1994.  A pathologist 

examined portions of a 

skull, some skin, and hairs 

from the unidentified body 

and determined that the 

remains belonged to a 

young Caucasian person, 

possibly 13 to 14 years of 

age, with short brown hair.  

It could not be determined 
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Special Points of  

Interest: 

 

• The Oklahoma Project leads to 

the identification of an 11-year-
old boy missing over 16 years 

• RTI International and 

UNTCHI offer the first in a 
series of free, online missing/
unidentified forensic education 
courses 

• Statewide missing person 

initiative to begin in Michigan 
on May 7, 2011 

• Phoenix investigators and 

forensic personnel resolve a 
1992 unidentified decedent case 
and share what was learned 
through their investigation 

• The FSU creates a  LEO 

Special Interest Group (SIG) 
to share law enforcement 
sensitive training and reference 
materials 
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if the decedent was male 

or female.   

 

The case remained 

unidentified for years until 

it was re-examined last 

spring by H.L. Christensen 

of  the Unident i f ied 

Remains Unit of the 

O k l a h o m a  M e d i c a l 

Examiner’s Office.  As part 

of the Oklahoma Project, 

the Medical Examiner’s 

Office worked closely with 

the Carter County Sheriff’s 

Department to gather 

reports and enter this case 

into national databases, 

including NamUs.   

 

Forensic artist Traci 

Schinnerer completed a 

facial reconstruction, which 

was compared with posters 

of missing children from 

the National Center for 

Missing & Exploited 

C h i l d r e n .   T h e 

reconstruction looked very 

similar to a missing 

Oklahoma boy named 

Thomas Billy Lee Tillery, 

who was last seen walking 

to a store near his Madill, 

Ok lahoma home in 

September 1994.   

 

DNA testing proved that the 

remains belonged to 

Thomas Tillery.  His mother, 

who lives in California, was 

notified of the discovery. 

 

For more information on 

the Oklahoma Project: 

Search for the Missing, 

visit:  
 

www.untfsu.com/oklahoma 

http://www.untfsu.com/oklahoma
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In March 2011, the University 

of North Texas and RTI 

International launched the first 

in a series of free, online 

training courses for law 

e n f o r c e m e n t ,  m e d i c a l 

examiners, coroners, victim 

advocates, clearinghouses, 

and family members of 

missing persons.   

 

The first course, ―Developing a 

Missing  Persons Protocol‖, is 

designed to provide law 

enforcement agencies with the 

information needed to develop 

protocols that will ensure 

consistent and effective 

investigations of missing 

person cases. The material in 

this course is applicable to all 

law enforcement agencies, 

regardless of size. Topics 

covered include free resources 

that will assist agencies to 

better respond to, and 

investigate, missing person 

cases; how to effectively use 

the free resources available for 

missing and unidentified 

cases; effectively working with 

families of missing persons; 

and responding to unique 

situations such as high-risk 

missing person cases. 

 

The American Board of 

M e d i c o l e g a l  D e a t h 

Investigators accepts this 

course toward one hour of 

ABMDI continuing education. 

 

Upon completing this course, 

participants will be able to: 

 

 Understand the reasons for 

developing a missing 

persons protocol 

 Categorize cases to 

address unique issues 

pertaining to high-risk or 

long-term missing persons 

 Effectively use NCIC and 

NamUs for investigations 

 Understand how DNA and 

CODIS are used for missing 

persons investigations and 

collect appropriate DNA 

reference samples for each 

case 

 Effectively work with 

families of missing persons 

 

Additional courses from 

U N T C H I  a n d  R T I 

International wil l  be 

available in coming months.   
 

This course was developed by 

RTI International and the 

University of North Texas 

C e n t e r  f o r  H u m a n 

Identification with funding 

from the National Institute of 

Justice (grant number 2009-

DN-BX-K184). 

Above: Screenshots from “Developing a Missing Persons Protocol”, 

illustrating  the collection of demographic and identifying information 

(left), the National Missing & Unidentified Person System, or NamUs 

(center), and the Combined DNA Index System hierarchy (right). 

To register  and complete  the ―Developing a Missing Persons Protocol‖ course, visit: 

www.forensiced.org/mld.htm  

https://www.forensiced.org/mld.htm
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“Missing in Michigan” 

Michigan’s Missing Persons Day‐2011  

Sponsored by local law enforcement agencies across Michigan  

 

When:  
 

Saturday, May 7th, 2011 from 4p.m. to 9 p.m.  

 

Where:  
 

Ford Field, 2000 Brush Street, Detroit, Michigan 

 

Who Should Attend: 
 

Families and friends affected by the mysterious disappearance of a loved one and the communities and 

organizations that assist to bring them home.  The event is open to the public. 

 

What Will the Day Include? 
 

The event will be a campaign to raise awareness of the issues and impacts surrounding missing persons in 

the state of Michigan.  Families and friends affected by the unexplained and unresolved disappearance of 

loved ones will be recognized on this day.  Law enforcement agencies and the community organizations 

that assist with these cases will be showcased at the event.  This event will give law enforcement a chance 

to update their databases with new technologies like DNA (family reference samples) and online profiles of 

the missing people (www.namus.gov).  Officers will be taking tips on old cases and interviews on any new 

cases that may be reported at the event.  The community organizations will be assisting with stimulating 

speakers, promoting child safety, and handing out free child ID kits.  The event will conclude with a 

candlelight vigil ceremony to commemorate the missing members of our community. 

 

What to Bring: 
 

Families of missing person should bring a photograph to update our digital databases.  The photograph will 

be scanned onsite and immediately returned.  Families and friends should wear t-shirts for their missing 

person, bring posters and any literature to display and commemorate their missing loved one.  We ask that 

you wear yellow to show your support when you come.   

 

Registration and Information: 
 

Families that wish to have their loved one commemorated in the ceremony must RSVP by May 1, 2011 to 

MSP Trooper Sarah Krebs at (313) 215-0675 or krebss@michigan.gov.   

 

Media requests may contact MSP Captain Monica Yesh at yeshm@michigan.gov.   

 

 

mailto:krebss@michigan.gov
mailto:yeshm@michigan.gov
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By Det. Stuart Somershoe, 

Phoenix Police Department 

 

On May 28, 1992 an ATV rider 

found human remains in an 

undeveloped desert area in 

north Phoenix.  The remains 

were that of a female, wearing 

blue jeans, a floral print shirt, 

black socks, and brown hiking 

shoes.  Lying near the body 

were thick prescription 

eyeglasses with pink frames.  

The female had been 

strangled in a brutal fashion 

and left in an area where trash 

was usually dumped. 

 

The scene was processed and 

the mostly skeletal remains 

were transported to the 

Maricopa County Medical 

Examiner’s Office for an 

autopsy.  She was assigned 

identification number 92-

1169.  An anthropological and 

dental exam revealed that the 

Jane Doe was a young white 

female, aged 11 to 18, 5’01 to 

5’03, 105 to 125 pounds, with 

brown hair. 

 

Investigators worked diligently 

to identify the Jane Doe.  She 

was entered into NCIC.  

Samples of her tissue were 

preserved and in 2004, DNA 

profiles were developed and 

entered into CODIS.  Forensic 

Odontologist Dr. John Piakis 

charted her dental records and 

entered them into NCIC.   He 

also sent bulletins to a dental 

association newsletter in the 

hope that a dentist who had 

treated the Jane Doe would 

recognize her unusual 

dentition (Jane Doe still had 

some of her baby teeth). 

 

O p e n  P h o e n i x  P o l i c e 

Department missing person 

reports were reviewed and no 

matches could be found.  Over 

the years, dozens of possible 

matching open missing person 

reports from other jurisdictions 

were compared but none of 

these leads panned out. 

 

A composite sketch (the first of 

many) was created and 

released to the media, along 

with photos of the Jane Doe’s 

clothing.  This process was 

repeated many times in the 

intervening years.  America’s 

Most Wanted profiled the case 

on their website.  Jane Doe 

#92-1169 was profiled on the 

Doe Network and entered into 

the FBI’s VICAP system.  When 

NamUs came online, her case 

was entered there, also.  The 

National Center For Missing 

and Exploited Chi ldren 

(NCMEC) placed the case on 

their website and extensively 

distributed flyers for the Jane 

Doe in the hopes of identifying 

her. 

 

As the years passed, the initial 

investigators retired and the 

case moved from detective to 

detective.  Without the victim 

being identified, the case 

eventually hit a road block and 

ended up in the Cold Case 

Homicide Unit.  Jane Doe#92-

1169 was buried in an 

indigent cemetery. 

 

In 2010, I began a systematic 

review of unidentified person 

cases with the Phoenix Police 

Department.  I located 

approximately 100 reports —  

which ranged from natural 

deaths, suicides, traffic 

fatalities to homicides —  

involving victims ranging from 

infants to elderly victims, and 

dating back to the 1970’s. 

These reports were scattered 

across various work units 

within the police department 

a n d  t h e r e  w a s  n o 

standardization on how they 

were investigated. 

 

I approached Sgt. Bryan 

Chapman, my supervisor in the 

Phoenix Police Missing 

Persons Unit and showed him 

what I had learned.  We both 

agreed that all these cases 

needed to be placed with one 

work unit to improve how they 

were investigated.  Given the 

strong correlation between 

m i s s i n g  p e r s o n s  a n d 

unidentified remains, it made 

sense for our investigative unit 

to handle these cases.  We 

renamed ourselves The 

Missing and Unidentified 

Persons Unit, and began 

working on the John and Jane 

Does. 

 

Sgt. Chapman looked through 

the cases I had brought to 

him.  He plucked Jane Doe 

#92-1169 from the pile and 

said, ―If we do nothing else in 

2011, we will identify this girl.‖ 

 

We began a full review of the 

case.  All of the traditional 

means of identifying a body 

had been attempted.  Also, the 

case had received extensive 

media coverage.  The one 

question we kept asking 

ourselves was why, given the 

youth of the victim, no one had 

come forward to say that Jane 

Doe was their daughter or 

s i s t e r .   I t  s e e m e d 

Above:  Photo of Shannon Aumock prior to her disappearance (left) and a composite sketch of the Phoenix 

Unidentified to show an approximation of what she looked like in life (right).  

Images courtesy of Det. Stuart Somershoe, Phoenix Police Department. 
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inconceivable that there was 

no open missing person report 

that matched Jane Doe #92-

1169. 

 

In our work as missing person 

detectives we often encounter 

a segment of the population 

that is known as ―throwaway 

kids.‖  These are children who 

are abandoned by their 

parents, placed in foster care, 

made wards of the state, or 

put in juvenile detention.  

These children, sadly, are the 

unwanted of our society, and 

frequently fall between the 

cracks, ending up as victims to 

various predators. 

 

We theorized that Jane Doe 92

-1169 might be one of these 

―throwaway kids.‖  From our 

experience, we know these 

children often leave behind a 

trail of police reports that 

typically start with child abuse 

or molestation and eventually 

lead to multiple runaway or 

missing juvenile reports. 

 

We then ordered a listing of all 

closed missing juvenile reports 

in our jurisdiction from 1991 

through 1994, involving white 

or Hispanic females with the 

same physical description as 

our Jane Doe.  The list we 

received back was a daunting 

1600 reports. 

 

Detectives Jack Nielsen, Rikki 

Sullivan, and I began to review 

all these reports.  This 

basically involved conducting 

a background investigation on 

each reported missing person, 

looking for proof of life after 

May 28, 1992, when the body 

of our Jane Doe was found.  If 

we found a subsequent police 

report, an arrest record, or a 

state identification issued 

after that date, we crossed 

that person off our potential 

list. 

 

After months of work, we 

made it through the initial 

1600 and had whittled the list 

down to less than 100, which 

required further research.  I 

began again at the beginning 

of the list and found a girl 

named Shannon Aumock. 

 

Shannon Aumock was a 

chronic runaway.  Between 

1989 and 1991 she had been 

listed in NCIC as a missing 

juvenile a staggering 40 times.  

I learned that Shannon was 

born in 1976 to a 16 year old 

mother.  She was given to 

Child Protective Services (CPS) 

at age 3 and then adopted by 

a family from Flagstaff, who 

subsequently moved to 

Phoenix.  Shannon had many 

behavioral issues and proved 

a challenge for her adopted 

parents.  They finally 

concluded they could not care 

for Shannon and gave up 

custody of her to CPS when 

she was 12 years old.  From 

there Shannon entered a very 

turbulent chapter of her life.  

She was placed into various 

foster homes and group 

homes, all of which she ran 

away from.   

 

Two th ings  separa ted 

Shannon’s last runaway event 

from her prior flights.  One, 

she was not reported missing 

to law enforcement and 

entered into NCIC.  Two, she 

encountered the person who 

murdered and  dumped her in 

the desert of north Phoenix. 

 

After some investigation, I 

tracked down Shannon’s 

bio log ica l  mother  and 

obtained a DNA sample.  In 

February 2011, a comparison 

by the Phoenix Police Crime 

Lab verified that Jane Doe#92-

1169 was indeed Shannon 

Aumock. 

 

With the identification of 

Shannon, the homicide 

investigation has been re-

ignited and is now moving 

forward.  It is hoped that her 

killer will be located and 

punished for what he did to 

Shannon. 

 

This investigation has taught 

many lessons.    There is an 

underlying assumption to all 

the databases we use to 

compare unidentified and 

missings that for every John or 

Jane Doe found there is a 

matching missing person 

report somewhere out there.  

Sadly, this is not true, for 

many of our unidentified are 

the dispossessed of our 

society, with no loved one to 

file a report on them.  Further, 

we all know some jurisdictions 

fail to take missing person 

reports or close reports that 

should remain open.   As 

investigators, we need to 

sometimes think outside the 

box and use techniques 

beyond media releases and 

entry into CODIS, NamUs and 

NCIC.  These databases, while 

essential, are only tools and 

cannot be expected to solve a 

case by themselves. 

 

After 19 years, Shannon has 

her name back.  She was 

exhumed from the indigent 

cemetery and reburied at a 

cemetery in Sun City with the 

charitable contribution of a 

local mortuary.  Shannon was 

given a new headstone which 

quotes Amazing Grace:  ―I 

once was lost but now I am 

found.‖ 

 

For Shannon and her sad, 

short life this is a fitting 

epitaph. 

P H O E N I X ,  A R I Z O N A  C A S E  S T U DY  C O N T I N U E D  

Above:  Investigators and forensic personnel from the Phoenix 

Police Department and Maricopa County Medical Examiner’s Office 

speak about the identification of Shannon Aumock. Front row, left 

to right: Dr. Laura Fulginiti, Forensic Anthropologist with the 

Maricopa County Medical Examiner’s Office; Det. Stuart Somershoe 

of the Phoenix Police Department; and Kelley Merwin of the 

Phoenix Police Department Crime Laboratory. 
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N E W  F O R E N S I C  S E R V I C E S  U N I T  S P E C I A L  I N T E R E S T  

G R O U P  O N  L AW  E N F O R C E M N T  O N L I N E  ( LEO )  

In March 2010, the 

University of North  Texas 

C e n t e r  f o r  H u m a n 

Identification’s Forensic 

Services Unit developed a 

Law Enforcement Online 

(LEO) Special Interest Group 

(SIG).   

 

LEO is a web-based system 

that allows law enforcement, 

criminal justice, and public 

safety personnel across the 

world to communicate and 

share sensitive information.   

 

SIGs are groups within LEO 

that allow members to 

securely share information, 

d a t a b a s e  r e s o u r c e s , 

applications, specialized 

training, and access to other 

partnering networks. 

 

By building a presence on 

LEO, the FSU can better 

communicate with law 

enforcement agencies in a 

secure environment, as well 

as provide law enforcement 

sensitive training materials, 

such as bulletins, resource 

lists, and online training 

modules.   

 

The Forensic Service’s Unit 

SIG can be accessed by 

searching ―UNTCHI-FSU‖ in 

the LEO SIG area, or by 

clicking on the following link 

after logging into your LEO 

account:  UNTCHI-FSU. 

 

Law enforcement and other 

criminal justice personnel 

who are not yet members of 

LEO can access a LEO 

account application at 

http://www.leo.gov/usrApp.h

tml.   

https://www.leo.gov/http:/leowcs.leopriv.gov/lesig/untchi_fsu/
http://www.leo.gov/usrApp.html
http://www.leo.gov/usrApp.html


C O M I N G  S O O N :  L A W  E N F O R C E M E N T  T R A I N I N G  
B U L L E T I N S  O N  T H E  FS U’ S  LEO S IG  

The University of North Texas 

C e n t e r  f o r  H u m a n 

Identi f ication ’s  Forens ic 

Services Unit (FSU) works with 

law enforcement, medical 

examiners, coroners, and 

family members across the 

United States to resolve 

missing and unidentified cases 

using DNA, CODIS, the National 

Missing & Unidentified Person 

System (NamUs) and other 

resources. 

 

 The FSU reviews cases 

reso lv e d  th r ough  D NA 

associations – especially ―cold 

hits‖ – to determine what can 

be learned to facilitate or 

expedite future identifications 

and case resolutions.  These 

training topics will soon be 

d i s s e m i n a t e d  i n  L a w 

Enforcement Training Bulletins, 

with each bulletin covering a 

particular missing/unidentified 

issue and presenting a case 

study for illustration purposes.  

All case studies are actual 

cases resolved through DNA 

analyses, however, identifying 

information will be omitted to 

protect the privacy of the 

individuals and agencies 

involved.  These bulletins are 

not classified, but contain 

sensitive information that is 

restricted to law enforcement. 

 

Training bulletins will only be 

made available through the 

UNTCHI-FSU Special Interest 

Group (SIG) within Law 

Enforcement Online (LEO) or 

through secure email to 

verified law enforcement email 

accounts.   

 

Contact FSU Program Manager 

G e o r g e  A d a m s   a t 

George.Adams@leo.gov or B.J. 

S p a m e r  a t 

bobbie.spamer@leo.gov for 

more information about the 

FSU’s LEO SIG or law 

enforcement training bulletins. 
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For further information or 
submissions to the 

Laboratory for Forensic 
Anthropology, contact: 

 

1-800-279-1399 
 

 

 

For submission forms, 
sample collection kits or 

further information regarding 
the Forensic Services Unit or 

the Laboratory for 
Molecular Biology, contact: 

 

1-800-763-3147 
 
 
 

Services provided by the 
Laboratory for Forensic 

Anthropology, the 
Laboratory for Molecular 

Identification, and the 
Forensic Services Unit are 
provided to families and 

criminal justice agencies at 
no cost through funding from 

the National Institute of 
Justice (NIJ) under award 

numbers: 
 

2009-DN-BX-K164 
2010-DN-BX-K206 

O T H E R  UN TC H I R E S O U R C E S  

International Association of Cold 

Case Investigators 
 

5103 S. Sheridan Road, #300 

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74145 
 

918-409-5026 
 

Facebook Page: 

―Cold Case Investigators‖ 

UNT Center for Human  

Identification 
 

Forensic Services Unit 
 

3500 Camp Bowie Boulevard 

Room 332-EAD 

Fort Worth, Texas 76054 
 

800-763-3147 ext. 5451 
 

missingpersons@unthsc.edu 

C O N TA C T  I N F O R M A T I O N  

Laboratory of Forensic Anthropology 
 

Located in a secure facility on the UNT Denton 

Campus, the Laboratory of Forensic 

Anthropology provides: 

 

Analysis 

 Creation of a biological profile (sex, 

ancestry age, stature/physique), 

providing investigators a basis for their 

investigation and CODIS analysts with an 

ability to filter possible matches 

 Analysis of possible trauma, answering 

the question, ―What happened to this 

individual?‖ 

 Descriptions of unique features which 

may be used to identify an individual 

 Acquisition of dental radiographs for 

comparison should a potential match 

arise 

 

Positive Identification 

 Dental identifications through a board 

certified forensic odontologist 

 Radiographic identifications using X-rays, 

CTs, or MRIs 

 Identifications based on medical 

hardware/surgical procedures 

 

Additional Services 

 Consultation 

 Elimination of non-human remains cases 

 Identification of cases with no forensic 

significance 

 Assistance with search and recovery 

efforts 

Laboratory for Molecular Identification 
 

The Laboratory for Molecular Identification is 

an accredited laboratory.  The lab is one of 

only a few facilities that integrates nuclear 

and mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) for analyses.  

Once DNA profiles are obtained, they are 

directly entered into the FBI’s Combined DNA 

Index System. 

 

The National Missing Persons DNA Database 

utilizes three categories under the Missing 

Person Index: 

 

Direct Reference Samples 

Missing Persons:  biological samples from the 

actual missing persons (hospital blood card, 

hospital tissue sample, baby tooth, etc.) 

 

Family Reference Samples 

Biological Relatives of Missing Persons:  

samples from biological relatives of the 

missing person (Family Reference Samples) 

 

Unidentified Remains 

Unidentified Human Remains: biological 

samples from unidentified remains (bone, 

skeletal muscle, blood cards, etc.) 

 

The missing persons indices and the 

unidentified remains index continually search 

against each other at the local, state, and 

national levels of CODIS.  This provides 

families of the missing the comfort that the 

search for their loved one will continue. 
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