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Sir,

I share Krane et al.’s concern about the potential danger of anti-
suspect bias in forensic DNA analysis, and I agree that “interpreta-
tion of an evidentiary DNA profile should not be influenced by
information about a suspect’s DNA profile.” However, judging by
their letter, the incidence of such bias is unknown. It appears that
we do not know that there is a problem, and, if Krane et al.’s rec-
ommended policies were adopted, we would not know whether or
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not any good had been done. With some exceptions (e.g., http:/
www.cstl.nist.gov/div831/strbase/interlab/MIX05.htm)  there  has
been little effort to systematically survey subjective decisions by
forensic DNA analysts.

The authors are to be commended for the careful thought they
have brought to this issue, but I hope that compelling theory does
not distract us from the need for empirical data.
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