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01 August 2015
Greetings NEDIAI members,
By the time you read this, planning should be almost completed for our 22nd Annual Educational Conference, to be
held November 16th-18th at the Hilton in Burlington, Vermont. Located along the eastern shore of Lake Champlain, the Hilton is located within walking distance of the popular Church Street Marketplace and is a 10 minute
drive from Interstate 89 and the Burlington International Airport.
This year’s conference promises to have something for everyone, with at least six workshops and 24 lectures
already scheduled. Those just entering the field as well as those who have been engaged in crime scene
investigation/forensic science for many years will all benefit from the expertise of our cadre of guest speakers. As
always, we will also have a wide array of vendors exhibiting their latest equipment. If you are interested in
presenting at the conference, we still have a few vacancies in the schedule and I would encourage you to contact
educational program coordinator Kim Freeland – freeland@uri.edu.
I am very excited to announce that the keynote speaker at our opening ceremony this year will be well-known
mystery author Archer Mayor. A resident of Vermont, Archer has written numerous critically acclaimed crime
novels, including the popular Detective Joe Gunther series.
Also by the way of entertainment, our annual luncheon will feature Mr. Christopher McBride, a professional
sleight-of-hand artist who promises to challenge our professionally-refined ability to solve puzzling questions.
If you would like more information about the conference, the latest updates can be found on our Facebook page
and website. The deadline for a reduced fee for early registration is October 15th, and the conference hotel room
rate of $104/night is available until October 23rd.
Thank you all for your service and for your continued support of our association. I hope to see you in Burlington!
Respectfully,
Jason Covey
President

Excellence through Knowledge
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Letter from the Editor
Hello everyone,
Another summer is almost over, but that means the next NEDIAI Annual Educational Conference
is just around the corner. Preparations are well underway and I encourage you all to see the
information we have so far starting on page 14. There is still room for anyone wanting to give a
lecture or presentation so please contact Kim Freeland (freeland@uri.edu) if you’re interested.
I have two articles for this edition of the Journal that I hope you all enjoy. While they are on the
same topic, it’s interesting to see how people can have very different interpretations. There are a
lot of changes going on right now in the field of forensic science and it’s always beneficial to get
people talking so new ideas can help us progress.
Hope to see you all in Burlington!
Amanda
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Using Faulty Forensic Science, Courts Fail the Innocent (Op-Ed)
Karen Kafadar, University of Virginia, and Anne-Marie Mazza, National Academy of Sciences | February 24, 2015
Karen Kafadar is Commonwealth Professor and chair of the Department of Statistics at the University of Virginia and a member of the Forensic Science Standards Board. Anne-Marie Mazza is the director of the Committee on Science, Technology and
Law of the National Academy of Sciences. The authors contributed this article to Live Science's Expert Voices: Op-Ed & Insights.

Historically, forensic science has had a huge impact on identifying and confirming suspects in the courtroom, and
on the judicial system more generally. And yet, a 2009 report from the U.S. National Academy of Sciences (NAS)
identified numerous shortcomings in the field, including an absence of a scientific basis for most forms of forensic
evidence, a lack of uniform standards and the need for independence from law enforcement. In short, the report
called for nothing less than major reform.
Forensic scientists have been an integral part of the judicial process for more than a century. The most well-known
and widely used forensic evidence involves fingerprints left at a crime scene, which Edmond Locard and Francis
Galton in the 19th century asserted as "unique" and reliably capable of identifying a single individual ("The History
of Statistics: The Measurement of Uncertainty Before 1900 by Stephen M. Stigler," Harvard University Press,
1986). Other types of material then followed, such as other forms of pattern evidence (e.g., shoe prints, tool marks,
tire tracks, bite marks and handwriting analysis) and chemical signatures, such as compositional analysis of bullet
lead (CABL) and the presence or absence of 13 specific alleles found in human DNA.
Of those methods, only DNA analysis arose not out of a forensic need but from academic research (in biology); not
until later was it used as a method of forensic identification. The technique's ability to establish a numerical probability for comparing two single-source DNA signatures (one from biological evidence found at the crime scene and
one from a suspect) and the formal documentation of objective laboratory procedures for conducting DNA analysis
(e.g., 13 specific alleles known to have high sensitivity and specificity for identification), contributed to its reputation
as a "gold standard" for criminal investigations.
Where forensic science is failing
Unfortunately, most forms of forensic evidence other than DNA have lacked similar scientific foundations. Instead,
they have been characterized by much subjectivity, human observer bias, error and variability in processing and
interpreting the evidence, lack of standardized procedures and accreditation programs in crime laboratories, inconsistent validation and unknown error rates, and, most worrisome, little incentive for conducting research into better,
more reliable methods. [How Digital Forensics Can Help Reveal Online Fraud ]
Consequently, over the years "experts" have provided unjustified testimony in the courtroom. For example, for decades, a "bullet lead expert" could testify that bullets found at a crime scene were "consistent with their having come
from the same box of ammunition" as that found in a suspect's possession, even though such a statement could
not be statistically justified. (The FBI discontinued Compositional Analysis of Bullet Lead in September 2005.)
The 2009 report from the National Academy of Sciences, "Strengthening Forensic Science in the United States: A
Path Forward," documented similar shortcomings associated with other forms of non-DNA forensic evidence, as
well as the need for increased training and education among forensic practitioners and judicial personnel. Five
years later, the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), jointly with the U.S. Department of Justice,
responded to this call for reform by establishing the National Commission on Forensic Science (NCFS) and
by coordinating leading forensic practitioners, researchers, law enforcement officers and judicial personnel through
NIST's Organization of Scientific Area Committees (OSAC).
But why is reform needed, and what can we expect reform efforts to accomplish?
Continued on page 8
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Protecting the innocent
It is important to recognize that errors arising from overreaching interpretations of forensic evidence can have serious
consequences. If forensic evidence or eyewitness identification incorrectly implicates an innocent person in a crime,
the innocent person is unfairly (and immorally) convicted, and possibly incarcerated for years. DNA evidence has revealed erroneous findings from other types of forensic evidence and led to the reversal of more than 300 cases, freeing innocent individuals who were unfairly found guilty and sometimes spent decades in prison, says the Innocence
Project. Worse, with false evidence, the guilty person is free to conduct additional crimes; in approximately half of the
overturned cases, the new evidence led to the conviction of the true perpetrator. [Innocent Suspects Confess Under
Pressure ]
Mistaken eyewitnesses were present in more than 70 percent of these false accusations. For examples of mistaken
eyewitness identification, see "Convicting the Innocent: Where Criminal Prosecutions Go Wrong" (Harvard University
Press, 2011). For an assessment of eyewitness identification research, see the National Research Council report titled "Identifying the Culprit: Assessing of Eyewitness Identification" (National Academies Press, 2014).
When those falsely convicted individuals are exonerated by DNA evidence, news reports of the exonerations lead the
general public to question the validity of procedures used by the criminal justice system, overshadowing the system's
many other positive impacts. The 2009 report also emphasized that results of tests on forensic evidence (e.g., fingerprint comparisons, source of bite marks) need to be clear and transparent, and independent of law enforcement, to
limit the effects of unintentional bias.
A path toward better forensics
The NCFS and OSAC are beginning to address the underlying causes of such errors by recommending more scientific research into the validity and reliability of specific forms of forensic evidence, such as:
 Quantifying the uncertainty in forensic analyses
 Investigating effects of human bias, variability and errors in forensic examinations, and the establishment of wellvalidated procedures for reducing such effects in practice
 Increasing transparency and standardization of operations in crime laboratories
 Developing certification standards for forensic practitioners and accreditation programs for crime laboratories
 Developing standard terminology for reporting forensic evidence and presenting testimony
 Expanding training and oversight of forensics programs
 And most importantly, conducting scientific research on validation, reliability and reproducibility of forensic procedures
These efforts need well-documented and validated research that has been subjected to rigorous review by the scientific community. To that end, a statement from the NCFS Scientific Inquiry and Research Subcommittee presents criteria for assessing scientific literature for its consistency with scientific principles.
Without such reform, what will happen? As Judge H.T. Edwards of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit noted in his comments at NCFS's inaugural meeting on Feb. 3, 2014:
"Absent meaningful action by scientists and forensic analysts, the courts will continue to admit forensic evidence in
criminal trials, without regard to its scientific validity and reliability. Why? Because precedent supports this practice.
Yes, there have been a few trial court decisions that have limited the admission of some forensic evidence, but, to
date, there has not been a single federal court of appeals decision that has curbed its admissibility."
Until such reform is implemented, errors will occur, innocent victims will be falsely accused while the true perpetrators
continue to commit crimes, and the public ultimately will lose confidence in the criminal justice system.
Continued on the following page
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Historically, new problems have stimulated scientific research. The proposed reforms to the forensic science field,
which the legal and scientific communities are addressing together, can have lasting benefits, not only for increased
accuracy in criminal investigations but also for advancing science.
______________________________________________________________________________________________
The opinions expressed in this article are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of the Forensic
Science Standards Board; the Committee on Science, Technology and Law; or the National Academy of Sciences.
Follow all of the Expert Voices issues and debates — and become part of the discussion —
on Facebook, Twitter andGoogle+. The views expressed are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the
views of the publisher. This version of the article was originally published on Live Science.
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The Law has Failed, Not Forensic Science
By John Collins | February 28th 2015

It’s quite revealing that Karen Kafadar and Anne-Marie Mazza (LiveScience Op-Ed on February 24,
2015, titled "Using Faulty Forensic Science, Courts Fail the Innocent") demand more research in forensic science while ignoring one of the most significant studies on forensic science and erroneous
convictions ever conducted.
In 2012, Dr. Jon Gould at American University published what is perhaps the most comprehensive
study on the causes of erroneous convictions. By reviewing case records and data associated with
scores of overturned convictions, Gould and his team identified ten critical factors, which if present,
are most likely to predict the possibility of erroneous convictions.

By far, the most risky scenario identified by Gould were cases having young defendants with existing
criminal records. Other factors related to prosecutorial and investigative tactics, as well as bad lawyering by defense attorneys in representing their clients.
At the bottom of Gould’s list, however, was faulty forensic evidence.
Gould’s study did not receive much fanfare at the time of its publication. And, ironically, with so much
federal attention paid towards improving forensic science, Gould’s explanation that forensic science
malpractice is not a compelling factor leading to erroneous convictions has yet to shape the national
conversation about forensic science.
Why? Because Gould’s results conflict sharply with a fabricated narrative constructed by frustrated
defense attorneys, grant-seeking academics, and justice reform activists who’ve gone largely unchallenged.
And because this fictional narrative has twenty-years of rhetoric and political activism behind it (it began with O.J. Simpson’s acquittal and its kick-starting of the innocence movement), it has produced
an unprecedented federal bureaucratization of forensic science reform initiatives – initiatives from
which Kafadar, Mazza, and others in similar positions stand to enjoy considerable benefits and funding.
Make no mistake, the 2009 report by the National Academy of Sciences, as well as the National Commission on Forensic Science (NCFS), both referenced by Kafadar and Mazza, became institutionalized
animations of the fictional narrative. For example, the NAS report on the state of forensic science in
the United States was profoundly one-sided and ignorant of critical research that had been done in all
forensic disciplines. Worse, not once did the NAS report explore or recognize the significance of international based ISO accreditation in helping to improve how forensic science is practiced and managed.
And now, the National Commission on Forensic Science (NCFS), despite the best efforts of is vicechairs, Nelson Santos and John Butler – both highly regarded forensic science professionals, seems to
languish in arm-chair pondering of legal technicalities and feigned outrage over exaggerated judicial
grievances that distract some of its more influential members from addressing the most serious, existential challenges faced by forensic science professionals in the United States.
Too many forensic science laboratories today cannot afford to pay their scientists. They struggle to
attract and retain the most qualified candidates for forensic science positions. Some laboratories are
holed up in outdated facilities that were never intended to be used as laboratories.
Continued on page 12
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Yet just when leaders in the forensic science community find themselves on the cusp of getting help,
their efforts are hijacked by legal reform specialists and willing accomplices who quickly shift the
conversation from helping forensic science to blaming it. That is precisely what happened with the
creation of the NAS committee on forensic science, which forensic science leaders in the American
Society of Crime Laboratory Directors pleaded the federal government to create in an effort to identify the “needs” of the forensic science community. As it turned out, the committee’s final report was
a stab in the back.
If you can imagine a drowning man fighting to stay afloat while attorneys and law professors stand
on the beach blaming him for the depth of the water, you can more-or-less understand what forensic
science professionals have dealt with for two decades.
The real narrative is this: Forensic science in the United States is remarkably accurate despite its
challenges. The chance of randomly selecting forensic test results from the millions performed each
year and finding a major error are remote at best. Forensic science is not, by any stretch, a significant cause of erroneous convictions nor a public enemy. Failures do happen from time to time, and
sometimes they are very serious. But they historically reveal themselves to be isolated instances of
organizational failure, not systemic occupational weakness.
Forensic science is a success story, and it makes our criminal justice system better – by orders of
magnitude.
The volume of research and scrutiny that validates the many forensic disciplines used today is overwhelming. But here is the problem. This research has been done for over a century and is not as
neatly organized and accessible as many would like. In some instances, it can be improved and expanded. These are legitimate complaints.
Also, Dr. Jon Gould found that the chief culprit in those few instances where scientific evidence improperly implicated a defendant who was later exonerated is the mischaracterization of the evidence
in court – much more of rhetorical problem than a technical one.
In this regard, trial attorneys and judges are as much to blame for this phenomenon as misguided
expert witnesses – as Gould explains. During opening and closing statements, for example, prosecutors and defenders have wide latitude to dismiss or embellish scientific evidence to their liking, which
usually happens outside the watch of anyone knowing anything about science.
This is where the National Academy of Sciences got it right. Our system of justice is simply too archaic and adversarial for there to be the kind of insightful analyses of scientific evidence that are
needed. It is the practice of law in the United States that is failing, not forensic science.
Forensic science, of course, needs help. It is underfunded, inadequately supported, and misunderstood by attorneys, judges, and elected officials. Since it struggles so mightily to keep pace with the
demand for its services, how could it possibly summon the strength to correct the fictional narrative?
It can’t.
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New England Division I.A.I – 22nd Annual Educational Conference Registration
November 16th, 17th, and 18th, 2015
Hilton in Burlington, Vermont
Mail completed registration form along with payment to:
NEDIAI
P.O. Box 1043 Concord, New Hampshire 03302
www.NEDIAI.org
Conference site and hotel information:
Hilton Burlington
60 Battery Street
Burlington, Vermont 05401

Name:__________________________________
Address: ________________________________
City: ____________________________________
State: __________________ Zip:____________
Agency: ________________________________
Email:__________________________________
Phone: _________________________________
Conference Registration Fees
(Must be paid at time of registration)
Check enclosed ____ OR PO# ________
Or pay online through PAYPAL at www.NEDIAI.org
Daily Rates (Does not include meals):
NEDIAI Members $75.00
Non-members $100.00
STUDENTS $30.00
I will attend: Mon ____ Tues ____ Weds ____
3 Day Registration Rate:
Received prior to October 15th, 2015
NEDIAI Members $150.00
Non-members $175.00
Received after October 15th, 2015
NEDIAI Members $175.00
Non-members $200.00
Below options apply to 3-day attendees ONLY
I will attend luncheon on Tuesday ____
With guest ($25.00 additional) ____
***Luncheon entertainment: Christopher McBride Professional sleight-of-hand artist ****
I will attend the Monday evening President's Reception ____
With guest? ____

Room Rate: $104.00 per night, plus 11% tax.
(if reserved by October 23rd, 2015)
For room reservations, please call: 800-445-8667
Mention the NEDIAI when reserving your room.
PARKING FEE $12.00 per vehicle per day
in the attached city-owned parking garage

For further hotel and local information:
www.burlington.hilton.com
__________________________________________
Conference content or attendance inquires:
Lisa Corson
lcorson@nediai.org or 603-223-8455

WORKSHOP REGISTRATIONS ($20.00 each): Note, there are limited number of openings for each workshop.
Workshop schedules will be posted on www.NEDIAI.org (schedule subject to change). Check those you will attend and enclose payment.

____ Workshop #1: Crime Scene Fingerprinting Techniques-Mark Zabinksi, Ed Downing, Jim Clift-RISCL AND PPD
____ Workshop #2: Working with Post Blast Explosive Scenes-Bruce Quinn- RI State Bomb Squad
____ Workshop #3:Blood Spatter- Kim Rumrill-New Hampshire State Police Forensic Laboratory
____ Workshop #4: BEER (Breaking and Entering Evidence Response)- Charlie Walsh and Drew Webb
Additional crime scene kit- $112 (optional) –Yes NO
____ Workshop #5: Proper Documentation of Crime Scenes- Jim Clift- Providence Police Department
____ Workshop #6:Blood Detection-Mike McCutcheon-Londonderry Police Department
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NEDIAI 2015
Annual Educational Conference
Summary of Week
(tentative)

Monday, November 16th
Registration

7:30-9:00 AM, 10:30-1:00 PM

Opening Ceremony: Keynote Speaker Archer Mayor

9:00-10:00 AM

Group Photo

9:45 AM

Exhibit Hall Open

10:00-5:00 PM

WORKSHOP #2: Working with Post Blast Explosive Scenes

10:00-5:00 PM

WORKSHOP #4: Breaking and Entering Evidence Response

10:00-5:00 PM

Lectures

10:00-5:00 PM

Lunch on your own

11:45-1:00 PM

President’s Welcome Reception

6:00-8:00 PM

Tuesday, November 17th
Registration

7:30-9:00 AM

Exhibit Hall Open

8:00-3:30 PM

Lectures

8:00-12:00 PM

WORKSHOP #3: Blood Spatter and Crime Scene Processing

8:00-5:00 PM

WORKSHOP #1: Crime Scene Fingerprinting Techniques

8:00-5:00 PM

Annual Luncheon: Guest Entertainment Christopher McBride

12:00-1:30 PM

Lectures

1:30-5:00 PM

NEDIAI Business Meeting

5:00-6:00 PM

Wednesday, November 18th
Registration

7:30-8:30 AM

Lectures

8:00-12:00 PM

WORKSHOP #5: Proper Documentation of Crime Scenes

8:00-12:00 PM

WORKSHOP #6: Blood Detection

8:00-12:00 PM
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2015 NEDIAI Conference

Call for Speakers!
Preparations are underway to make this year’s NEDIAI Annual Educational Conference a great
training opportunity for everyone. This year's conference will be held November 16-18, 2014 at the
Hilton in Burlington, Vermont. Rachel Lemery, Mike McCutcheon and I are the technical program
coordinators this year and we are seeking presenters to make this year’s conference a success.
Over the past few years we have had excellent technical and scientific programs, our thanks goes
out to Rachel Camper and Alicia Wilcox for their dedicated service as program coordinators during
last year’s meeting. The NEDIAI prides itself on offering low cost, specialized, and needs specific
training. We see this as a primary goal of our organization. Past conferences have seen international, national and New England experts share their knowledge and experience with our members.
We would like to carry on the tradition of tailoring some of the training to those who respond to
smaller crime scenes; the patrol officer or small department detective. We are looking for a series
of short lectures on various forensic disciplines (e.g. evidence collection, crime scene photography, trace evidence, footwear/tire, latent prints, toolmarks, and bloodstain patterns). We are also looking for some case studies, as this is a great way to learn from each other
by seeing how our colleagues do things. Start thinking of cases you have worked in the past, research projects, validation studies etc. that you can share with us.
Obviously, without presenters there would be no conference. We are all extremely busy and have
backlogs, deadlines and court to deal with, but PLEASE consider dedicating a little time to prepare
and present a short lecture or workshop. You can even co-present to share the work. By presenting, you benefit our membership and the experience is important for personal professional development.
If you are interested in presenting, please email us an abstract of your presentation or workshop.
The NEDIAI is relying on a certain number of you to step forward and help educate our members
and guest attendees (future members).
Regards,
Kim, Rachel and Mike
freeland@uri.edu
rachel.camper@pd.boston.gov
mmccutcheon@londonderrynh.org
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TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES
Advanced Footwear Impression Examination Class
Date: September 19-23, 2016
Location: Concord, NH
Instructors: William J. Bodziak and Lesley Hammer
*Registration forms and additional information will be
forthcoming

Basic Digital Photography for Law Enforcement
Date: September 29-October 1, 2015
Location: Acton Police Dept
371 Main St, Acton, MA
Instructors: Drew Webb, Ed Gaffey
Tuition: $375
Visit: http://municipalpoliceinstitute.org/
photography-seminars/ for more information

Foundations of Fingerprint Comparison
The Texas Forensic Science Academy has released a
new online Foundations of Fingerprint Comparison course! This course was funded by the Office of the
Governor, Texas Criminal Justice Division (CJD) and is
offered tuition-free through September 2015.
The new 16-hour Foundations of Fingerprint Comparison course covers fundamental principles while guiding
students through the ACE-V Methodology (Analysis,
Comparison, Evaluation, and Verification). Participants
will learn the history and science of fingerprint analysis
and comparison while simulating the role of an expert
witness in court..
To learn more, visit: https://teex.org/Pages/Class.aspx?
course=FSA115&courseTitle=Foundations%20of%
20Fingerprint%20Comparison

Did you know?
NEDIAI is on Facebook!
You can search “New England Division I.A.I.” and “like” the page to
stay up-to-date with current events, local trainings, and all your
member info updates!
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U.S. Departments of Justice and Commerce Name Six Experts as New Members of
National Commission on Forensic Science
For Immediate Release: August 6, 2015

Contact: Jennifer Huergo
301-975-6343
DOJ Contact: Office of Public Affairs, 202-514-2007

The U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) and the U.S. Department of Commerce’s National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) today announced six appointments to the National Commission on Forensic Science.
The commission, created in 2013, develops forward-looking policy recommendations for the U.S. Attorney General to
enhance the practice and improve the reliability of forensic science.
The commission is co-chaired by Deputy Attorney General Sally Yates and Under Secretary of Commerce for Standards
and Technology and NIST Director Dr. Willie May. Nelson Santos, deputy assistant administrator for the Office of Forensic
Sciences at the Drug Enforcement Administration, and John Butler, special assistant to the NIST director for forensic science, serve as vice-chairs.
“For nearly two years, the commission has been hard at work developing recommendations to strengthen the field of
forensic science, and the six new commissioners will bring valuable new insights to this process,” said Deputy Attorney
General Yates. “Their work is vital to ensuring the fairness of our criminal justice system.”
“Confidence in the collection, review and analysis of evidence by law enforcement and in the ability of the courts to fairly
judge the strength of that evidence is the bedrock of any civil society,” said Under Secretary May. “The new commissioners represent a diverse range of skills and training, and we look forward to their contributions as we continue our efforts
to ensure that the forensic evidence used in our criminal justice system is supported by rigorous science, measurements
and analysis.”
The commission includes federal, state and local forensic science service providers; research scientists and academics;
law enforcement officials; prosecutors, defense attorneys and judges; and other stakeholders from across the country.
This breadth of experience and expertise reflects the many different entities that contribute to forensic science practice
in the U.S. and will ensure these broad perspectives are represented on the commission and in its work.
The commission was established in 2013 and re-chartered for another two-years in April 2015. These new members announced today are replacing individuals whose tenures with the commission recently ended. Because the re-charter includes a provision for digital evidence, an additional commissioner has been added to provide perspective in this important area of forensic science.
The new commissioners are:
Thomas Albright, Ph.D., Professor and Conrad T. Prebys Chair, The Salk Institute for Biological Studies, La Jolla, Calif.
Arturo Casadevall, M.D., Ph.D., Bloomberg Distinguished Professor and Alfred and Jill Summer Professor and Chair of
Molecular Microbiology and Immunology, Bloomberg School of Public Health, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Md.
Gregory Champagne, Sheriff, St. Charles Parish, La.
William Crane, Associate Professor and Director, Graduate Digital Forensic Program, Champlain College, Burlington, Vt.
Deirdre Daly, United States Attorney for the District of Connecticut
Sunita Sah, M.D., Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Management and Organizations, Johnson Graduate School of Management, Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.
The commission’s next meeting will be held on August 10-11, 2015, at the House of Sweden, 2900 K Street, Washington, D.C. More information about the commission can be found at http://www.justice.gov/ncfs.
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OSAC Launches Monthly Newsletter and Opens Five Standards for Public Comment
The Organization of Scientific Area Committees for Forensic Science (OSAC) has launched a monthly newsletter to
communicate OSAC program status, activities, accomplishments, and opportunities for public input with internal and
external audiences. Newsletter columns will include OSAC Accomplishments, OSAC Vacancies, Upcoming Meetings, Upcoming Public Comment Periods for Standards/Guidelines under Consideration for the OSAC Registry,
OSAC Activities with Standards Development Organizations (SDOs), and other critical relevant OSAC and forensic
science-related information.
For more information on the Monthly Newsletter, visit: OSAC Monthly Newsletter (nist.gov/forensics/osac/osac-launchesmonthly-newsletter.cfm)

In addition, OSAC has opened the opportunity for public comment regarding five existing standards that are under
consideration for inclusion to the OSAC Registry of Approved Standards.
For more information on these five standards and the OSAC Registries, visit: OSAC Registries (nist.gov/forensics/osac/
osac-opens-public-comment.cfm)
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