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case. In addition, this conviction meant that Bradford’s DNA was entered into a database 
under the CODIS program. This program maintains the DNA profiles submitted by local, 
state, and federal systems and is available to law enforcement agencies throughout the 
United States. Bradford was paroled in 2008 and resided in Arkansas, where he worked 
as a welder. In 2009, new DNA technology meant that a DNA profile could be obtained 
from a single human cell. This meant that DNA from the almost 20-year-old evidence 
from Schuett’s assault could be extracted and entered into CODIS. When this was done, 
a match was retrieved: Dennis Earl Bradford was the violent criminal responsible for 
Schuett’s victimization.

More recently, the use of “fingerprinting” has been extended to nonliving items. The 
National Integrated Ballistic Information Network (NIBIN) is one example of relatively 
recent forensics progress that is based on “fingerprints” from shell casings. Since the 1990s, 
NIBIN, administered by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, has been 
linking shell casings, guns used in crimes, and scenes of crimes. This linking is accomplished 
using automatic imagining systems that identify the unique characteristics found on shell 
casings. Once imaged, data from each shell casing are entered into the Integrated Ballistic 
Identification System. Using these data, analysts can then identify any other crime scenes in 
which the firearm was used within or across jurisdictions. Before NIBIN, firearms examiners 
had to do this work manually, which was both time-consuming and labor-intensive. Evidence 
gathered in the NIBIN program has facilitated the conviction and incarceration of armed vio-
lent criminals. Furthermore, NIBIN evidence has linked crime scenes that were not recognized 
as being related. This technology has solved several crimes that were labeled as cold cases.

CSI EFFECT
The presentation of crime in the media has resulted in the CSI effect. While this term has a 

variety of related meanings, it generally refers to the distorted understanding held by the public 
of the role of forensic science in the criminal justice system. One example of the CSI effect is 
the public’s perception that all crime scenes are littered with forensic evidence and that all of 
that evidence must be gathered—no matter how minor the crime. In reality, DNA, fingerprint, 
and other evidence is not available at all crime scenes. Regardless, the CSI effect has led to an 
increased demand by the public that forensic evidence be collected. These demands have detri-
mentally affected the workloads of criminal justice employees. The CSI effect also has manifested 
itself in that many in the public believe that evidence can be gathered in ways that is patently 
fictitious. For example, in one episode of a CSI crime show, a plaster mold of a stab wound was 
made to ascertain the type of knife used in the homicide. This type of evidence gathering is  
fantasy.38 The CSI effect was evident when a jury mem-
ber from an actual trial lamented the fact that police 
had not dusted a lawn for fingerprints. Dusting a lawn 
of grass for fingerprints is impossible.

One forensic scientist estimates that 40% of the 
techniques shown on CSI television shows are com-
plete fiction.39 Another result of the CSI effect is that 
many in the public believe that forensic evidence is 
available instantly, or nearly instantly. This percep-
tion, too, is unrealistic. Forensic evidence can take 
days, weeks, and even months to prepare. Trials are 
thought to have been affected by the CSI effect in 
two primary ways: Jurors expect more forensic evi-
dence to be presented at trial, and jurors are more 
willing to uncritically accept any forensic evidence 
presented to them at trial. These beliefs are alleged to 
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The CSI effect has resulted in some unforeseen consequences in 

the criminal justice system. What would you do as a policymaker 

to minimize the CSI effect? Is it possible to neutralize it? Why or 

why not?




