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Project Rationale & Goals

- Forensic scientists are often exposed to wide-ranging contextual information (e.g.,
suspect criminal history, victim race) regarding cases as they complete analyses.
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reported that “forensic science service providers should rely solely on task-relevant

information when performing forensic analyses.” Consensus (i.e., 100%

agreement that
Information was
essential/irrelevant)

 Scholars, government agencies, and national authorities increasingly caution courts
about the effects of contextual bias on experts and have called for laboratories to

Implement context management procedures (e.g., President’s Council of Advisors on Science and
Technology, 2016).

- However, no research has examined what types of information forensic analysts
consider task-relevant and task-irrelevant. This distinction is necessary to help
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* Analysts indicated whether they consider each piece of information “essential,” not
essential but something they "would review if available,” or “irrelevant” to their task of
analyzing evidence as a forensic scientist in their primary discipline.
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task-relevant versus task-irrelevant, in order to inform context management procedures.
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