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Views of the Commission 
Use of Checklists in Forensic Science 

 
 

 

Type of Work Product: Adjudication of Public Comments on Draft Use of Checklists in 
Forensic Science work product 

 
Public Comment Summary:  Comments were generally positive about the view expressed that 
additional research on how checklists can be effectively used by FSSPs and FSMPs would be 
helpful.  Some comments asked questions of the Views document that would be more appropriate 
to be answered by the research the document recommends. 

 
Adjudication Process Used by Subcommittee:  The comments were reviewed by the authors of 
the Views documents, a task force within the Human Factors Subcommittee.  They recommended 
changes to the document that were reviewed by the Human Factors Subcommittee as a whole, and 
a final document was generated that was forwarded to the full Commission. 

 
Itemized Issues and Adjudication Summary: 
 
Crouse, Cecelia:   Clarifications to the document reflecting the comments were resolved at the 
most recent NCFS Commission meeting, and additional resources were cited in the document. 
 
Weldon, Thomas:  No edits necessary 
 
Ehret, Brent:  No edits necessary 
 
Koelling, Peter:  No edits necessary 
 
Wolf, Jody:  No edits necessary  
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