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Abstract

With its approximately 100 percent accuracy in individual identification, the DNA identification
technology is widely applied the field of forensic sciences. The accuracy of DNA identification
will not be influenced by aberrances in the chromosome configuration or numbers, or the
phenomenon of chimera. However, DNA evidences must aways be considered within the
framework of multiple evidences. DNA identification could perhaps become one of the most
powerful tools against crime in forensic sciences. One should not negate the value of DNA
identification technology although there have been some cases of mistaken interpretations of
DNA evidences.

Keywords: Forensic science, DNA identification, Scientism, Scientific objectivism.

WXAES AW 201 4F BRES H1-3 70 RESN

| S S| 222 = S
DNA (6 EH AR 5 F15
TEAY LAY, AR, TR, gt
LE B RFIARNRZHHT IR E (500 %, 1 200433, 2. g i A2 Rk B UE 7 I3 B R 22 22 3B T r{ et %, g 200083;
3HHRH¥— Bifg i A2 i NRAEY S SR N ARG S50 %, Rifg 200433.
FEIRSCEK: B (2010) DNA MEHE IR 2 £7 2 98, P EHREAR, 5 131 3:58 6 hie. 10 5 19 H.
WE: WHERFEARMNKRE, DNA $EHARUILER A FE— I E D Reg oI NEERNE T . DNA %58 1A E
PERR iy H R AR SRR B 5 G IR SE A S H 8 R AR50 . DNA S0 4518 5 HAR R i
WEARZE G, N TERERNE A T as . FRATNV B ERE, REFREAE M, ARERANIK) DNA g4t
Btz | I DNA %5 M E.
KHEIR: VEEREE; DNA %E; Bl 3G Bk

SR A AN — ERIEERI A RKE DO H T R R E R . 1985
B PINIIPOE LE PNURINAES @ s i ZE S ) TG S S TR S PN B i L A
BRI ik, ANIAWHERR, 4 B KIREDNATRSECR, JF 1244
FRIAARF N BN EER T E. o e T —REEB IS5 ZIF, A&
AR R BIT A, R ET R A DNABEBCRIN T[] RAE I =+ 4,
WOTVE B ILEFRE SR SR T RN DNAYEE HRANWT A 56 35 I ARk e R 4
BRMI R ERE LS VMR 20M 2850540 S0 T ORI, b, BN SEVE Il A
LIk, BEEDNAZERIII Y], —ZRIIDNAKE  SEFE QLI FA% K I GOk S i B i o« 56
WA SR A, JFREAEVFZ W AL A —— e R OR R
AR AR AR, AETRERL A th R FDNAYE, w2 NI o 7

201142 A 24 H  hitp://COMonCA .org.cn/Abs/2011/00L.htm 1 © - A 2252 Shanghai Society of Anthropology



C.WANG et al.

SE T, K SR RE R AU N AR
PERTAS CERLARIML. RO, WM. HiE. B
J FeIBEFRAE) BEATDNALLXE, Mg —

B AN A B A LG R I 2 e S 1

& H TR REREA 0 b e g« s fER 1 —
THIAR[2]. 19974 LK, Lg% sz H
DNASERA, il TARZMXAMmE, N
TRAL S P 23R g T 5 A ) BB SC R

RN T EDNAY AR, Ffi 15 WH
A SRS . DNAEAEAE T-40 i P it
e, EEHIUFIIEEA. T, GHICH I —
SEFARHEZ T . AR AT 2 = LRI
AR 230 Jetath, B T —XP PR EARSE,
FLAR I 22060 i e tdhe,  REXS B Ak g3k
H SR FIRESE o ORI e R DR R HAT A
[F] R AR R S ey, T LAAE )2 R A (]
R o [RIYR G EARTE R A I 25 Fol
FE IR AIRR My S FE D o A [ 3 IR o b 45
A7 Rl 45 DR 5 A0 43 I DR T J AN R PR 282, X
AT R BA T 28, X2
MBI G FR%E . DNAY E FARIHATMAEX
I3 A DNA T A IR IX B8 22 57, T AN A2
DNATH A5 N S84 AH R (1 R34 X B .
SUBAT JR1% 2 10 22 e P S TR JRE SR IX 4y J L4
N, i ks 2E I R E Rk, TR
A LB LTI, RN
IFBING N Z 0B 20 FIDNAT o BR
[F O RAG AN, AT PIAS NIRRT i 2 25
KA L DM S, IERFA A
LR 2 &AL, B T DNAJR—IA & 4
LY/E S i

AR, AR NG AR AR 2 5
BANER 1), PR S=A DB G
2 FE/b T 23 STEs Rk gt
IR Z A7 SR AT 55 . (7T DNA % E
AR, AT EE MU B B DNA I
fe5%E N DNA & 75 DUIC o B AE Yt A i B0 A
SERIHILREE, WASXT S Y. X
1 S L A TR B MORE (45 5 SR A Bh AT
WU, i H AT BATT T LA I B R AR
At TS S DRI (R AN Pl B 4 B —
S fe 18 s TR DA A S BT G G B A R 7 S
NI 4E /N ESE N HE A R3] -

7E DNA JKFIb A 5 AR (1 I 5 ——iik
Gk, WEEESYER R RIS, TR

COM.onC. A. 5:el, 2011

B 1 A 52 K Bl E — R O — AN A
HRK . AR AT RAR R NS |,
X H G AR 25 5 2 1 DNA JEAS
[F). HEGEE, BAE R E LRI T 30 &
SRR NI 4] kG N AR 3,
FEMEHR K EARS5 DNA % 5E HoAR 41
W SEPR b, A AN Z B
WA —E AN AL ER R T
A, W] REAR R RO B SR GkBE N, T
AL EEEIMEGEEN, BT E FIF
AN AT ] o B AT R A N BE AR I3 (1 R TR
ATAT 2 T 2 A I B 1) —2H

DNA %% XS UEE REIL B 2 /b2 K
RACFREAT U « 11T DNA %85 F AR T
T HESETLIR R S e, T DA AT RE R I3
1 E DNA 585 A DNA 26 1] )i £ 247
PAHIRZ A 80 e EHAER A Rl —
AN 75 DNA 2558 BoR i 2 G i,
EFRONE— B AN B A A, 3L
DNA & A7 s AR SR AH R IHE2E . X DNA %8
SE T, v LABLE A I Wik 5 st A AR SR
R . H TR0 26hrid STR &
HYWEAR AT 16 4~ STR FE[A R, X
AR Ly 2 —(U10%), it
SEVAE—ALALA NP A BRI AN AAE 16
AN STREEPH i |58 4 AH [R) 56 41 AT LAk £ [7]
—INEMER[5). it EH, MEBERK
ZIN T BEILR ARG 56 1) S5 R 1 o = R H
56 110 5 AT s (1) 250 H R %, A MR AR A
i H, B4 DNA S s R Mgk R, 6
MERIE 2ok i/, 2 ERER 0, BAEHE
JUTPATRERIABIEGREE N o[RS, DNA %
FE AT FURIEIRBE TR 0 — 3, 7EsEbriA el
SRIREE NI, 20 LA UE 4 (7] B A7 AE o

8%, T E ) DNA e HARBE T T —
ANRRESRE, IR AR G N TR AR
SRS 34 STRZEF A, 3 J5 ok T2 2158
Frid B AR ARKTR: 16 4 STR [,
2 T L 40 24> STR LR, KHu
FARIKPABAAR ], B H IS — SR,
{HAR & DNA %5 4518 M H 4%, 5 DNA
WEFARERG TR EEEN NN ER,
MEESINT I TEESH R WAL N —
UCHRUT 2" AT AL, PR DNA % g
HOBEAT I8, ) RAE TR 451 T RS i



FfE#E % DNA EEHAR SR ZHEH

el P ZEER R N T 6 4~ STR LA
g, SR 2 AR PR DNA 5451
FIMIRE DNA 154005 —20, LR4 kA
FEERMIUAR S, JEIE N STR LR A
FOoHERR T A g F s . ik, ANREdT
A MR A AE RIS KO IR 2 5, bR sE
A1 5% DNA [ —iAE i .

M DNA %58 AR E, DNA %
SE A B AR R E AW, (H 2
MIEBERL 2SR, B DNA %58 4518 MV
B W] LU I IR T 5 A AR 2,
DNA %0 MATBURVEHIE . DNA %52 1iF
VAFE T FE AT DNA %6 58 PR UEH A0 0 4% . 76
VRUAH, BE SR —MiEdE, &R
LRI, St Be NG R, fEsk
IR ) S ml A3 R e MG IR, HAH
FTEL IR TIREAS 471 57 . DNA %858 F AT 5EPE L
W NTAE ORI 1 L, % s A e ] 25
FEARAR A FEA S HEE N ) DNA 43 Y1)
VERCAERE G FR, 1T AN A2 (R AR 1 S it 7
. DNA S5 & 5 g W, AT iE
s JEFE UEAR R T i — b, 7255 B,
DNA %5 M Ze ok A 1t 1) o A A, JF 5%
PR AR DGR 2 51—, fc s ¥
2 DNA HERSUIT R N B Ar, A ReAE
N E B FSERR S - HLT) DNA % &5
WA e A EEE, —ARETE RSN
EALAR LI RS B AR
EIZLT DNA giie 5L 1 ¢ &R . T
DNA % 5E 4518 I N, FH I8 75 22 58 35 AH G 7%
HUERL. WAk, AR R T IR ER}
2% DNA SZIG s . “YERERF: DNA LK
TR HIE” L IEBERL DNA Hods 2 g vt
o SE A SO, Rl S A R RS
DNA S50 30 ok 5 5N ] Z2 1 SE 6 A AT
HEAT 4322 2245 DNA SEG 3 S5 VT 52 S5t it
PR A 1

BFEHARTEAEA WA Pe— A X —> ) 5
W FERED ). DNA 23 T4 8 R B AE AR
Wik, HurnT LN BN vt FR 4o
FEHL DNA Z3H7, 17 2% FHEAEA Wit 5 LA T8
ik DNA JRIE 53 B e i MR AN A —
SRR 2 N H R LR IE S R,
P B G R 27 PR R T e B R R Y
FARTEAE FH IR DY B UE SE B AR, it

FEwist, WA thRbEr . Sy—J7m, F
255 NIVAEE R e I W N T RE e 51
(P A AR IE N, WA B AT S I K e TR 2L
WA B ST RN T2, — WA
Bl Wk g R fake e e 1 30, bt
ERlEH AT A UF R 2 £, e — AR
R Bh2 = X0 fHRREERR B R X
P T HAEBACKHE 2 b b SR W] DA )2 N H
TERZH 6 HA W T4k o3 R R A 15 23
WEREX AR, S TR IAAE
SCRHI R R, AR AR B R . 75
FEo AR IS R, A RN R,
I REERG . DNA %58 FEE A AR E
i B H T elE st g, ek A T3
ES F— I ERAR, MR
[PIAAREN o

A4, R LA 120 24 E K AHX
HESLVERERFY: DNA SEI6 % DUR R S5 22 14
RO 2 23 DL R KT G HE I 1 P 1) B P50
] @ AR TE A E o DNAUE 4 fE B
99.99999999999999%0 % fifl 5 1 e AL F B A
HEBRN AR 0 52 Ik 2] 100%, 25 7552
JELEYL TR AMAEM AL 99.99%LL |
DNA %5 T KA LUk NPLIE I B2 2
SE RN EBOARMER, VR BERH AR
— K, GEEANEER AR AT R T
PEMARAE . BEE R ARIABEEE, LU A
B ERANER R IR IE DS, DNA $E
FEARMAEH IEAE H 2084k o IEAIA T DNA HIE
WIVER, K% L AI5E3% DNA $e ik,
A HEE [ K06, SR AT 1A SE AL
2 7 SCBA S 9 B SRR AR i — T
PATS o

SEH:

1. Gill B, Jeffreys AJ, Werrett DJ (1985) Forensic application of
DNA ‘fingerprints. Nature. 318:577-9.

2. Buckleton J, Triggs CM, Walsh S fHfE, #2355 7-(I %) (2010)
TBEREY: DNA LS FRE. JbstRE HARAL.

3. Semikhodskii A (2007) Dealing with DNA Evidence: A Lega
Guide. 1st ed. London: Routledge-Cavendish. 90-92.

4. Ainsworth C (2003) The Stranger Within. New Scientist.
2421:15.

5. Evett LW, Weir BS. U7, #K&, X (IL1%)(2009) DNA
UEAR B AR R - VR RE R e g vk et A% 2. dbstrh AR A a2
R A



