YYD DYH DND NPPTIA PONDAY PN TN

1AYVWAN OV DD NPITIL PINDNY PN WD

“197)00 113) "V95N 9T

PPN

NNYA DD MDD TPNTIYN NPT T %I YAPI N IWKR, DN TY NNOPI NIV *POIVIIY NIDN YT N IINRNI
NN N DONTI LIND»I MDA DOWHNWN IR )NDN DDA WY HY 171y SNTNYN TIDN DR NYIHIND ¥T
IUNIY >IN POIVIAIY Y122 ININND T INI TIRD M) NPXTAN PIT DR DI ¥ MKRINY XTI ,XNIDIN PHIANA
10N ,N12PNN NPYTIN MHINKIN 3993 NIOD ¥ ,NINN) DID WU NI 1N NPDIVIIN 1722 NIIWI XN
DNDNN MNYD NPIMIANDNN MINDIND DY NPLIVNN MMYNWNY DY DON»NN NN (false positive) Mand
298 MNOWN NTN2IN ,DNDN DYR) HY DDA WYY 1XINIIN MIANDH DY MINNDN ) DIV Bayes
NPT22 WHNWIY PRY NMPDN RN ODH90 DIYNI AMINT MIPN,PINUN DYNRIN YR 1PDIYIIRI DD
TN D>IPID NN ,GDNA.DNHDA WHRNY JIR DYRIN 2 MO MR NPNRI WIITY w2 KON ,NTN> PRI DN
IR AYN MPPTI2 > ORI ,DXND NPT DINNNND IRNDWD MNPN DY TIPYINRD NPPDN NINY MIO0N

NNY MywIn 92109 %5y ,09MN R¥NNI DN NPT KW IRNIND MON»NNN ) DY 11PN MINXY MNP

.N725 DHON npP’T3a 5y NODIAN NYWINN DNA D321 TNy»N1,M1AI

VYN M IPNNA POIWN ORPPD>9 Ph.D. 01950 70 "7

L(P-117) DLOVWNY TPRTPRN NY9INT PNNPDIPY ¥H9 LawNY N2VNN WX Ph.D )70 111 7T **

LDRNDN NOYYLY PIIVD DY IRLP NPT I"TD AN NN

PY,YNN DRDY DTN PRI, NN 7PN RN, Bayes nno /%197 pnax ,pov1ns nadvn GC/MS 0o np»7a :nnsn mom

199970 NAYNNN NN — NPAYAWITINOWIIN TIDN HY
N7 N NION SNTNIYN TN 137D MYTIN WIIT
DPNIY PT-N2 IPPYA — VOWN PN ,DPN TY NDMP)
DRN YR DNYRI YWINY 77 71Dy DOINNON —

21210 NN»N DNY NIYIY DIDN NP>T2

MDD PYTN DY MINNDN D MXIND K2 NT RN
DMIPN DN ,MYLNY IN%Y NP>TaN YV NINID
NNMNY NWNRWNN DTN PRIN XD NPT DNA
,JINT )2)00 DDA WiNdw NPIY YW ONTIYD TIDN
NOY2 NPT DX 29,3177 )12 WX ONIDT PNIANRD 7T
AN JOINT M) HNND R°ANY ANDY ,TIND M PYT
NN IR (false positive) MaAnNI-nMarn MRHN Hv
DNIAPN DOWIN 2P IPTY AYNN PNIAND NWNHYN

.(18.10.04) *UNIN ONAXA YNNI 9NN V29 131/03/y Swnd X3
www 1.idf.il/SIP_ STORAGE/DOVER/files/6/39356.doc

YYUonN 0oon nywan, T

N0 N

PNTIVN NPT 0D, yapy poawImy  novina
NOWN 1Y Y NODIAND ,)NYA DHD IDND
5N 1OMLMIIN NV (RIA) monmmx»TIN
N0 ,100%-99.8% S P17 nbya Nonw My ynva
NP2V HYOINTIYN TIDN DX NPIND 7T NAYTY PRI
YOWN I8 ,NPNY NN DAIMYD 10 THR DI 13707
PYPYTIN ITYN22” 3 Yyap) QoM LI9NY TN IWN
D»NN PP %9 HY DN IMN ,NPRIN TN NNDY
W INYTA DN TN Y N 2D WD HIwm HHIN
M0 HY YA¥NIN NINN NN NN DX NIXR,DTRIMN
PN D01 Y 72 2"MN2I0Y PIAD PAD INYY MMIOYN
AMDPPNN DR DXNIN,PYT IND N, DN, TPNTY

,757 (3)0 7"9,00Mp9¥Y *NAD P70 1722 P0IVINY 27/86 Y™ !
.759-758
.759 'oya ,ow ?
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NN DTN WIdWD DY .IYWIND NRODNN
STV MZNNT DY ¥2D9 LIVNI NYWIN 1IIND
NPLIPIP NPRI WITTY NT TIRN YN NN
DWNIN D MIXIND ,DIDD NPYTIY MADN MY ap

.DDN DX 7Y PN

— 2YWIN DWH DO NP>TAA PONONY PN TN A
SMMANDNN LI

DIRDHN NN PIVNI NININTITN,DNO NP> TAMPNIN
S-TININD DPDNR - PP MYAN2 DN 1NN
P72 HY MNRNIN I XD YW DY IWpna 1720
1720 NPNYYIAN SNTiay MmpN1a HMION) DND

APYT

"The Bayes’ Theorem problem
is that if a test gives false
positives 1% of the time, and the
tested population has genuinely
ndirty” urine in one case out of
ten, then out of a thousand tests,
100 of the "positive” reports will
be true and ten false; but if the
tested population has genuinely
ndirty” urine in only one case
out of a thousand, then the very
same test performed with the
very same care will yield ten
false positives for every true
positive'.’

YIDWIAY 1P1NN DX PIADN NIPIINIRD LIVNN NI
wonwn N PRy Mo Bayes Yw nnmnona
DRIN MPNKR I IRIN LIYNN TP . NMPY> INDNI

ISHIKAWA V. DELTA AIRLINES, INC., AND LABONE, 350 F.3D ¢
915 (9TH CIR. 2003). www.ca9.uscourts.gov/ca9/newopinions.
nsf/7TE1E60662507174D88256D9E007B8A10/$file/0135863.
pdf?openelement
DN

GONZALEZ V. METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY,
174 F.3D 1016 (9TH CIR. 1999)
www.ca9.uscourts.gov/ca9/newopinions.
nsf/04485f8dcbd4eleca882569520074¢698/
154¢298db2312¢7188256¢5200718652?0penDocument
DHWINN .8 w'n vy Ishikawa v. Delta Airlines, Inc., and LabOne ’

LJUNNA 1IN LY DIND?IN

NITO SY SIAPNN MPND IV RONTY L) PO
IMPNIRY - 4(DTOR) HIV-1 9220 mxwi 7990 mipr7a
53 Yy 7252 NN NIANI-NPAPN IRNN NN NII0NN
YNWN NN IWNRI 7191 50% XD - D7) 10,000
N7 Y NI MIYNRWR 70 PN NIAPN DIWIN NPITIY
,DTPR XYY NI 1D NXIAPN DT 1YW HI P
77 ,71200 DNY MIWIN MP>T7aN YidY DI MININY
RNY NI WY DM AR PIPHR KW NN TN
DN NYNINND TPHHIN MPHNN MY, DN .NP>T1
DYAYX NIWY 932 7292 NNN NPIPN INNY — NPT Y

P72

MYNRWYN SRIDIN PNIARD HNIPYD ,D>I12TD Yaon
DYIPYIN DMXTNA L,0owNH DY DY NA)
DTN PRID DND NPT IRNIN DY MONNONIY

IR .NYNNN DR KL PTIN 23 DRI NN NPT DY 192N IRIN ¢
3 IRM NPTV MY 2D Do (false positive) Nana-mavn
.NI2 XN I ,NDN PN
DORN 2HYA DOWIR NMANDND MNP 1N 19NN DY NPD MNP
MP5Y NP DWIND YV NIDN NIX,NPYTIN KDY DONIND ,DOMYN
, DML XY PN DM DNPPHRN DWIR HUNY 2 .mIDN 19NNa
MM P1PD MNP DRI , DT MPY DYIAPN IN DNID DPNN
(07R) HIV-n 902 pamn?
Klemens B. Meyer & Stephen G. Pauker, Screening for HIV:-1x7
Can We Afford the False Positive Rate?, 317 New Eng. J. Med.
238, 239-240 (1987).
X7 Positive Predictive Value (PPV) *
Douglas G. Altman & J. Martin Bland, Diagnostic Tests 2:
Predictive Values, 309 Brit. Med. J. 102 (1994).
NP>72) DMN ELISA Np>72 ,ELISA Np>72 :nH9)1d Mijp»7an nTo ¢
MP>720 vIdw 55 MxN DX . Western Blot njp>72 — nyoxd mwby
NI HIV positive”s 1191 7230021 1990
GERD GIGERENZER, ULRICH HOFFRAGE & AXEL EBERT, AIDS
COUNSELLING FOR LOW-RISK CLIENTS, 10 AIDS CARE 197, 199
(1998).
(GIGERENZER AT ALL :)919)
PO NPDA DWIN NNAPA DTORD MR MNPIY 2 NN DN 7
112°01 N¥IAPY DY DWIR DXAIR NIWY 930 TOR RWI NN ,INN1
.200 'ya,6 w"n »y5 Gigerenzer et al. 7.0
D9YR NIWY DPTIAY NN HPOTI NI W NY NN IRNINY 12007
NIWY Y35 TNR XN MRWIN TINIY 12 PN NP0 NIIAPN DWIN
AUND) NIANIN-TPDHUN ARNIND 2 MNP RONTN JNYY .DVIN DP9YN
PPN NIRNN.DOR X271 (1IN XN D921 NI PT2I0°I IRID NPT
NMRND DWIR DOYR NTWY 2792 INRND PTPORD RWINN HAPNN NNX
5APNN MY TPAPN IRDN LTIR RYIY YNNI NI 1ID N¥IIAP
NIVY 93 HY TR NP YNNI IO NP>TIN 2IN) NP>TIN HY Myon
NN DNR IR NPAPN TMIRNON DY DI 9 RN (M7 DN
.(false positive) nana
3 WNY DIV ,DIXYP DRI MY, D217 %), DRI D227 DIPNN
NN NI NPPTINY NDN DA IR ,PDI NPPTAN DY IRIWD JTOIR DX
SW 110N N¥IAPA NHNND MNIWA MON KDY ,NIPM MIPN HI2 P
:D)INT.207 'ya,6 w'n »yY Gigerenzer at all W1 . 7200
Amos Tversky & Daniel Kahneman, Evidential Impact of Base
Rates, in Judgment Under Uncertainty: Heuristics and Biases
153, 154 (Daniel Kahneman, Paul Slovic & Amos Tversky eds.,
1982).
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M”IINDNANPOIYN, Bayes nNon NI Nwynd
DN NI ,DXDN YW NN MY IWRY ,INTN
4NN

(1) posterior odds = likelihood ratio X prior odds

NIYWN PN MR MIYWN SN N1IY R INDN
DX PDI) DON NXR JI¥ IR DYNRIN 2D XD DINN
DON DX I XY DUNRIN 2 XN 7Y Mywn (H-2
121N IRNIN XD PN NPRD (H1-2 DN 190))

(D-2ymx »DI) DoN NPT Y

Pxa PRI yomn (likelihood ratio) mxIN O
N22pY MIANDNN P O RXID (1) IRNWN DY PR
¥ DTRD I NIWYWND 1NN NPYTIT PPN IR
NPY722 721N IRDN NYAPY MIANDNN P2, 00N NN

— "DDN DX I KXY DTN D NIYWNN 1NN

P(D|H)
P(D | HI)

likelihood ratio =

DIDN NP>TAN YAPHNN PMN XN RN O
DTN PPOVIY Y2 NNNTI DY PPTY DRNNA
M2 ,DVNR 99.8 MNAY NN NPYTAN DY PYTN
IAPN IROD NYAPY 0.2%-n NI MIANDN
D127 IR 1297 .D0N NN JI¥ XY DYRIN I NP2
3 NN )2 M .MIXIIN DN YW "IN 0.002 287H
DON2N 1N, DIR RN TPDOW XYY MIANDIN
TN NP>TAN NIRNHN ,DDN DX JISY DYR) NAY

DTI9 NWNY DIV 3TN DRI DPVAYN DIWPNA Bayes nnon by
PRI HY NIPNN 7NTN° TPYTHN PRI D0 Sy ywInh 112 DIDIND”
;(2007) 399 Y VOWN MYY ,"DNA-) YI¥RD DYV
BoAaz SANGERO AND MorDECHAI HaLpert, "Why a Conviction
Should not be Based on a Single Piece of Evidence: A Proposal for
Reform in Evidence Law”, FORTHCOMING, JURIMETRICS J.
- R PHYN - DPRIN OPT HY SMIANDNN HTIND” ,RPAY P D) IR
STINN” ,RPOY m ;(1994) 205 V> VoW MYY ,"NPNNON mmpa
VoYM 7YY ,"TPNIdNN ﬂP’))‘Jﬂ -1 P'Jﬂ - DPRIN YT HY S MIANDNIN
DOWIR NPTY NPMIANDN MPII0 LY’ XPIY NI;(1996) 1415
,BARNUM & GLEASON ;(1991) 113 2 %99 ,"N1N2°0) NPRI PID Dy
RERZAL PP
A. P. DAWID, BaYEs'S THEOREM AND WEIGHING EVIDENCE BY JURIES, '
:DX X7 .113 Proc. BriT. Acap. 71, 72-75 (2002)
CoLIN AITKEN & FRANCO TARONI, STATISTICS AND THE EVALUATION OF
EVIDENCE FOR FORENSIC SCIENTISTS (STATISTICS IN PRACTICE) 95 (2d
ed. 2004)
A ymxn Yw (probability) m72n0nn XN P(A[B) 1000 mynwn V7
B yxnn»na

23MIYNI IN DIDA YIDIWN MINIWA NNON NPdTaN
PRN TR DTR P N2 ,XONTA NPTN NP2
Y >IN, DIMaYN I DD JI¥ DX P IR
W yximn Yy 7Y YYD 19IRI NPITIN MPNHNY
J(false positive) Nand-m>21N NRNIN Yv 7191 1%
ARNIN D3 MYV NPIAPN MIRNIN WY MHYIAPNN
12N PPODNYN DPINT W ARNIN TPIPHR 1IN
DX, '°(51%) NyYy1anon IR0 9 Yy nnnnY
IR NXID DIMIVRI IN DDA VIDOWD DY
TN DTN 2TD TY ,AP>TAN TYIND PHD NPT
27 W NI NPAPN MNRNIN WY Y35 1IN0 ,NIwYn

"L ONR 1PY0M 172N IRNIN

5990 INAYIY INPN 0, IPYOIN NAVNND NP
YPDIYIY ¥")122) NI NN DD NPT NYNINND
N DTN NPT DY MINNONN (7292 0.2% Yy 117
(DMPNN 0.2%-1 PI) 7252 MPTI IMYLY PHN
N95NN HYI” DWa NNINN MY HYI XN NRT NAWNN
Sw '2y2NN NRDY” — S0OWNN PN IR, IVINNN
SN M Z.DNNoN DIYPNA NPPDI 1N M OND
RN JNPNA ,MAND N DIYRN MIANDN D NN
DPOMPIN NN DT DIPNA WK NPT TN
ARNN Y2PY MIANDN2 NAYNIM PLIVNN IWPNA
NORY - MONN N DNYRD INPNA NPT 1PN

" Wiann DX NN2INN

TIRNIN DY MINNDNIY NPI»YIL NONY 1)
Bayes nnona vy pn D) ,N71Y Do npeIa

NN, IPAPN NIWY DNXR DN IR RN 27 DN 19K DN °
(l/l 1) 9% NN DDA WHRNWN PR PTAINY MIINDNN ,NNX INRN
L(10/11) 91% xon NP>TA2 NRIW NYNINNY MI1ANDNN YN 7192
72y DHWRD DNOM KXY NT PINK 2802 1DOX ,JWNNL IRNIY 290 !
NN 591N ,DND MP>TAY MIND»IAN AWK JPTY A0 Pood
ORI PPN mMTaynd NPNmn mp>Ta 5y D»LYLLD
Darord T. BarRNUM & JHON M. GLEAsON, The Credibility of Drug
Tests: A Multi-Stage Bayesian Analysis, 47 INDUSTRIAL & LABOR
RELATIONS REVIEW, 610 (1994).
WILLIAM C. THOMPSON & EDWARD L. SCHUMANN, '
INTERPRETATION OF STATISTICAL EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL TRIALS: THE
PrOSECUTOR'S FALLACY AND THE DEFENSE ATTORNEY'S FALLACY, 11
LAW & HUM. BEHAV. 167 (1987).
MPYIIRD PTN PO INT .DPDOYO DVOWNI MNIAX NP>Ta Paya P
.STATE V. SPANN, 617 A.2D 247,258 (N.J. 1993) w7
1252 'oya,ow
"...the trier of fact cannot convict a defendant of a crime
through a formula that assumes the defendant committed the
crime.”
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1N»N2)PNY ,D0N DX I NY DYRINY MIANDIN
P2YN NPT IRIN

(5) posterior odds = P(D|H)
P(D| HI)

29 9P MY NONTN 29D

(6) posterior odds = likelihood ratio X prior odds
~ 500X 0.001 =0.5

5y .0.5-5 MY MIPIDDIORN MIANDNN DN 12790
”IINDNN,NINIVDIARD MIANONN DN’ NITH D
.DMOWN MYNRA KW NPIANDN 10 1IN NHNI
AN 2,(1/3) /(2/3)-5 DRHIND DX DI INY NI 2 DY
12202 M2IAPNND NPAPH MRNIN LYY PNy
YNDWN GONRND TR DTXR P71 D2 5000 "Ry’
D»NYNY TV, NNN NIRNN X7 )00 DNX 97,0202
INYWIND PHNT MNHYN ,MIAND MINNIN ) NINRD

NI PYDA I K — ywon-9n Hv

— YYIN DYY DD NPPTAA PONDNY PN T )
P0OUNN LN

MIIN YY NPIMYIN IR IPRIN DTIPN 77191
12,"7»P)” N2°202 NYSANN RO TWRI DD NPYTa
121030 YIPWN MINIY .N2I) DDA YN Wn MNOY
IPIAND MIANDNN DN N >TH NI DDA
MIANDNN DN DX DY TIRD POPH IWR PO
N ,Bayes nnona vy Dy DX JPINIDDIONRD
DPNRI MNP W 09N DOVNI,NNRNDY PN
N 12D, PIPIONN MIANDNN DN NN 7292 M ap
MIANDNN DN IR — DAY MIAPYD ,MMIXDN O

MIANDNY ,IPINIVDION MIANDN DN 12YND MDON Mona 2
TMIRIN MHIRNDNA PN M2 NPIPILDION

P(Innocence | Positive Test) = 1— = L =2/3
1 + posterior odds 1+ 0.5
. - osterior odds .
P(Guilt | Positive Test) = P ~ 05 1/3

1 + posterior odds 1+ 0.5

.74 "0y1,16 w1 9y5 , DAWID D) IR

RN NYAPY MIANoHNY 0 S eavn an
NMHNN) DON NX ¥ DYNIN I IN1NA NPT NPAPN
N TWR) MIKRIIN DN IR .19 (°¥Y Dnona

NN (Ir my0pa oo

@=L =500
0.002

IIARN MIANDNIN ON> DX AWNY DY 0N
MIIANDNN 12 ON*D IX XLAD M YW .(prior odds)
I8 XY DYNINY MIANDNN P22 DD I¥ DUNINY
NPRI DY DDANNA KON NPYTAN MRIN XYY DD

APTAY IINR

(3) prior odds = Rl
P(HI)
AN YYD NPINN LAY T2 DY IV INNT
.DDN DX TI¥ IR IPTY PIRND TR DTR P72 280
,DND NPT DY MINNDNA NPIMYIN TN
NN XYY — MIANDNN ¥ MINT >TI MY P WHINY)
— DDN DX JI¥ DTN 2D NP>7a0 IRIN YW pavna
TIANONN DN Y NHNI DX PMIN Y. 1/1000 200
NI TPIIONRD MIAN0NN DN DY NIINN 1PN
— NP>TAN IRINA AWNNNY DN W — MIANONN
YN NN DOWN MR NN .DON DN TI¥ XD DTRIY
IPIND MIANDNN DN 120 1%.15735 12 womn
NN (po NP YIONN)

(4) po = ﬂ ~ 0.001

1-0.001

PIPIOND HIANDNI HIXND DN YW 1HoINN
mHIINoHn O’ — NYPIIN DX AWNY NIYOND
ROIN NPINIODIARN TNIANDNN ON?.1PINPIVDIOND
129,001 DX I8 DYNIN ¥ MIANDNN P2 DN IR

SNAND-YYY IRNIN” YW MIYON NP madw  NINK nnna '
.]'7ﬂ5 42 V"D IR .INY T NyLN NPXT72N IRIN '7}1 MONNOHN NN
SRY) NPR PTNIY MIANDIM R PTIY mMIanon 7
INY DIV N DN MNHWNA ,NP>TIN MIRINND PN DY

TNNRD
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"IN APYTAN NMYD ¥ MDD NNDYP TPYI 1Y
,Tribe S 1My 05 2IWH NN DY PRIV PRHD W MY
Y, DORN ANTIN TPIIOR MIIANDNL YW
NPXTA — N1IYA ZEManNn NN YW 1Mo IR Ik
1703 ,7°9°09 NPy NYNIAW 2 KDY HHI IWRD DD
NPT 725 NPRI XY 9910 Mwn Tribe Hw myoh
N2 ,DINND YT TPIIN TMIANDN DI ,DNIDN
PYN DI 9090 NPIAYN MYNIND DX Dwyny
MIANDNN DX PIWNY PDNID 0N INDUNR NP
PI0 DY RIDT PNAND DN 12 DRI TPIIORD
20y, MNY N0 MNP NONND MNIY HY DINM)
MIMIAYN MNPIY 1272 D2HNI DY MINNDNY PHNY
LOPROR DM MOMDN IYDIYIN 1P
DIWN I PA,NNRT .NDAP NPNRI WHLIYW NOK)
,DPDINLD HY MDD NIPNN NHNI MYwINY
PODY 72yn — NWITIN NN NN MHTINYN KD
NYYIN DY INPRD DYOINN NANINY DININM 72D
DY, NIRY DY DPPA POPY 1V) 122 .YWIN DN
MPNNIYINR HI2DIPIT WM, NN»PH RO DYTY DN

Z NN DYDY 7T DYIYVIND

MPP7a3 MNDY Y MNNND  IMIWIND T
NT7AYNN

"33 ONNY PMN N DX NI N0 TY
51PN DHDN DPPTI POY PoaInvIAY
YXINND MYLN NYW 2 TY ,NPNTI XD HIPTMPNI
MYY NINY IR NPRINY 95 7151 0.2% NN 12
DD NP>T2 IWRI 5 MDD NNYP PRI NI MYV
NNN NPAPNN MIRIND 217 ,NTHD PRIN KD
NP>T2N DIRNIN DDA HY YWIND NOKX )20 ,Mand
TIPLRD NN LYN PIPIY WP NNY .NTIY
190230 NINY )N, IRT NI NI RN YL NYW
DWTN DXIPNN NINIY 1N, TPHRILD MINONNI TNV

JNINR MPTHA

1290 NM2>WN DY) AN NPIN Yy . 1368 'ya ,24 v »y5  TRIBE *°
N0 NTPON ,IPDLD MAN NPIN YW NIMBWN” PRVIP N1 IR
;405 (3"OWN) ) VOWN Yy ,"D*2H91 PTN NYIINY DNTIPN DI
Rinar KiTal, Presuming Innocence, 55 OKLA. L. Rev. 257 (2002).
N0 TN HUNY IR Yywoan D2on NywIn Yw nysnn nnon Yy ¥
TPIDP RNOW IR "NPRIN NOYN” DIMIND — NYWINY 902 IRTINN”
.249-246,245 (N"DWN) T 0OWN-YY " IRNWN MYWIN

725 - MYAP NPRI W OIWNRI  IPINIVDIONRD
DHVYR DY MYIANNN — TPYTRN NPTIN DRNIIN
>91I9RN MIANDIN DN 10 DTN NPy TIwND
JPIPIVDIOND MIANDNN DN DY PIIAPYL 1N
NOP?,THYNN AN DY MYPARNN NPNRT YW 1900
DNY D) PIMIAPYI JM TPINIORD MIANDNN O )0

2L I0DIAND MIANONN

wnnwn? Finkelstein & Fairley wssn 1970 mwa
2p»»%9 Dvowna NywIn ovy Bayes nnona
,PLDILLD NN MR HY PLMN RPNTL T
DOX N N2 DPAPND IRNDYD MIANDN IWN
N TP PIVRD WD DIANND ZAORD
MINKRD NPRIN D02 DY NPINIIND MIANDNN
MIANDNN DX N2PY 73 Bayes NNDNA wnnwn
N2NY ST DPADN DTN NN TPIIVDIAND
10 . Tribe S¥ NP a1 n5pm DNysn .aywIny
725 y7m v Tribe y Finkelstein & Fairley
22901090 NPINT DNSYIYI IPOLDLLDN PRINY
Dy 209 LAV NYWIN DYY 2D MO ZaywInd
930 PADY IayN NHYRN DX NNY DY ann
DNONA wIwN DYYY M¥IN 70NN Tribe DHN
PIPIVDIORD MIANDNN NXR PIVnY 7> Bayes

27 23wN DAY NNONN PTN .IYWIN 2IID

TIVN MMY PRI NI, DN NP>TIY NP i1
PRI IDTHWI INY LYND PYIN ,NPIAYD YNNI
DPRID G0N IR ,IINR N PRI KDY 0D
(Corpus Delicti-n) N2y X2 DXY DX NN
270N TNRI HPIIORN MIANDNN DX PN 1%
NP>T722, XY MY ITPHRONILION 1PDYNINRD (1901)
YNANN D M RY Y9I MINKR NIRRT XD DN

.254 'ya,13 w'n 9yY ,SpANN NI !
MicHAEL O. FINKELSTEIN & WiLLIAM B. FAIRLEY, 4 Bayesian
Approach to Identification Evidence, 83 HArv. L. Rev. 489,

500 (1970)
Y1 ,DY .NXIY WDIWY PID DY IRSDIY NPPON MYISN myav
497-496
LAURENCE H. TrIBE, TriAL BY MATHEMATICS: Precision and Ritual in **
the Legal Process, 84 Harv. L. Rev. 1329 (1971).
497 'ya,22 W' 9yY FINKELSTEIN & FAIRLEY . 1355 "ya Dy 2°
;1977-3"5wn ,pwnyn PINY 2334 Pyo Hwn N7 *
Coffin v. United States, 156 U.S. 432, 453, 460-66 (1895).
15 w"),995 ,XPOW IR ,9"N 0NN Dy 7
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)2 1D 4.0prT7an »5wn TNR Y92 00w DRI
R, DINN I KD TPDONRI NWN MORI Py’
21N IRINY X¥ANY DAY, 00N HY MILP MY

.npr722 Nyon

TINOD 1) MPPTA2 DPAPNN INIYD TR DY
WA DY DIANT DIPNN  DNIDND  DIIINDN
D>IpNn Y DM Gleaso-y Darold .m7ayn
*® Davis Sv Knight 5w 15X ,m »Non Dm0
MP T2 DX DX YNAY 13703 IPNNRA PON YOIV MTIYND
YT — "PLITNY NPY” ININ WYY T TN .DINR
¥ApNnd MYy MXT X YT KD MTIYNN
DRI DNNTHN DOYRINND TPAPND INIWD HINN
592wn YTINIY 12D .2.0%-) 1.3% DN DIPNN
STIR (YS191) 990102 YT PR NIANI-TPIAPN IRNY HY
MO PAD,ANT DX PN MOYNN DX JPYD ¥ KON
NP2 NILN IRNINN .DPTAIN DNDN "NNOWN” N
MTIYN DX HHI IR ,PHLIRI JIYIV AN PPN
DoY ©N*a NYAPNN ,GC/MS-n NP>T2 IR MYNINN
IRNIND ©.NAd-12rN ININ 0.2% — methadone
DXDDY DN N2aPNN IPNN MR I DD
INMY 5.0% — (opiates) DOLNND  NXAPH
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