
Three Stories That Illustrate How Guns Are Recovered And Tested In The Bronx, NYC:

Gun In A Home

Gun Found In A Car

Street Encounter

Recommendations:

Only test guns 
in search warrants 
if all occupants of 
the home provide 

elimination samples.

Only test guns 
if the weapon was 
involved in a more 

serious crime.

Only test guns
recovered from 

vehicles if there is 
an elimination 

sample from the 
vehicle, owner and 

every occupant 
of the vehicle.

Only test guns
recovered from a 

person if the police 
officer who recovered 

the weapon also
gives an elimination 

sample.

Do not accept for 
testing DNA samples 
taken from juveniles 
without a court order, 
warrant or parental 

consent.

Do not accept 
surreptitious 

samples.

Does The Lab Typically Require An Elimination Sample?
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Andy (A), 16, his 
brother, Bob (B), 19, and 
cousin Carl (C), 21 hail a 
livery cab, driven by 
Dan (D). Dan makes an 
illegal turn and the cab 
is pulled over by two 
police officers, Edwin 
(E) and Fred (F).

E and F order A, B, and C out 
of the car, and, without 
gloves on, frisk them. The 
officers, still not wearing 
gloves, search the passenger 
compartment of the vehicle. 
They find a gun between the 
cushions of the seat closest 
to where A was sitting.

E and F bring the gun 
back to the precinct, 
where it is swabbed 
for DNA. They do not 
take any swabs from 
the car, or from D. E 
and F do not provide 
elimination samples. 

A, B and C are 
arrested. D is 
allowed to 
leave in the car 
and continue 
on his way.

During the 
interrogation, the 
police offers A a 
cigarette. He accepts 
and, unbeknownst to 
him, the butt is taken 
and vouchered for 
DNA testing.

The Lab analyzes the DNA on 
the gun and finds a mixture that 
they describe as three donors. 
They compare that mixture to 
the DNA from A and generate a 
likelihood ratio of 101,000 in 
support of the proposition that 
the mixture is comprised of A 
and two unknown persons.

B, C, D, E, and F never 
have samples taken and 
are never compared.

Andy is prosecuted 
and, with a mandatory 
minimum of 3.5 years 
hanging over his head, 
accepts a plea bargain 
of one year.

The police obtain a search 
warrant for the home of Arthur 
(A), a known drug dealer. When 
they arrive to execute the search 
warrant, Arthur is not home, but 
his brother, Bill (B), cousin, Carl 
(C), and mother, Danielle (D), are 
all in the home.

The police officers executing the 
warrant, Edwin (E) and Fred (F), 
who are not wearing gloves, 
search the house and find a gun 
in the bottom of the laundry 
room closet, under a pile of 
laundry that they moved.

B, C and D are all placed 
under arrest and taken to 
the police precinct. All 
three insist that the gun 
is not theirs.

The police tell each of them to 
give a DNA swab to “prove” that 
they did not possess the weapon. 
B and D provide a sample, but C 
does not. E and F do not give 
DNA samples.

The Lab tests the gun and 
determines there is a 50/50 
mixture of two people. B 
and D are compared 
separately to the mixture. 
B’s likelihood ratio is 
200,000. D’s is 300,000.

Bill and Danielle both 
lost their jobs because 
of the pending charges. 
They were evicted from 
their apartment and are 
now on public 
assistance.

A moved to suppress 
the gun as the result of 
an unlawful arrest. The 
judge found the arrest 
unlawful and the case 
was dismissed.

Allan (A) and Brandon (B) 
are walking down the street 
when they are approached 
by two police officers, 
Danny (D) and Eric (E).

D and E, unbeknownst to A and B 
are currently under investigation by 
NYPD internal affairs for illegal gun 
arrests and are suspected of 
engaging in planting of weapons.

D and E, who are White, 
stop and frisk A and B, 
who are Black. D and E 
claim to recover a gun 
from A’s waistband.

A is arrested and a 
mixture of DNA is 
recovered.

A’s DNA was surreptitiously 
collected. A mixture of DNA 
from three people was 
discovered. A’s DNA was 
compared and the results 
were “uninformative.”


