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Learning Objectives
After viewing this webinar, you will be able to:
• Explain the correlation between DNA and genetic genealogy
• Name two database tools used to determine genetic relationships
• Explain the difference between DNA short tandem repeats (STR) and single
nucleotide polymorphism (SNP)
• Discuss how a SNP profile is used to obtain matches within genealogy research tools
• Describe the forensic genealogy process used to determine the identity of the
Golden State Killer
• Define the term “investigative genetic genealogy”
• Discuss the different types of DNA samples used to determine outcomes from
genetic genealogy vs. investigation genetic genealogy
• Discuss the power of investigation forensic genealogy vs. traditional investigation
techniques
• List at least five benefits of using genetic genealogy as an investigative technique
• Name the type of information that can be determine through DNA phenotyping
• Contrast the privacy rights/expectations between CODIS and genealogy databases
• Discuss the significance of the Third Party Doctrine with respect to privacy issues
arising from genetic genealogy outcomes
• Discuss current Department of Justice policy on surreptitious samples and consent
• Explain the concept of investigation caution when dealing with third party DNA
samples
• Discuss the significance of California v. Greenwood 486 U.S. 35 (1988) with regard
to outcomes obtained through forensic genetic genealogy testing
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