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Wilson A. Yamashita AB. The scientific community needs to address these to merit judicial confidence or else
be brave enough and have sufficient professional conscience to abandon the evidence types that do not meet
the required judicial reliability before they are forced to do so in open court. One might extrapolate that the
absence of a primer for a particular discipline might be a stark indicator of the value of that evidence type for
the legal teams and the triers of fact. It will show the public why justice matters at a time when there is a risk
that justice will be overlooked as there are so many other calls on the public purse. Pardo M. The Turner rule
allows the court to exclude evidence, even if it is of probative value, if it is likely that it will influence the jury
unduly on a matter on which they ought to form their own independent judgment [ 37 ]. The Home Office said
it monitored the forensic science market closely. Finally, the challenge is also laid before the forensic science
and law enforcement communities to allow the scientists to undertake their craft and use their skills in the
correct way, working in partnership to inform the investigative process rather than being downgraded to act
simply as laboratory technicians who churn out data and report their results in a contextualized vacuum.
Expressing evaluative forensic science opinions in a court of law. The National Audit Office said there was
too little data on forensic services used by forces and companies risked being pushed out of the market. Such a
form of analysis has been used in Kwaik, 15 where the expert used a computer program which, on the basis of
input, could allegedly re-create a car accident. Law Prob. Danaher J. The cost of a troubled relationship
arguably becomes most apparent in the light of such failure to deliver justice e. Justice 40, 3â€” Puymbroeck
R, editor. An economic analysis of fact witness payment. Key texts [ 25 , 26 ] point to procedural errors that
may lead to a wrongful verdict: a failure to provide the jury with key information due to negligence [ 13 ],
bodies in charge of ensuring the quality of forensic services that do not have effective quality control
procedures in place to check adequately the evidence tendered before being included in trials [ 26 ], the use of
non-unique identifiers for the exhibits or samples tested [ 25 ], the use of checking procedures relying on
non-unique identifiers [ 25 ], ineffective communication between the bodies responsible for gathering and
checking the evidence [ 25 ], and lack of proper implementation of handling procedures [ 25 ]. What
differentiates these subjects from more accepted forensic expertise including DNA analysis, drug analysis or
toxicology is the lack of a clear methodology and underpinning scientific research and rigour. Scientific
conclusions are subject to perpetual revision. The need for a standard to determine whether an expert opinion
is robust, worthy of consideration or merely an attempt to serve the views of the party the expert is
representing arises especially in connection with forensic evidence types that are traditionally highly reliant on
comparative and therefore largely subjective analysis: e. Keywords: forensic science, expert evidence, judicial
confidence 1. Morrison G. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals 6 judgment, requires the trial judge to screen the
scientific evidence and testimony to ensure that it is relevant and reliable [ 28 ]. This problem has been
especially glaring in cases 8 , 9 , 11 , 12 , 13 where the experts have used sliding scales to quantify the level of
support the science offers for a particular hypothesis. The court must be satisfied that there is sufficiently
reliable scientific basis for the evidence to be admitted. Hastings Law J. How can anyone be certain, given the
confusion, as to what is going to happen to the integrity of our whole criminal justice system when you can't
identify what the costs are - and therefore where benefits lie? In the words of the Lord Chief Justice [ 41 ]:
Scientific developments, inconceivable 20, let alone 50 years ago, come with risks: the pace of change and
complexity of techniques present challenges for all involved, not least those of us without scientific
backgrounds.


