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“Forensic Science in the Courtroom: 

Can we communicate better?” 



FORENSIC SCIENCE AND THE LAW 



Courts resolve disputes, not perpetuate them: 
 
“That at some point arguable questions of right and 
wrong for practical purposes simply cannot be 
argued anymore” 

WHAT DOES A COURT 
REALLY DO? 

 



ADMISSION OF EXPERT 
TESTIMONY 



A forensic science credibility gap is the increasingly 
contentious debate over wrongful convictions that 
were caused or contributed to by a forensic 
scientist.  

FORENSIC SCIENCE ERRORS  
 



DNA EXONORATIONS 

n  Eyewitness Id. 
n  Forensic Science mistakes. 
n  Interrogations-false confession. 
n  Ineffective assistance of council 
n  Prosecutorial misconduct 

BAD EVIDENCE OR BAD ATTORNEY’S 



DNA EXONORATIONS 

n  All 50 States. 
n  Over 1500. 



NON-DNA EXONORATIONS 



WHAT HAVE WE LEARNED? 



BLAME GAME-FINGER POINTING 



June 1996 



“DNA aids the search for truth by 
exonerating the innocent. The 
criminal justice system is not 
infallible, and this report documents 
cases in which the search for truth 
took a tortuous path.” 



NOW WHAT SHOULD WE DO? 



Some forensic science errors are easily correctable 
because there root cause is a breakdown in 
communication between the forensic scientist and 
the legal consumer. 

COMMUNICATION ERRORS  
 



THE UNLIKELY, IMPOSSIBLE,  
IMPROBABLE  CASE 

OF  

REGGIE & OBIE 
A story of  Biblical Proportions” 













VICTIM: 



Eddie Clark 







State of California 

v. 

Reggie D. Cole 



CHARGES 

Possession of a Weapon 
[California Penal Code §4502(a)].   

 

The prosecution alleges that, on June 24, 
2008, Mr. Cole had possession of a “sharp 

instrument.” 





Cole Has Always Had his Mattress on the 
Bottom Bunk (195 Low) 



INSIDE THE PAPER 



LATENT PRINT? 





“Processing of the submitted 
items developed a fragmentary 
latent of no value” 



“Reggie Cole’s fingers and palms are 
excluded as the source of this impression…” 



FREEDOM 



State of Wisconsin 

v. 

Robert Lee Stinson 



“Arguably, without the admission of the  
bite mark evidence, the state's case against 

Stinson may not have been sufficient to 
convict him.”  

 
 
 

[State v. Stinson, 134 Wis. 2d. 224, 236 n16]  
 



“ Would have been made 
by Robert  Lee Stinson”  

Dr. Johnson told the jury that the 
bite marks on the victims body: 

“…no margin of error”  

With   



“…to a reasonable degree of 
scientific certainty, that the 

teeth of Robert Lee Stinson…” 



Dr. Rawson analyzed the 
evidence and concluded:  

“…There was no question that there was 
a match to a reasonable degree of 

scientific certainty”  



 “It’s not if bitemark evidence is as good as 
fingerprints, it’s if fingerprints are as good as 

bitemarks!” 

Dr. Raymond Rawson 

   

  “A match is not 90% or 99% a match is 100% there 
is no other  possibility.” 

OPINION: 



Forensic scientific errors should be studied 
irrespective of the hazard or difficulty such an 
investigation posses to the legal or forensic 
community. 

ERRORS AND OMISSIONS  
 



THANK YOU! 
 


