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INTRODUCTION 

The lack of understanding among scientists of the purpose of expert 
testi'.nony in criminal and civil litigation, and the failtire of attorneys 
to recognize the different philosophical approaches taken by law and 
science much less the intricacies of other fields, are frequently cited 
as a major ba.sis for the tension which exists between these professional 
groups (e.g., Thomas, 1974; U.S. Dept. of Justice, 1978; Saks & Baron, 
1980; Note, The Doctor in Court, 1980);... Yet, there exists an already 
abundant and fast growing literature addressing these points and other 
issues arising from the interplay between science and law. In order to 
make this literature more accessible to scientists , social scientists, 
physicians, atto:cneys, judges and students of the process,. an indexed 
bibliography has been developed. Entries were compiled f1:'om existing 
bibliograhies, various guides to p~riodical literature, references in 
books and articles, suggestions from interviewees, and from combing 
library shelves and card catalogues. The bibliography is focused on the 

,use of scientific and technical knowledge in the courtroom and on case 
investigation and preparation. Thus, items detailing specific test or 
analytic procedures or the effec.t of technical breakthroughs on substan­
tive legal areas have not, for the most part, been included. In addi­
tion, compilation efforts were concentrated on materials published since 
1960. 

The bibliography is divided into three sections. Section I, which 
immediately fO.Hows this introduction, contains the categorical index. 
Th~pibliographical entries have been indexed along four dimensions: the 
sta~t'g~ of the court proceedings with which th,e entry is concerned; the 
type(s) of case(s) described; the area(s) of expertise on which the entry 
is focused; and the issue(s) addressed; 

Section II contains a list of the entries arranged in alphabetical 
order by author's last name 'With the pertinent index numbers for that 
entry in the right hand margin. Entries in the alphabetical listing 
include the compl~~e citatiot).,. Each entry is indexed for as many dimen­
sions and individual categories as are applicable. For. example, gn 
article followed by the numbers 130, 314, 413, 501 and 520 discusses the 
admissibility (501) and presentation (520) at trial (130), of medical 
evidence (413) in personal injury, T,)'rongful death or malpractice cases 
(314) • 

To permit users to identify entries concerning a parti~ular field of 
expertise or 'issue, Section III lists the entries relating to each index 
number in the 400 and 500 series. So as to conserve space, the entries 
in this section are identified by last name of author only. 'Notes and 
comments are identified by title. 

\.' 

,Before concluding, a warm thank ycm is in order to Jeffrey Jacobs and 
Linda Marshall who ably assisted iq.; gathering and analyzing the mate­
rials, to Hugh L.Bernard, Law Librarian, George Washington University 
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National Law Cent·er, for allowing access to the Law Center's fine collec-
tion; and to Venessa Allison, Jane Daly, Pat Hall, Rita Hall, Martie 
King, Martha Luther, Brenda Synder, and Debd~~h Washington who performed 
the tedious task of typing and collating the entries with skill and good 

~ cheer. 
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Stage of Case 

Pre-filing • 
Pre-trial. 
Trial. 
Appeal • 

Type of Case 

Criminal • 

Arson. 
Assault. 
Auto theft 
Bribery. 
Burglary • 

SECTION I 
CATEGORICAL INDEX 

Controlled substances. 
Embezzlement 
Forgery. 
Fraud. 
Homicide • 
Juvenile delinquency • 
Obscenity. 
Racketeering • 
Rape. 
Robbery. 
Other. 

Civil. 

Antitrust. 

100 

200, 300 

Administrative agency action, appeal of. 
Bankruptcy • 
Child custody. 
Child neglect and abuse. 
civil commitment, guardianship 
civil rights, EEO. 
Condemnation/land claims 
Contract • 
Disability • 
Domestic relations/paternity • 
Environment 
Patent, copyright. 
Personal injury, medical malpractice, 

wrongful death • 
Probate. 
Product liability. 
Tax. 
Other. 
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110 
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• 300 
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Scientific-Technical Field 

Biomedical 
a 
Dentistry. 
Fingerprints 
Medicine • 
Pathology. 
Physical anthropology. 
Serology • 
T'oxico1ogy 
Other biomedical 

Physical Sciences. 

Accident reconstruction. 
Ballistics, firearms examination 
Chemistry. ., • 
Document examination 
Engineering. 
Surveying. 
Other physical • 

Social and behavorial sciences 

Cultural anthropology. 
Economics. 
Education. 
Geography. 

~I 

Psychiatry, clinical psychology. 
Psychology 
Sociology. 
S~atistics, mathematics. 
Oihersocial science • 

Business • 

Accounting 

Miscellaneous. 

Appraisal. 
Computer .'; • 
Literatureii 
Music. 
Law. 
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Issues 500 

Admissibility. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 501 
Advocacy, effective use of strategy and tactics. 502 
Communication. • • • • • • • • • • • • 503 
Costs & fees • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 504 
Cou;rt appointment. • • • • • • • • • 505 
Discovery. • • • • 506 
Education and training of attorneys. 507 
Education and training of experts. • • • • • 508 
Effect on litigation • • • • • •• • • • • 509 
Effect of scientific field • • • • • • • • • • • • • 510 
Evidence, reliability of state of the art, 

quality of s~ecific application. • 
Evidence, rules of • • • • • • • • • • 
Examination and cross-examination. • 
Expert competence, trustworthiness, 

impartiality • • • • • • • • • 
Factfinder competence. • • • • • 
Facts as binding on factfinder • • • • • 
Forums, alternative, new ••• 
Preparation for interaction with expert 

or attorney. • • • • • • • 
Preparation of witnesses • 
Presentation • • • • • • 
Procedural rules • • • • 
Qualification as an expert • • • • • • 

. " . 

• 511 
• 512 

513 

• 514 
• 515 
• 516 
• 517 

• 518 
• • • • • 519 

•• 520 
• 521 

522 
Role of experts, role conflicts, ethics •••••• 
Search for, selection of experts • • • • • • 

• 523 
• 524 

525 The relationship between law and science • 
Use of expert fQr case preparation • • • 
Access to and availability of experts ••• 
Education and training of non-expert 

investigators ••••••••••••• 

vi 

" . , 

• 526 
• • • • • 527 

• 528 

. ;':;'''''''1 . 4 "<,: .c.-", __ " ,.~' _~_...--.-..--___ ., __ _ 

"I 

I 
0 

\ 
\ 

0 
m "., 

! 

1 

il 

m 
;; I 

I 
I 

SECTION II 

ALPHABETICAL LISTING 

fi;p 

[I 

o 

I OC 

I I I 

I 
I ~ 

I 

f 
I 

OC 
I 
I 
t 
I 

! [ 
j j 
f, 
i! 
11 

I 
':'\ 

t ~ 
! I " 

i I 
I! 

I 1'1 

U q 
1\ 

( d r 
I 

! , 

1
\ 
I 

_ .. ~ __ .J 



~ 

i 
I 
~ 

~ '1 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 
{J" 

It 

[ 
, \ 

[ 
~:::.-,~ ~-

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 
C'j" [ 

, [ 

[ 

SECTION II 
ALPHABETICAL LISTING 

Abrams, N.E. and Berry, R.H., Mediation: A Better A1ternativ~ 
Scie~ce Courts, 33 BULLETIN OF ATOMIC SCIENTISTS, 50-53 (1977). 

Aker, J.B., Medical Evidence in Orphans' Court Division Proceed­
ings, 47 PENNSYLVANIA BAR A,{SSOCIATION QUARTERLY 567-577 (1976). 

Arnold, J., Expert Witness, 38 MANHATTAN BAR NEWS 330 (1972). 

Allen, R.E.B., Admission of Psychiatric Evidence, 8 ARIZONA 
LAW REVIEW 205-235 (1967). 

American Bar Association Committee on Medico-Legal Problems of 
the Section of Criminal Law, Report 26 JOURNAL OF CRIMINAL LAW 
AND CRIMINOLOGY 292 (1935). 

AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION SECTION ON LITIGATION, THE 
ROLE OF EXPERTS IN BUSINESS LITIGATION (1979). 

American Institute of Criminal Law and Criminology, Committee on 
Insanity and Crime (Keedy, E.R., Chairperson), Report of 1913, 
5 JOURNAL OF CRIMINAL LAW 643 (1913). 

American Institute of Criminal Law and Criminology, Committee on 
Insanity and Crime (Keed'y, E.R., Chairperson), Report of 1914, 
6 JOURNAL OF CRIMINAL LAW 672 (1914). 

AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, COMMITTEE ON EXPERT TESTIMONY, 
REPORT (1914). 

Ames, M. P., Preparation of the Expert Witness, 13 TRIAL 20-28 
(August, 1977). 

Ames, O.K. III, Evidentiary Aspects of Relevant Product Market 
Proof in Monopolization Cases, 26 DEPAUL REVIEW 530-565 (1977). 

ANSLEY, N., LEGAL ADMISSIBILITY OF THE POLYGRAPH (1975). 

Antitrust and the Judicial;J;'rocess: The Bench as an Economic 
Forum. PROCEEDINGS OF 7th CONFERENCE ON ANTITRUST ISSUES IN 
TODAY'S ECONOMY (National Industrial Conference Board, 1968). 

- 1 -

120, 130, 306 
413, 435, 501 
506, 511, 512 
513, 522 

130, 200, 435 
501, 511, 512 
523 

413 

110, 120, 130 
501, 504, 505 
506, 511, 514 
522, 524, 526 

200, 435 

200, 435 

413 

120, 130, 504 
513, 518, 519 
520, 524 

120, 130 301 
432, 438, 440 
441, 508, 526 

120, 130, 418 
501, 507, 509 
510, 51i, 518 
519, 522 

130, 300, 432 

Arnold, L.C., Responsibilities of the Medic'al Expert. 26 MEDICAL 
TRIAL TECHNIQUES QUARTERLY, 126-132 (1979). 

Aronson, R!B., Expert Witness; Why He is Needed, 49 MACHINE 
DESIGN 64-,6~7 (1977). 

Aronson, R.H., The Federal Rules of Evidence: A Model for 
Improved Evidentiary Decision-making in Washington, 54 
WASHINGTON LAW REVIEW 31-64 (1978). 

Ashton, H.M., Questioned Documents and the Law, 1 JOURNAL OF 
FORENSIC SCIENCES 101,,,,111 ( 1956). 

ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK, IMPARTIAL 
MEDICAL TESTIMONY: A REPORT BY A SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE 
MEDICAL EXPERT TESTIMONY PROJECT (Macmillan 1956). 

Austin, E.C., Some Rules Governing the Examination of Expert 
Witnesses in Illinois, 19 ILLINOIS LAW REVIEW 57-70 (1924). 

Axelrod, R.M., The Use of Lie Detectors By Criminal Defense 
Attorneys, 3 NATIONAL JOURNAL OF CRIMINAL DEFENSE 107-161 
(1977). 

Baade, H.W., Proving Foreign and International Law in Domestic 
Tribunals, 18 VIRGINIA JOURNAL OF INTERNATIONAL LAW 619-649 
(1978) • 

Babitsky, S., Vocational Expert in Social Security Disability 
Cases, 15 TRIAL 44-46 (1979). 

Bac~an, J., New Role for Economists--The U.S. Lines Case, 23 
ANTITRUST BULLETIN 797-823 (1978). 

BAKER, J.N.~ LAW OF DISPUTED AND FORCED DOCUMENTS (Michie 1955). 

120, 
503, 

,.I)..?O J 

, ',;j4 

130, 
508, 

130, 
512 

130, 
508, 
522 

130, 
511 

130, 

120, 
501, 
518, 

130, 
501, 
520 

309, 

130, 
504, 

130, 425 
506, 518 
522, 523 

425, 427 
523 

400, 501 

,:; 

424, 507 
509, 512 

413:, 505 

512, 513 

130, 418 
502, 511 
522, 526 

300, 455 
502, 514 

439 

301, 432 
505, 511 

514, 523, 524 

120, 130, 200 
300, 424, 501 
505, 511, 512 
513, 514, 520 
523 

BALDUS, D.C. & COLE, J.W.L., INTRODUGTION, QUANTITATIVE PROOF OF 130, 140, 307 
DISCRIMINATION (1979). 4]8, 507, 511 

BARKSDALE, H.C., THE USE OF SURVEY RESEARCH FINDINGS AS LEGAL 
EVIDENCE (1957). 

Barney, R.A., Legal Problems Peculiar to Indian Claims 
Litigation, 2 ETHNOHISTORY 315-325 (1955). 
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130, 439, 501 

308, 455, 509 
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Bartholomew, A.A. & Milte, K.L., Reliability and Validity 
Psychiatric Diagnosis in Court of Law, 50 AUSTRALIAN LAW 
JOURNAL 450-458 (1976). 

Barr, N.I. & Suarez, J.M., The Teaching of Forensic 
Psychiatry in Law Schools, Medical Schools and Psychiatric 
Residences in the United States, 122 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF 
PSYCHIATRY 612-616 (1965). 

Basten, J., Court Expert in Civil Tria1s--A Comparative 
Appraisal, 40 MODERN LAW REVIEW 174-191 (1977). 

of 

BATES, B.P., TYPEWRITING IDENTIFICATION (C.C. Thomas, 1971). 

Bates, F., Admissability: Psychiatric Evidence--Towards a 
Coherent Policy, 55 CANADIAN BAR REVIEW 178-186 (1977). 

Bates, F., Pornography and the Expert Witness, 20 CRIMINAL LAW 
QUARTERLY 250-264 (1978). 

Baxter, P.G., Training of Questioned Document Examiners, 10 
~ffiDICAL SCIENCE & LAW 76-84 (1970). 

Bazelon, D.L., Psychiatrists and the Adversary Process, 3 LAW 
IN AMERICAN SOCIETY 3-10 (November, 1974), reprinted from 
SCIENTIFIC Al1ERICAN (June 1974). 

Bazelon, D.L., Risks and Responsibility, 205 SCIENCE 277-280 
(1979) • 

Baze10n, D.L., The Role of the Psychiatrist in the Criminal 
Justice System, 6 AMERICAN ACADEMY OF PSYCHIATRY AND THE LAW 
139-146. 

Baze10n, D.L., The Judiciary: What Role in Health Improvement, 
211 SCIENCE 792-793 (1981). 

BAZELON, D.L., VAILS, VALUE~, AND SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY, PAPER 
PRESENTED AT THE 89TH ANNUAL' CONVENTION OF THE AMERICAN 
PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION (1980. 

Baze1on, D.L., Coping With Technology Through the Legal Process, 
62 CORNELL LAW REVIEW 817-822 (1977). 

BEAR, i-:A., LAW, 'MEDICINE, SCIENCE & JUSTICE (Chas. C. Thomas 
1964). 
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130, 300, 435 
501, 511, 513 
521 

200, 435, 506 
507 

130, 505 

424 

301, 210, 435 
501, 511, 512 
523 

130, 216, 436 
501 

424, 508 

130, 425, 511 
513, 514, 515 

130, 140, 302 
312, 410, 410 
438, 509, 511 
512, 515, 516 
517 

300, 435 

314, 413, 418 
510, 511, 523, 
525 

435, 511, 512 
523, 526 

130, 140, 300 
400, 511, 515 
517, 521, 525 

413, 525 

.-
~ 

o 

---"---

I' . ... / ~ 

Becker, W.G., The Use of Experts in Pretrial Discovery, in 
KRAFT, M.D. (ed.) USING EXPERTS IN CIVIL CASES (Practicing 
Law Institute, 1977). 

BEEMAN, J., THE PATHOLOGIST AS A WiTNESS (Callaghan & Co. 1964). 

Belli, M.M., Forensic Medical Experts, Obligations and Respon­
iblities, 8 MEDICAL SCIENCE &(~AW 15 (1968). 

~ '. 

BENDER, D., COMPUTER LAW: EVID~NCE AND PROCEDURE (Matthew 
Bender & Company, 1980). 

Bereano, Courts as Institutions for Assessing Technology, in 
THOMAS, W.A. (ed.), SCIENTISTS IN THE LEGAL SYSTEM 73-96 (1974). 

Berger, L.S., Expert Clinical Testimony and Professional 
Ethics, 7 JOURNAL OF PSYCHIATRY AND LAW, 347-357 (1979). 

Berk, R. & Oppenheim, J., Doing Good Well: The Use of Quanti­
tative Social Science Data in Advocacy Proceedings, 1 LAW AND 
POLICY QUARTERLY 123-146 (1979). 

Bernacchi, R. & Larsen, G.H., Philosophy, Data Processing, 
and thf! Rules of Evidence, LOS ANGELES BAR BUU .. ETIN, 374-380 
390-392 (1973). ,. 

Bernstein, B.E., Social Worker as a Courtroom Witness, 
56 SOCIAL CASElvORK 521-25 (1975). 

(.' (") 

Bernstein, B.E., Social Worker as Expert Witness, 58 SOCIAL 
CASEWORK 412-417 (l9}7). I~ 

\\ 
Beuscher, J.H., The Use of Experts by the Courtt, 54 HARVARD 
LAW REVIEW, 1105-1127 (1941). 

Bibliography of Law/and Psychiatry, 10 AMERICAN CRIMINAL LAW 
REVIEW 619-634 (1972). l: 

~ishop, M.F., Availability and Use of Discovery R~Qcedures 
~n Condemnation Cases, 1977 PLANNING ZONING & EMINENT DOMAN 
INSTITUTE 369-402 (SOUTHWESTERN LEGAL,FOPNDATION 1977). 

Bishop, M.F., Cross-examination of, Experts and Appraisers, in 
1975 PLANNING, ZONING & EMINENT DOMAIN INSTITUTE 195-247 
(SOUTHWESTERN LEGAL FOUNDATION 1975). 

- 4 -

'2> 

120, 300, 506 
518, 521, 524 

120, 130, 414 
504, 513, 518 
519, 526 

120, 130, 413 
504, 513, 518 
519, 526 

120, 130, 200 
452, 501, 506 
512, 519, 520 
522, 523 

130, 140, 515 
525 

435, 523 

130, 438, 511 
513, 514, 519 
520, 521, 523 

120, 130, 501 
502, 506, 512 

130, 439 

130, 439 

130, 514, 515 
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435, 514 
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Blackman, J., New Role for Economists--The United States Lines 
Case, 23 ANTITRUST BULLETIN 797-823 (1978). 

Blackmore, J., Radar: Caught in Its Own Trap, POLICE MAGAZINE, 
23-32 (September 1979). 

Bliss, W.D. & Robinson, G.H., Role of Human Factors Specialist 
as Expert Witnesses in Product Liability Cases, 50 WISCONSIN BAR 
BULLETIN 35-39 (1977). 

Bock, B., Ethical Considerations for an Antitrust Economist: 
An Economist's View, 48 ANTITRUST LAW JOURNAL, 1875-1880 (1980). 

Bogen, D.S. & Falcon, R.V., The Use of Racial Statistics in Fair 
Housing Cases, 34 MARYLAND LAW RElVEW 59-85 (1974). 

Bohmer, C.E.R., Court Psychiatrist: Between Two Worlds, 16 
DUQUESNE LAW REVIEW 601-612 (1977-1978). 

Bohn, E.C., Admissibility of Standard Writings, 10 JOURNAL OF 
FORENSIC SCIENCES 441-445 (1965). 

Bohner, R.J., Examination of an Alcoholic Expert in a Dram Shop 
Case, 12 TRIAL LAWYERS QUARTERLY 38-46 (Summer 1978). 

Bomar, H.L., The Compensation of Expert Witnesses, 2 LAW AND 
CONTEMPORARY PROBLEMS 511-524 (1935). 

Bonynge, R., Trad.emark Surveys & Techniques & Their Use in 
Litigation, AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION JOURNAL 329-334 (1962). 

Botter, T.I., The Cou.rt Appointed Impartial Expert, in KRAFT, 
M.D. Ced.) USING EXPERTS IN CIVIL CASES (Practicing Law 
Institute, 1977). 

Bradford, R. T., 'Medical Specialists on Legal Medicine, 2 
JOURNAL OF LEGAL MEDICINE, 32~37 (Jan./Feb. 1974). 

Brigman, W.E., Controversial Role of the Expert in Obscenity 
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