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Shelton describes the startling questions that have arisen about the
reliability of many forms of scientific evidence which were traditionally
regarded as reliable and have been routinely admitted to prove guilt.
The exonerations resulting from the development of DNA have exposed
the lack of truswortiness of much of the ""scientific"" evidence that was
used to convict people who turned out to be innocent. The



Congressionally commissioned report of the National Academy of
Sciences documented the lack of scientific basis in many of these areas.
Nevertheless, Shelton discloses that many courts co



