
 

Frye:  "Just when a scientific principle or discovery crosses the line between the 
experimental and demonstrable stages is difficult to define. Somewhere in this twilight 
zone the evidential force of the principle must be recognized, and while courts will go a 
long way in admitting expert testimony deduced from a well-recognized scientific 
principle or discovery, the thing from which the deduction is made must be sufficiently 
established to have gained general acceptance in the particular field in which it 
belongs." 

 

Rule 702 (1993):  "If scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge will assist the 
trier of fact to understand the evidence or to determine a fact in issue, a witness qualified 
as an expert by knowledge, skill, experience, training, or education, may testify thereto in 
the form of an opinion or otherwise." 

 

Chief Justice REHNQUIST:  I do not doubt that Rule 702 confides to the judge some 
gate keeping responsibility in deciding questions of the admissibility of proffered expert 
testimony. But I do not think it imposes on them either the obligation or the authority to 
become amateur scientists in order to perform that role. I think the Court would be far 
better advised in this case to decide only the questions presented, and to leave the further 
development of this important area of the law to future cases. 
 


