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HABRE ARFROHFEZ—RIFFELPHILT MM S OAFH RABRFOAF TR
A DML TEF W) AL R E AR B LR T+ RIENE4 T K (admissibility) FAE . % 484 (Daubert) 4 34-F
RET —AFE, ZRFTEFRIERRERLFTIIAGAE T F FIEEG TE R LRETT &,
SR, < ol AR SR R AR R BT, A L B3t S A0 I 0 1E A BEAT BIRA GG B LA 4R
IR AR B a9 K7 @At IR U e 3R A B T A Lk B A TR AR X F RAER PR A A
B KA B R RE B RIEYE,

KR AFFN FRIERE TRKE SAFLDR

TF%E, BT RLEKRFALLE A ZEF RS K% 210095

51

S5 [ N & 298 1) ( Dewayne Johnson) T 2012 4:—2015 4 1 /8] 8 76 1H 42 1L J6 &5 U1LE PE D
(Benicia) HOIX YA (ER , IR LR SR R 2 M0 o L1 B4 K (Roundup ) B B3 ( 322250 A4 BH 1%
Glyphosate) . 2014 -8 HZytgdh g i2Mr HH 5 EEE 27 &M ELJE (non—Hodgkin lymphoma, NHL) , £
425 80%1))™ B R RIEGY . 2016 F2Tagddotsf o | I FIFRATIFIL , TR LA B AR IR S R B )
SECH . 2018 4E8 H 10 H , SEEIINMNALHH T 1B o R LD A SR E220801h 2.89 {25
TG (2.5 {ZAESTIEIRE 52 +3900 JT MRS ) . b BRI ARSI RIS G L E H AR, (HX AR ATy
RS TR R e, HIRRAET A T8, IR A T K AR e, Hork
90% e A5 55 A T BRI, s H kR A e DR A B D R B

il

— R 5K £ (general causation, BUFR A ZEAIR SR generic causation ) FIRFE KR £ (specific causation,

(AR - CEEH B 5 50 SEK) , (L IR 25)2018 FR55 3 1.
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SRR A AR SR individual causation) B JE T MBTEL" . L8 IHT BRIV S SLNERE R (R RERIX IR
FHTEEIS N ERAVAERNER PN TR AR MoRBE RITBTE N S2Bl 1Rt
TR, XA E A R TR (R IR A PRZSR] CEOIBR TS 007 ) R R T e B RN
EREFER AT mESUAFREARIE T A RIC A SeFIR, i Rl A B SR IR T R p stk
IR, BRAEERREFONE T RABZEMIEN T 2 —, BRI EE R LR r R 552
SHZIERRY AT AR N K SERT B AR TR, R B ZIEE ] SRR O & et i 3
BLAANE 9 BEAE BT B e S AR A A E T Se R P IE 3

— MFIEERIEMNETHSGE: BREE AR

TEE REVO I N R R 74O 4 R S B B R AR TR Y , SR SR AR R B H
[EEAAEE . MIBSEZR( Frye v. United States ) F 2522 (Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals ) , 55
EVE RS L 50IE S /7 S BRI ER . R eME L AR X B BB e T
DFRIESE AT RAER— DA, Z 2B E L N A g LS R 5 IR - R Rl e s A IR T
MEEFERYBOE AN BRI BORAMELUE Yo FEIX SR A b A AT IR E I Z & HYIERA
To EBEE BRI R M B 3 RAG = B RT FO R B R A e TSR O & SR = YR
R, XIS SRANIZE SRS T BB A A RTHY ™, EE R X PR TER 050 T SR
PR RER N A S = ik B W ARBERN AT S (peer reviewer) o 1EE H T %L ABRH]
ABEF B X RRAIEE A SR TR SRS U2 SR, Min 54605 % 54IE S R A TR E &
SN FRAG 252 5 (general acceptance) o HELL, I E AMXFFEEIZRIFIES A5 i HEZEERC
ST A A BRSO E IS, U R A TR & “m i " TEH M . (B
SHEA R AR i A R EITRR E S, A A A TFZEA BRI 2407 (clear majority ) , HoAthH
J7 WZESRA “—E4” (consensus ) BUAAE—EEE IR AR ATFR RTINSO BN, 9B 3iaTea1E
BENERE SAE”, IEEZIISIN R L 50 R e s A E SRR 911

R SFHEEES TR 2N, ZEERENE B gt Rl R g . g E D
A7, HSURN PRSP A M AR RS B . 12 MR 2 (RIF25EIK . Daubert v. Merrell
Dow Pharmaceuticals /& Z (RS U HIBIZEL: . Z 51 RN B 0 BEE , th a2 pe ok R i
TS HBUIXI 258 5 B T B R H ARG . S R T HE RN E RS (affidavit) B2 H R
F](summary judgement) )13, E 5K “FEFELE T A 19 kg SFH 5 1S AR AR H ER R DA
(Bendectin) H A A FEHH AR XBGRZR” . i— RSN LA TS s m I BB A&, ]
TEIEIZ 245 R] RE S B A= i , X EEIEYR R A IR B m R 52 e o A e R E 7 — B RS AR SRR 3R
KBS AR A TGN AT A RN, ISR THERIANL . RIRERE it ¥ DIgER: . AAifn, &
EEBER A, A B, IR T 2RSS . Blackmun {2 E TR 2 HUE ML R FE H 9E SIS
FOVETA A BRI L N 25 L A IRJRE, T2 S5 CECHBIESE I ) (Federal Rules of Evidence ) 2f 402 Z5 125 702

[1]Vern R. Walker, “Restoring the Individual Plaintiff to Tort Law by Rejecting Junk Logic about Specific Causation”, Ala-
bama Law Review, vol.56, 2004, p.381.

RIS : CEREHRFUR R AR B A T RUZSIESTHE) , (L 5OGEA I 2017 S5 51,

[3]Paul C. Giannelli, “The Admissibility of Novel Scientific Evidence: Frye v. United States, a Half-Century Later”, Co-
lumbia Law Review, vol.80, 1980, p.1204.

[4]2:111,293 F. 1013 (D.C. Cir. 1923),
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% RAEHE TR AE
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Bl1 RN

702 Z5IHIRE « “anSeil FoRe H M %]
HTRAT B TS A R PR el e
ST O KB EL AR B RE 250 B
SR A VR S RERTE A AT
DA B 7T SR "t —
T E IR e D e i s
SRR At (reliability) JE 5 B AT, 15
R A TR T3S AS
SR, SRR R RN,
SR EIEFRERI S [ IR — S5, 7R
LR - B RS A AR R B
Bal5 T o SR I T BT AT : — B 5 S HOEFRE i s U Rl by — it
B R A4 oy PR iaiy Bira IR o L O EHE A P 5 T

SRR B R R B S SR S E HRIR , R B B I It L
HERRARS: R BTSRRI B SIES  ORl Mot o 2 B 50 irl 25 ) F  MATaI I9A FRE — i
B S R MR I 5 7 I R ) T M A R e S R i
PR R R RS SO BB A U BERIRE 7 S TR — AN, B 2 (T
B A MR B R i A REE B RS T , 5 — MR R S 2
AR . TN (b B B Rehnquist Tk , “Foth I — IS R RIS A
B BT R AT AT R v S BRI . B AT i By L S R AR (LR T
TERTHE TR EIRESE , FeRERI 124 7 e A B RERY . IR I L 25 OB A Tk
BRI , BRI ST (cross—examination) . [ 7 EHER) SEEIADRIE SRR RIS D , Bb it B,
BB L SERI Y NS S e Lo

= EARTBIEINT  EIE LR AR

LAIRFINZDRS LR A TR & RIS TLR G5 & . B RNIZES AR5 0 B
A RAER A R HE AT . IESET EIS B n] RAFRAEEIEVD N1 - 1A A (B EZ
ke ; 2. ELFTIFSOF AT A Z  3AAE MBI RERVEEIR A 4 FERSC R A T 52 o 1t
SN, “SFIIAT A B EDKIE BN RIEAIER R G SifF R AR R EH R . X — RdFR EE,
A — RIS TR B R AR, (EX H R Z AT RELR TN . AT, IXEEEOR AT 2
EEMIFEIN N NP AR . BBA, X ECER A&le? [RIZX MR E S
HIX LIRS WL,

AR T HAMTER S AoV S AR AT A MR I B A S, B A7 T b (R
RIS HE AR LSS . KB MG H A B IRIARR R, Y R S IBRN R A R =
TSRS TR R T — R SR n DO S i A PR Y, (B SR st
P e AU N R 2, SO NE AP 4R . LA RR A D3 ZE A FINGS 2 /)i A
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AIEE R LRGSRk, RETREREOX S TRIRR RIS , T 5OIERE I AR AR
HIMTRE . A T B B B R I 9y E B A T S MLV NS 24 RN , 0 SRAG B0 R B T B B A
BT LS A R TR B RO B Se R SE BTl . AR XA R 2 AR
ARSI Bk SR IR, VRS EIN LR A 2 5 T2/ R, FIHAE
ERE RIS REL . 2ARFRY AR IR RO B R T R AR SIE S AR T L AT ) 22
Ko 55 2, THRIUHEKG AR E 22 A SHINE # (fact-finder) TR . AR HAY, HHEA
R A B T 3B, XD AR ] RES R BRI R 99 R BEO 1

SIFETERE ARG TT 2. 2R UMNEEREES T 2R, e
1% Kumho Tire Co. v. Carmichael, 526 U.S. 137 (1999), and General Electric Co. v. Joiner, 522 U.S. 136
(1997)%, WFBE MRS VTR IFE 2 , GG RGN, 5 M 2 &HAR (PCBs) JFES LRG3
IR B (Prozac ) FIFE Y T AREE s ISR Z0-A DNA TR S 2 R b s MHIRA0 2 B LR O3
EH s [ ZEW AN S S TR AT 2R B = R g T HIE RS S . AAifn, XMEEE A
TR BEEPE PR S 2 2 TR SR E R A B%E . Bernstein | \ X PGS o I 5T
PRSI H) R (adversarial bias) AR, X ELRIAE /DR H T =070 : LA ZIR R 2.70
BIRMMRIA ;3 L8R . A RIRMRIL & T2 /e T 5w e TR ERIEEE O EL. T
BIRRIANEE T 4 e EIR S IR SR, A RIS R REETR . B FOHEE R e R 5 A 2
ABHFARARES = TAER, I B2 AURBIAI AR AL 5 o eI IA e T2 J B 5OF A 2 A L
%, i B 24 3 AM L Z B RF S H OUSIIEBEE A . Jack Weinstein {2 HE R TRH : “ % 500]
RESI RSN S SRR S B SRR , NE B 2SR F - " R IE—l S it
MR EPER AR R E SN T A B AR DR T RS T TR . S R A1)
JiSo Friedman I\ AZAARERINEEE 775170, I SEM A0S0 L S0IEE ] RS Y 5 R SR, £
(R EETR RS &, AR R T AR, 249K, Friedman 2 (E ML REIEERIESE T 1T
XA , 2P = A R AL E IR, X 51 P & TR IREE R AE R EIE SRR Z [RIAEAE
HEARXH,

RS AP RS CE SEBrRn AT T ARG T BRI AT, IR SRR T A2 rtteH), IS4, “ &)
NHIEA RS RS E N L IRIRFER ST RIS N HE " Z R SO e dal Ll
HBEH B R SRR Y B P AR A I N R E A XS B 78 4 IS Do NIRRT
ZAARFRIIS T — 5 R REE , HUE - B BT BN HEBR G LU MBI L SIS : LIRIIE
FEE TR B R R — M B SR RE A R IKAE HY s 20 IIE RO BLHE H IR B 1% T R IRIBADEH S8 3.
TR . [, R X 5% ZOERR AT R SR X SR AR R, e e T SAE S
WA, KA HANES G AR NS E w4 N TR BN k. BB R g
RN, TR DL SR I TR e T : RN 55 | RO e A BR T M 2w

[1]Ronald J. Allen & Joseph S. Miller, “The Common Law Theory of Experts: Deference or Education?”, Northwest Univer-
sity Law Review, vol.87, 1993, p.1131.

[2]David E. Bernstein & Jeffrey D. Jackson, “The Daubert Trilogy in the States”, Jurimetrics Journal, vol.44, 2004, p.351.

[3]David Bernstein, “Expert Witnesses, Adversarial Bias, and the (Partial) Failure of the Daubert Revolution”, lowa Law
Review, vol.93, 2008, p.451.

[4]Jack B. Weinstein, “Improving Expert Testimony”, University of Richmond Law Review, vol.20, 1986, p.473.

[5]Richard D. Friedman, “Squeezing Daubert out of the Picture”, Seton Hall Law Review, vol.33, 2003, p.1047 .
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RFPHIEEEAR R AU HHEEEE AN BEARUNE T HER B ESR A A SEN TR E
W BMRME, B IANHGETIE T REEE SNER LA & RENRE g, 7]
DL, DDA BT I WBRBIBRE R T RN B, & TR E [RIEIE RS XA 22 s s ]
SR, MR, HEASRITE WO IRREE R B HOE T By, Blanse T 5 B AR R TIFEE s, RHEA
Tk = WE HERE DU A T B R S

e A& TP B SOIEEES S R SERY, IR B HARIEEZ T G [A477 . Curtis E.
A. Karnow {2 B 7E “ da L I#P B H B0 i SRS Rb 20R TOXXEe @7 17 B0 . BN e A
LR TSR TR I PR EETT S AR T SRS , (HIX PP L FEAE F2 A A il 3 A TRD R« 22 AREUE Y
T AFE NN BARFETTIRNATE EREE, (A B ANLHIE 2 R AN, BET i,
R TR R 2RI OME—bRdE . B T AT PR REES N, SR B iR i AR R & SR ATILE
B, ZZEH LT Cooper ZXMEMAEEE T 2 &1t L B EAH XGAE 2.0 LL_E IIFoves
RN TR R P . B TR Cooper Z2 RG240 2.0 AR TR E R B 6 2 A E , i
RZENLEAE— MR R A PIESE NS X AR, R AR REA—R . fEfE —RR R RN, E
WA SR T R B NS A R SR SHED L ANG R RfE Bl TR & R ik bR, fiE
BRI TR BRI 2 F R, “ B 1IN B T HR I AT RS R IUER E &%
FRE B AIPRAES S, AN R il (irreproducibility ) F1 P (B4 (P-hacking ) K52 2 {F4F k6 17 FH & g
ENGIFEE S| )=

=Z. EEAFEtE . ‘A 5 RERNEE

A EREREE W, plRET A S BARE . ME TR R FERREE W7
72 BV EEAFERRIZ R . C.P. Snow fEIX M SRR A “THRI L™ PRMSOICE S SE0E T
V575 70 e S B NSRRI 73 A AR ek B/ \ AR+ Uttt ed vt , AMTTHAHEL
XA RIRTUE Y 75 B2 N DL At ARl = AR o Snow iR FUPRFSCALZ T X BT,
(EX LR R RE R PG T Rl SRR R ML . BRI AR SO A RO A < il HH T
HEDR, B e 4s 7 o ERI T RSE 1 U8 KON R B A e MR Rk
FY T o

MBS BRA S CH Z AR REAROAARR TR B A R . Alvin Goldman ] T
N FARIARIBEX D EFISUEES , B (esoteric) FT“FFAA” (exoteric ) o “FRAE " PR & 56 T4
TE T VAU, B R O AR T i, (B B BRI O E TP " BRR R E &
AN, B T A AR . MIAKIE Y A EE SRR Bl 1 “ B I ™ Bl TF B " AR 19, IR A BEE
A e, Bk B " IEE D m] BB AR TR " IESE . AR 2 7E Rl A BR AU 2= s A S
BRE SRR RS BB, S0P RPEA A TR 5 A R SR R U B AR i
HPE BT, IR E X A IR AR AR 835 B O R 58k e NS HERS
RS B IR ZSR B A p ek (Bt B IPAEERA
TENIZ AT EZIE? Scott Brewer HE KL “ R TINE 17 (& & , ik B RINHE R A AR 2 g Il

[1]Stuart Macdonald, “Emperor’s New Clothes: The Reinvention of Peer Review as Myth”, Journal of Management Inquiry,
vol.24, Iss.3, 2014, p.264.

[2]C.P. Snow, The Two Cultures, Oxford: Cambridge University Press, 1998, p.10.

(3104 G DL 3T - (TEER Sk ST 2 A G TR A ERR AR ) , B IR, (U5 ) =HRA5)5 2011 £EAl).
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2, DN B SIES I RTREEATIFAE", R0, AR Z B RIAAETRIE 2B, S A=W =) 1Y
IR BN H R A RS A D BRI AR B 73 (SR B BOA B R TR ARBSE.
FENFRRFENAEREEAE A . Fit, HAEREEFEENE T RE RLRIZOZHER RS
1E7 BRI, R AT RERE “ B ()" RIB R AR TTHN "B B IEM Ronald J. Allen [T, “fRIESIIE
SRR IRIRELE T (0 HARF S IESE N A a8 i behe « RSl R S A 2 P ™

BB M A By TR 2RI R 2258 751 FI R A B 1 A P IR Y PR, 1X
SRS 2 AR LR RS SRR R SRR ANE AT T IR RS Z BB . Bk, 1
BNIRE AL S TR AIER EXERT . T30 A IE R H A RIR , AR A URIA—
T REERENT, IEAn— R R BRI B FE N DS ZAE IR, (HZ5GE A
REBLHE LAV IR A IERI A R ML " HR, Fe A A DURIITE R X Bt AR . 2 AR AR
Ui RIS 3o 0 40 , e B D DT ARG RS B — DERTT, b A B FaR A & 7%
BB R EIANE, RERI A RER “RIEEE "R MR " T #0425 . Ronald
J. Allen %22 X0 20K T 38 0 (50, A R LUAIRE 8 R R H B ZE AR RIS RO, M
AP FEBNE BRI AN TR SAIE R . (ERRRYIBCFSIESERLIUIER 702 260 T 1A mpkiiont 75 A n] 58
TR = ZFRMEEHIERERATE LT &R BA IR LIES AT 7 0 W H LA
Y 5 2.11E 5 18 A SRR 2R s 3AE NCRAZFRRNT S 72 Al e T AR S50 il agE
UAERE S T IE SR SV T 2 (T B MR B A Eahith. &J5 , 3B R ARRFA g 1
UL, SETERIE R (78 E PR SRR

&% it

H T o LR BB ST S M RO R I TSGR A R B AT bR
SR, IR BOTIESISAR T HlR . B i % S B i — JOW X SR A R (S AT T
g, INE SR EWG IR o XA A B IR A ROR AN By e HOR FRTT TR TEEEHS 2
ERHPER], RAAEBRINE H AR R EIE , (B 2 /DI B H s I B2 71 Y

AR BRI B T TRTA T R RS R R A S 2 26 . an R o Sk
FOTEE = AR BT, IBAZ I IR B LR BT IN” . ME R EIRE L E AR TR
FHV XU, R EPR LS P i 1. MEREPRE , XIT- 2R R = S HGRER M NARE
HifnfhA , H2E AR PR SO B B G ASCE BB Z A7 A= TXED BB . A AREDR
Pl e 2ok my B ——I R RIEE AR, BEEBORN 202 AT 3R | m[7AB e I M nE
ANEREENEN. 2RISR, ESREES TR RS T B H bR A I Ref.

(B2 A - ERARRK)

[1]Scott Brewer, “Scientific Expert Testimony and Intellectual Due Process”, Yale Law Journal, vol.107, 1998, pp.1551-
1552.

[2]Ronald J. Allen & Esfand Nafisi, “Daubert and Its Discontents”, Brooklyn Law Review, vol.76, 2010, p.131.

[3]Ronald J. Allen & Joseph S. Miller, “The Common Law Theory of Experts: Deference or Education?”, Northwest Univer-
sity Law Review, vol.87, 1993, p.1131.
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