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7 AU HIZTEIT B DNA 8EFIT X % 2B $s

A H T

I B

T AU ATIE. AIRHIR%E O DNA #5%E (post-conviction DNA testing) IZ
K - TI9894ELIRE 2661 & ® DNA %Ik (post-conviction DNA exoneration)
UL, HHZHED T 5," DNA & X, ADoK, B, kA » 5
DNA Z£RHL « 4347 U THT78 S BAGRA « [l — iR o FikTh 0, FERCR MK
RIS X BHEKRD KB E AN TZOREIRMBBICE O 1980 LU, 7 £
U 77 DIBIEFE AP R ECH T DAL IR S fuc DNA #85€ 123, IEAZRE
TH5ENY T, EEEYRT 28N D 5,° £ 2 T, AIRHIRED DNA
EEMZHEDOWFE AP ST AHNHBLLIcDOTH %,

Z 9 U7 DNA #5E i3, 3B 2R ICHEE L 723 b T, 2 0HK%

1

1 BoTHREINIBEOALZ ZHET ST AU A TOEEOFLMIEETH % Innocence
Project 7% web _ETAZ « T DNA EIRO#BEIT & 5, www.innocenceproject.org (last
visited January 30, 2011, LA T U). Innocence Project iZ2WZ T, YL NUAL¥—, E—
F—eZa—T VR, N =Ty rE (TR FEEER MELEHEE! /&
vZs7uves b DNASETHEIEEZES Lic Ae ] (BUCASEE, 2009), @EFFE « Y&
(%IET oY 7 b/ PREFEBRAOWET | MEARH] 76, no. 11 (2004), 72. B,

2 DNA & EMHEFRc >0 T, Eaalif [HEFRICE 1 52 DNA SEOFIM & A (1)
(2) (358 MEmMRFEREF ] 52, no. 2-3 (2007), 327, 52, no. 4 (2008), 443, 54, no. 2-3
(2009), 1, =J#k [DNA s | [EE#E] 210 (1998), 55, 84 DNA @ &S T4t | [
HEREHL) 65, no. 2 (1993), 15, HAFH# o AMEBEEZ B TDNA #i5€ S sI7E] (1998)
ZH,

3 T AVADRIIZONT, B [DNA #2E | [ =E] 351 (2009), 2, fiAkt [DNA E
B DOFFE M —Daubert FIROFR & Z O | [—#EHL] 1, no. 3 (2002), 807, [l [FHIFHE:H
2B BREFEHL O FH —DNA #5EICBIT 2 HARDRMA 7 4 V) Aick 1 bifam & ik LT
F—#&WE9E] 25, no. 2 (2000), 1, HFEE = « JIIO#E— TH$FEFRIC BT 5 TDNA 3] Ok
fiE ()] MRBHEEP2MEE]D 3, no. 2 (1990), 1. B,

4 ZHEMNBETHED, ARTE [HEOEFEBR > THRELETHIE] EVHIERTHL S, See
David Wolitz, Innocence Commissions and the Future of Post-Conuviction Review, 52 AR1z. L.
REv. 1027, at 1029, n. 3.
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W2 B REAT . AT RIE U SEHIEIT 51k % BRI P~ O D #l A
AW U 7o STy M ERERIE IS R & I A 52 7120 i, B-ThHIELES
NI ADND S A NiE, DNA SEE FMFE LT 2 TR EL S, E Db,
BUE &A% D DNA SEE M - 7o i g « BHRE 2R THIEE SN
FOZHHZFIZE > T, DNASEERIEREERE ST HMOEALE > THBE T
e 51T, ZHFED DNA &E—H UEh - ek R %, JLIRE DNA 7 —
IR—ZEMBET S ETHIBADRE S, FHBBRT 2606075 70s
ZEMS, DNA #BE IS —KOFRFIC b HKT 52 L 02 X9,

LI AN, TODNAEEAND AN, 2F 0, ZHHZIT X 5 8EEDH K,
T4 HBDNA 77 v RAERES TIEE O, ZOHEBIE, #EICHETEBIRRE
O HERGEILASTRB M O BB FIZE AN $5E O 70D OFEHLD 5 U 8 & O Fifi
CHRBRDH I LS, ShEENICHEBT 2 FEB 3T Ss Thvisn s
EiZh b,

AKiaTld, ZHED DNA 77 v 21281 2 EMEREEICH T 27 A Y A O
ROHEFEOR O #lAEKE U, [DNA #EEIC L 28K | #572—+« 7ot
2 LOMERNALE DT 2tk & 2 OBEEH ST 5, £, ZHESHIE
FIRZS S A ITHO N 5 — A BRBERIC BT 2kl A 2Bl L, £
N 7% DNA $ERICH S CRHEAORZICHET T IBOREAH S MTT 5, K
WT, ENEIRT 5 7o DI R A DT AERE L DNA 77 v Rk &, £
CTHIE SN 5 DNA SE O KREMERE T 5, S 612, AIRHRED DNA
T 7 & REE LOMERITH 5 G0 b 7o ik m# Osborne HIIR O ik
HAEMN L. BET 5,

5 AV AMAMFIT L BEMPITOES ) T LESNELKTH B, See e.g., Holly Schaffter,
Postconviction DNA Evidence: A 500 Pound Gorilla in State Courts, 50 DRAKE L. REV. 695,
710-11 (2001-2002).

6 BHEEAIF [ 7 A ) 7 THRSHEIREMERESE -HA~NORE] TikERETR] 410
(2006,/2007), 58. &4,

7 {HU. DNA GEBFIH T & 2 O ITHEN R & 758 20 HR O 1ARIK SE O A ARFERL AR AT B 10 5%
INTOIEAIIR SN, THEMEHEFE2ARD T —HIZ#HE R0, See Daniel S. Medwed,
Up the River without Procedure: Innocent Prisoners and Newly Discovered Non-DNA
Evidence in State Courts, 47 Ar1z. L. REv. 655, 656-67 (2005); Janet C. Hoeffel, Symposium,
The Roberts Court’s Failed Innocence Project, 85 CHI-KENT L. REv. 43, 45 (2010).

8 See Brandon L. Garrett, DNA and Due Process, 78 ForpHAM L. REV. 2919, 2931 (2010). DNA
WIEDFI40% THEHIL A MBFFE ST %, Innocence Project Case Profiles, available at
http://www.innocenceproject.org/know/

9 BRI OE YIS RIEIIEORELE L5, BBl 1 v, B,



T A Y AITHIT B DNA 81T & 2 2k 119

I A FRRG L E DNA #i5E

T AV AIZE, ERERS LIcROZINENHIRHIRE SO, FRYEFE1E5
reHOHELR OFRE LT, [HEHMCE S SO & T ASRES
ROFHK] 0D ZoDFhiMNH 5," I TEIN S %O IR O R
ZREF U, DNA S & 2 32 HRB OfaRICH S BES Z Y S i 5,

1. #Fraffic - < HaAH o AT
AIRHIRBRICEIEAZGEIA T 2 o BREL SR W I NG 6. SHE EEEES
W U 7o & 7033 O BB IS8 L TREOPDE L ERD 5 2 EMTX,
CNAFEERUZ S AN EW S, ZOFRITITHIIIRSH O, L
bZ DN E O B2 IE, T' Y « o—TIXEIRHRAE S OFE L BT
DOBEMNZ BN & LTz, Uk Uy Frafilo & A 3@ 5 » 72 b ok
MEET LD, 29 L0 E 2R BT 5, £ 2 THM -
HIR IS AL Uic 0 WIRBKR % O L2 FIAICRZD 05 K51
O, ZOHIBIZREITEMESNTE 2, U U, ST 334"
N A G SRR S LN EEDTE D, MOTFHRIZBNTHZ N6 »
AHUNEZBEH LT 5,"
HAKOHNIZHT 5 29 LEHIFICZRO & 5 BB b 5, H—id. +

10 7D EIC & % B (administrative clemency) FITEFOEHEICEA SN B oo, KRR
OFEELUTHIEL L W, See e.g., Note, Turning a Blind Eye to Innocence: The Legacy of
Herrera v. Collins, 42 Am. CriM. L. Rev. 121, 145-46 (2005).

11 7 A Y 7 OHBRFEREEMBIT >N T, 83RES [7 AV T8 BIHTRGFE (—). (-
58) | MELIIE] 39, no. 9 (1968), 35. 3 L T 39, no. 10 (1968), 3. &,

12 YHIofIRHRE T LI HE S A MO P 22 d 5700, S OEED G IEFHAZ#EHIY
ICRETERN I ENEEIN D, See Medwed, supra note 7, at 679.

18 See NAT'L CoMM'N ON THE FUTURE OF DNA EvIDENCE, U.S. DEP'T OF JUSTICE, POSTCONVICTION
DNA TESTING: RECOMMENDATIONS FOR HANDLING REQUESTS, at 10(1999), available at
http://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffilesl/nij/177626.pdf (Hereinafter RECOMMENDATIONS), at 9.

14 8K (—) - mifELL, 4HEZBHR,

15 FEp. R. Crim. P. 33(b) (D).

16 See Herrera v. Collins, 506 U.S. 390, 410-11 (1993). I 0 [20044EH5 A D 72 O wliET
feik ] PHHEOALIE] 226 (2005), 1, 13. B, < O & PR QA « U5 DB (36 & |
Delaware, Idaho, Mississippi % F& < 4 TO M THIGIB N O HIH A2 B D T %, Brandon L.
Garrett, Claiming Innocence 92 MINN L. Rev. 1629, 1675 (2008).

17 See RECOMMENDATIONS supra note 13, at 9. Wi, fZHIIIC T X U F O = a) H: 6 Dy sk 1 78
MESE D Fr A NTHF A TR O EL & BE R0 M HE B 7S A ISR B g & LT, See
Wolitz, supra note 4 at 1033-36.
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SPCEE O U TR SN A ER G ROFHIELLWRTTH S, &0
BOEETH D, BT, BHOKRHEOEETH 5, F1d. AHLORESL
RS TR D E LOFRHIZE T 2 Hlr o IEMEME b IREICHEE b S & OFHE, £
UCTHMIE, GEEEOAERIEMN O o1, IR HIKZ 1# T & 8 WERERHS
DFAZNOWIEDPHETHEE NI AETH S, Thoi3BU T, =R
HVZBNEDOTHY, WITH -7 & U THEERIITIEN TE 200 TR
WCRFENRETFEENL N, EWakBELHTH S,

2. ANGRIESIRDFER

b9 O EDDHEBHFTRIZ. MFE XIS F I 5 AGHR#ESIRD
HKTH B, AGRESIRIE, HEIEL T DMOENITEKX T 5553 SR
2T T0B ETRT BHFICONT, Bl O FERZHA U, EEMEN
AEI S NGB 121 2 O T O BB H A I O & % /i U 2 BB il
Thbd, TITEEGIEEZ, ABRESRICE 2850, AIRHPUSER SR
DD -1l ERMHET BHETH 5, BIRMIZIE. B ADHIRE I % 58
INFGEP. REMNSBEICERBOGEIZFH UGS, IS 5 0IiIEA
HIBFE A S DD FHER DD - TG ARITIETORERE Loz
D, Fh EOREEEDTOELEE L TORHITEFOGEN &1 5,0

D ZIHH ZH D NG RFESIREFE KT 522 &£ TX 27 A, T K 2R
R U7 (exhaust) BOBERIE &0 5.7 199640 [T 1Y XLPjIEB
KRR IEHNICBE 9 %7k (Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty
Act) ] 1IT& - T HEBASRESROF AR & RIHEERK oo 2 &ick
0. FHRFHITIE 1 EBO HFHFRPIRAFRE SN, SRERKOKREGHIREN T
W5.”

AGRFESRIT X 2 BB o ®PH I 19504 T A S 19T04ERDF 31T i T
T4 — L e 3— bHYHHIRAE O BIRE BIEREL L 2 EIT X - TR L
7o, B O IR TEPE T OBl S O 22 TRk NS i, ZOM

18 28 U.S.C. §§ 2254(a), 2255(a) (2010); Herrera, supra note 16, at 400.

19 Townsend v. Sain, 372 U.S. 293, 317 (1963). &K (—) - §ifgiE1l, 55HEMH,
20 Brown v. Allen, 344 U.S. 443, 465 (1953).

21 28 U.S.C. §§ 2254(b)-(c).

22 See Wolitz, supra note 4, at 1073, n299; 28 U.S.C. § 2255(f).

23 28 U.S.C. §§ 2254(a), 2255(a).
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ISR RED THEORZ | ICHEHTAIEHXY bh oo, FRI3MLEHL F
THHFH ET 2 — e TOEZRIZIONTOAL LY HRIZH Y, [HEOFHZ
BZDIDDOTERE LTRSS NIZITEEIL NP

3. —MXRIE RS TRt 2 072 DNA 8581 & 2 3 HI80% o i 2 o IR i

i, HAHOHRNIT B B S

FraEfuic i < H K o ISL T % 0 T DNA 80810 & 2 3P HE 25K v 5
B RO XD EAEREAET B,

12y HAHO RN FEIC B B AR IE. DNA 85E 1 & - TR & §i
DHFHREZRIEL &S ET2EAICHARGMEEL 25, 1E5 5, WIRHIR
ML L CEEHAIZ, DNA SE IS R ORZITEEY L
MOTHB, 0D, ANDILBITIKIET 2AESFEM (testimonial proof) &
Wi U<, DNA#E» S/ o 25 (DNA GEHL) 13RO RE I PEs b 2
E 0 T T DRI BREO B D & 72 S FEMAES I L - Tk h
ZEMEETH 5. Lichi->T, IEMSHK 2L HBHHE ORI ITITH
1D ZEP1F 5 ~U & OHHIZ, DNA GEMUZFAEEI &3 2 41T i35E 4 Lgn,
T, MHOFFHRFIELVE T THS EWSHEE S, DNA LT X 5 HIE
HIRBE G OBEINIC X > TREIN TS, & 512, Hiko KRS DNA #iE
M7 o THPROIEMHEICEBEEN S DO TIEE L,

BT, MPIOHFEN DNA BEE T A bDTH > T, HMMESER
T OEERIT X 5 DNA H#EE DR E MO TEELKRZ L5 LT 5846,
FEEE OFE RO A O BINLIZ A ES [HEE | 1255249 5 & 5 M asiic /s
%o HOEENFIZ LD HEEN SHBONLERT, UNiOEEHRELD bIE
MTHAIN. Thz [Fakll] OELOHTIZESZ 5 ERNEENSTH B

BT, AR B Bb 2 GEM IS E LT, HrA o BN T A DNA
T ERENBREARBLTOENI ENH D, FNH O, ZHHE
AT B HREABLICAF LT A Z 2Tt ET 5, L L, DNA GE#L
EHOS 7odIZid E9EREMNIZ DNA SEE 2GR L. Shaiy o THEENHE

24 Eigsed: [EBAGRESIROTRiic B 2IZo B T7 AV AL OFHEHED 269 (1996),
279. (7¥£26) B, See Henry J. Friendly, Is Innocence Irrelevant? Collateral Attack on
Criminal Judgments, 38 U.Cxr. L. Rev. 142 (1970).

25 See Wolitz, supra note 4, at 1037-1039.

26 See RECOMMENDATIONS, supra note 13, at 9-10.

27 See Schaffter, supra note 5, at 705 (Citing Harvey v. Horan, 278 F. 4d 370, 376 (4™ Cir. 2002)).
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HENBIHERST, 2OTavREELTRB L, LichsT, BinHoH
VT TIEFREMATLRIZT DNA 77 2 X %389, %ﬁu%ﬁwﬁﬂi%%ﬁﬁ DNA
AEL A BRI AF T E A 2RO T, DNA #E12 & 23 IR 0k 2 210 )
DT EIFTERU,

i, ASR#ESRICE T 2 R3S

DNA #5312 J(%n'—“:{:”ﬁ(%@u}%z_%/\%1%uxﬁ4k@ foRFHe Il - TS 5
Biacid. HITHRARZINEES D 5, ASGRESIROFERKITE T 5 EEER D%
Hid, W22 [MHIETHLIE] ML [HFHEELTORK | o ERDE L
MOTHbB, bos bHEBAGRESIRTIE, MOTFhTOWME L HIRERDE
AR ORBEIT & - TARE 5 13F R EoFRICE T 2 d#IEHNIC X 5 BhNR
HONBOHEETS, [MHETHB I & | ZEYNIIEET S N EFAINITEFAEH
RBHoND I ENHPICK > THLLTEO, ShEi [HmEOFIN] &5 .»
Uip L. CO8E bEEBSNIRARIE 22T 270D DL TH 5 HI3BEDD
Mo, I TH 5 LA THIBHIRIZ T 2 A1 T 12 BHE R O #@Ea
HoteZ EEFPLILORD . AGRFESIRZ VT DNA #5E 105D < 3R
BERDD ZEFTEHU,

fliic, [HFEELTOMIBEOETR] ML KO FR | 25, MO EE L
DEREABINDZOIEF, COHITY VT Ina[REENKENhTHS, F
Bbhb, WHICELhbOoTHREELEZVESNTHIEIICLSN S 2 L2 BN
FEERDED, EWIERTH D, £ Ty TOHRITHET 2 HHI O GE %R
LTH<o,

Herrera Hff: (1993)* i3, Texas M TOEEKE R EF M TIMHRZZ 1 /<
ZHZ D, 10FERICHIAZEIBA & T 2565 28t (DNA GEUIZ L) &L
THIBAGRHESRIT L 2HFEEZRD LD TH B, iz, EidEK DLt
REBICEDP NI ZEORMZE AFRESIROIEH LT 20EKkP 5 DZZ FITH DX,
ﬁ%%m?%ﬁﬁﬁmQ%E‘@%}f BEEN O FIREREK L 78 0 & L7z Townsend
FIR O B a2 BB U T3 ?%;Eiiﬂbto U LIRS, SERIAAS [ B3I
7% (truly persuaswe)J MEDAEHZ L7c8i G, £ DFITH T 2 50MET 18

28 Kuhlman v. Wilson, 477 U.S. 436 (1986); Murray v. Carrier, 477 U.S. 478 (1986); Smith v.
Murray, 477 U.S. 527 (1986). [MEEDOHIS ] 12D T, =i « RijEHE24B K,

29 Herrera, supra note 16. ‘=R « §itg7A:24, 283-84H B A,

30 Townsend v. Sain, supra note 19, at 317.
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1E 8 RICEK T AIRERMENTHE MU LS 5, LOWRFMIHEEEBEmE UTE L.
RO FEENEE EOFRELD 5 ZalFEPEER"K L,

Z @ 2 . Missouri MO HH AT Tl & 7 NEEF M OB AT T, I EEE
kL7722 b inb 63 AIEE S NIFEIN S A G RS R ZGE K U 72 Schlup #
f (1995)" 23 5, FheMIREIC K 0 Eik Lo Tk CRIEFRME L OHIES)
MBD SN OASREFIROFERE N, REFELTFSNB7D0D [EEDH
Wl o e ARICE 0T, k@3, THFEO TR WEL Lo RE R
51D AODOMBETH S EEMHRELIL, 20, ZHHRIEERERZ RS
ZHMEE L TR SFMIEOFIREZT A ENTEEN, MEOFRETNAKIE
EEOFETEEL, E0HITETHB”

& 51T, Tennessee M THEE U7 i@a R AFIFIC D & HERES & IMKRHEE I
SO THIFEHRZZ T 72FEH N2 DNA GEE 28 L TE 2K L
House HHf: (2006)* 258 5, DNA GEMUC K 2K DOFRZIT DN T DR MmEKIC
X 2P DHIWr & 75 > oA T, HHEOFZ DAITHE SO T AGRESIRITE 28
B KD TAOHINIT U i3 A DNA GE#LAS Schlup HRIZ X 5 TS
OHIN | D 5B T DKL 729 A5, Herrera HIIRIZ B 1 2 Gy HEE
DHAEZG 2T D TIEL, E LT, WEOTFREFMTELE LoFKRET S
CEERBDUEN ST TOHERIZTOHKBINE L TE 5T, %D Osborne
7 & Herrera HlIR CT/RI NI HEE 2RI T AI0E &% 5 7,

4./ ff
PLED & 512, — MR T M OH O R £ SR L Th s
IS £ T DNA B0EIC & 2 BHBE AR » 5 C L & b THEET
bote, 2T, FMRCEHHRE TDNA 77 £ Rik ] LHEFR S 5 Bl ik
K& - T, HIRE SNIcHH SO DNA BEFRO s i LT 5, LT T
1329 LehlEkIc & 5 DNA 7 7 ¥ ZIRBEORBLE 5 5,

31 Herrera, supra note 16, at 417.

32 Schlup v. Delo, 513 U.S. 298 (1995). K%t [NA ET X « 2=/ —FEPEPRITH T 5 [
JE] oFR] Y 2 ) 2 M] 1104 (1997), 167. BHE,

33  Schlup, supra note 32, at 314-15.

34 House v. Bell, 547 U.S. 518 (2006).

35 Id. at 553-55.

36 Dist. Attorney’s Office v. Osborne, 129 S. Ct. 2308 (2009). #HBIMBHE,

37 #K (—) < BiBELL 38HE. &K () - BifBIELL. 26H B,
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M B X 2855 —DNA 7 7 & 20 flE

DNA 7 7 & 2O HIE T 13, Illinois T « iRA&F I TI9794E 12
B 2 5 0 IE S 722 Gary Dotson 25, 19894E12 DNA #5512 & 0 %Ik %
g S U722k DNA BIRP 12l 5, 2 Dk, 1996412 13 F]HE O WFFE
B F¢ « REMIB%RE T d % National Institute of Justice @ W T2 &5 2328 D
DNA @I ZPSMIZ L, ThEZT TYEED Reno AlEEE D [DNA FEHLO
FFoRIZB 3 2 HEZ R ES (National Commission on the Future of DNA
Evidence) | #&iE L7c, COEXHXDIETH 5 [HIRHRZOFHME I
LHFFEEE (Post-Conviction Issues Working Group) ] #319994F( '%#U%&'iﬁ%
AR ICHE T B o eI EZ AT L. AIRHIRE D DNA 858 2 BEfFE O Fhi Vil
PCEEHRE D FCHEA LW EEEM U BT3B CERITE IO
ERCEUE WL SAC N 2N ’A?‘J[E?‘ﬁ?bl 5 DNA 7 7 & XL % HlET 2 MAEH L.
VBDEFLO RN ENE > 72 2 S22 DRENRRTHRN S,"

1. D DNA 77 & 2

19944E® New York #Mik & 19974 Tllinois Mk A2 2T, KT ZMH 1T &
% DNA $5E QK Fhiz Ewic DNA 7 7 & ZIEOLIFEALIZE T Lic, FiC
20004 LU BN AL DB E 3K Uy Hefr OALIEHITdH 5 20104E 5 H D Alaska
B 2 E . BUE % TIZ Massachusetts Ml & Oklahoma M*® 2 < &2 TO M &
Washington D.C. IZE W T DNA 7 7 £ ZENEHE N T 5, KHEOBE
NI ZHETH 205, BRI ZMHE IO U TWUENE DNA 77 £ 2 TiRE L,

38 See Innocence Project, Case Profile: Gary Dotson, available at http://www.innocenceproject.
org/Content/Gary Dotson.php

39 NATL INST. OF JusTICE, U.S. DEPT OF JUSTICE, CONVICTED BY JURIES, EXONERATED BY
SCIENCE: CASE STUDIES IN THE USE OF DNA EVIDENCE TO ESTABLISH INNOCENCE AFTER TRIAL,
available at http://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles /dnaevid.pdf

40 See RECOMMENDADTIONS, supra note 13.

41 See Rachel Steinback, Comment, The Fight for Post-Conviction DNA Testing is not yet QOver:
An Analysis of the Eight Remaining “Holdout States” and Suggestions for Strategies to
Bring Vital Relief to the Wrongfully Convicted, 98 J. CriM. L. & CRIMINOLOGY 329, 336
(2007).

42 http://www.innocenceproject.org/Content/Alaska Enacts DNA Access Law.php

43  Oklahoma #M1%20024F1C REFRNZH:© DNA 7 7 & ZiEZHIE Uchs, 20054F12%h L TLR, &
EPEHAEE L TONERITEDN TN L, See Steinback, supra note 41, n.25; Garrett,
Claiming Innocence, supra note 16, at 1722 (Appendix).
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—EDFHDTTDDNA T 7 ANRDONIHTHS, TI T, EDLHN
ZHED 0SB 5EIC DNA S 2R TE 20" L0 Blaih o HIKIC &
% DNA 7 7 £ 2O Fi R O IRELR DL ZE 5T < o °

i, GORER HENEEKRTE Z N

xﬁ”%éa X UTDNA 77 2 RDFHRERZRBD BN DT NTHD,
FEEAEDMDT S DDOFERERICK > THRER ZZIMEEZREL TN D, —
BRI, DNAT7 722088 D o203 [EFICLE2ZHE] THH0, BN
s EIRIC X 22MH | ICRET 2 M0, BRNISIES 2280 THOREK 2 E D
%J‘H%%Z) F o KRB ESMNICEET 2 M &DEH 5, L, HHE

ZHZE AT 5 E0 D HICB S B3, 2 0ZHEMEHINTS 3 hh%x

EE'J U FERINIC O AREF OB AR & &2 IE4bT 5 2 LW TH 5."

INHIRFIT N EE O RESREIZ - 722 & (identity at issue) ZiEREM:&
FTHMBDELILNY Chi3 VA THETEEND - 7 2 E2HBICEgE%E T
R 22 MF I DNA B MM &8 5700, ABEWAB T REETET 5
ZHBEBIHR AR S Z ENEBEOERTH 5, Kifi. ANHOFMAEEEE 5
LT, BIFOHG] (plea bargaining) 12K » THIEEF (guilty plea) % L7z
Bhstans, GREMGNC & 2 HAUBEN— K TH D, AIRERELIEHR
BIRTHIEEZFTOVESINLFDIN%E HD BT LT b s T A 1DBLRIC
SREF, SOEMFRAREOEIBZMEFICTHREZD TR E &, %@L\ R
HORKEZZ2E/BADERKRIC, AREFOEBTH 2RSS 5720, f
FREFE UL BEPBRICMEERZI S L2 RITED T OEZLHFITIMENH

44 JHDNA 77 B RZEONEEZMB T 5D E LT, See eg., Kathy Swedlow, Don’t Believe
Everything You Read: A Review of Modern “Post-Conviction” DNA Testing Statutes, 38
CaL. W. L. Rev. 355 (2002); Garrett, Claiming Innocence, supra note 16, at 1673-82, 1719~
23 (Appendix: State Post-Conviction DNA Statutes).

45 20084E D Garrett 12 & 2L OHIEANR IS, € W BEHIE s oIk (Alabama, Alaska,
Mississippi, South Carolina, South Dakota) DE#HZEHi L TR L7z, See id. Appendix:
1719-23.

46 Id. at 1679-80.

47 Hawaii, Mississippi, North Carolina, Wisconsin @ 4 /1l

48 Alabama, Kentucky, Nevada @ 3 |,

49  See Garrett, DNA and Due Process, supra note 8, at 2946-47.

50 17 THHo See Garrett, Claiming Innocence, supra note 16, at 1680.

51 See Stephanos Bibas, Judicial Fact-Finding and Sentense Enhancements in a World of Guilty
Pleas, 110 YaLg L.J. 1097, 1150 n. 330 (2001).
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5052
Coftis, WENOFERKE O WTHBEEEMEAM L0, Pl AZ Eawm
L7cD g5 E2BET2MEH 5,

. aoROIE — oGk TE 207

AR 2B IR S 1 — SAEUNEED B ETOMMH 508, £ DO—iiZ
+or Bl A B BT WIRBEPR B O R ERD T 5, ik\ﬁmiﬁ(wm
set provision) IZ&X 0. R TOFHKITH L T—HDOMWIRZFKET 5P, MR
ERBHIHREH HRERLRTIO S DITRET 5MbH 5, HE . MUK
DNA #7E WHFFR IR S TUURE, A IR E &2 T 2 BB
B o EDHEBITH ST B, UL Uy FEBITIZREN U 72 DNA 855 23K
RENZFIH TE 23T OREDH IHIR A DNA %Ik &2 2 i3tk 2 Hrc 4, =
5 LI HER IZHE S S IR D313, DNA B ORI EREA S LT

i ERE K R D METEREIA I IZBE 9 B T 0 U NLRE D HEAE
FERE . BERS RIS K o THRE IR & 72 5 aEME AR S 5 C & 2KY

ONB, VAFOHIEFIIEIETHO, REELHE [HiASL (likelihood) |
U813, DNA #E DR EFREDOMFE & ORMICBE#EMENDH 5 Z & (relevant
to innocence) ZMEET BN, TOHREEAFHT H2MIbT ML THS, ThiC
X UTe REBOMMPERAT 25D [ELEPE (materiality) ] ZE#EIZH LTI
BEERE BRI K - THIPREDHEILTH 5 [HHY2ZRE (reasonable probability) |
ML BT EDIGENRKRD 5B, o, LMD [FERO BB (prepon-
derance of the evidence / more probable than not) | F#E [ E N DHERE %
fa it/ % (clear and convincing) aFHL ] FE#E, 73 [FEMEEH (sub-
stantial showing) | B#EEZERMA T 2 M b dH 5,

DNA 5 E HEFE DALFE & MBI 7S 7 — I E TR ERD 5L EIF RN T &

52 Daina Borteck, Pleas for DNA Testing: Why Lawmakers Should Amend State Post-
Conviction DNA Testing Statutes to Apply to Prisoners Who Pled Guilty, 25 CArRDOZO L.
REv. 1429 (2003-2004). . SEKRZEMEE [2AHDBPN TOIEINES O FRENREICE - 72
THAI856]) EHELTHREREZ LIEEZRA LIS 0IMNIES H 5, See Garrett, Claiming
Innocence, supra note 16, at 1681.

53 Id. at 1681-82.

54 Id. at 1656-57.

55 Id. at 1676.
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PoThIE, ROEPHE [HAA | A K BT 2324 MENH 5,” L
MU, BERICZENUEONGEETTH 2 ERZL OBAICHEES L, ChooH
PRI BT 2 MNECHIFT O ERUIIER ICHAE Th B 7. &5 L LaFE4kid DNA
T 7 2T BT U ST OBERE &2 5 TV BT

iv. AAEEL O RFEB

Vbod &> il REEMN - an 5 2 & RN, BRI AEYICTRE S h
TWAZEIEDNAT 7 EZOKAERTH 5, L L. ThaEBEBEMT 23K
PRI EEF D, 2 IFRES T OWELHIK 2B, PRI PR O
X &1L BT A PR E LT B, E 7oy AL FLEH S ML 5 D 3 S AT By sl
HOXMR LN - THE ST, REBRBIXGOBIEZ Tk TE M0,

2. #HI D DNA 7 7 & Z7k—Innocence Protection Act of 2004

HIITHB T Innocence Protection Act (ULF [TPA ] ER&EEE)™ A320044E
WAL U 7™ TPA (3387 EO IR THIFHR 22T 1o BN WHEEZRA 5700
I DNA S £FH0RT 2 Fhi 2% L TR 0. TOMIEMD DNA 77w RikE
BT %, €2 TIPA OED B REMFITONT S, B O MIED L& & [akk
12, FENED &S BREAITAEIFHIRE D DNA BEEEF KT anE LS EET
BT HE RDKDHITE B,

F 9. DNA #5E D R0 5h 5 O3k EoIBIRIC & - THIEH & L
CiItMAEESR SN HF Lan, BREZHEOHBIZIN D, o, AHIck
WTHNES O RENBEICE - 2R T TR, AREFICL > THIEMRZ
Tan, AHIBS B - GBI OHEEDHKMED SN TS, ZhiZf
FHERPEHBTH > 2[Rt BB T 2D TH D, AIHHHREZIC DNA #E %

56 Id.

57 Id. at 1677-79.

58 Id. at 1669. See also Innocence Project Fact Sheet, available at http://www.innocenceproject.
org/Content/Preservation_Of Evidence.php

59 18 U.S.C. § 3600 (2010). Il « §ij#giE161 3. 10-13. 15-16E. [ [HESMEHE®T £V A
HIEHIRZED DNA #4A ] Y 2V 2 M 1297 (2005), 145. B,

60 BIEI4EDT 2 — « 7ot ZOHER E U THIHIRE O DNA S8 %2 A3 U, JENHIE 2 S0Ed
5N T20004EICIEE RN S N7 h, RN OIERBOIRD I I Ll THLH Y
W U WELE EOHERAIR O XS 0HI &Nz, See Steinback, supra note 41, at 342-43.

61 28 U.S.C. §3600(a) (2010).

62 See id. § 3600(a) (7).
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DEETEZZHEEE2BFENIIE S Z 5 S THEBIICTEMTE LS, 51T, i
BHNOFERFIIODWTE, BUFPEEEH 2B L, F#AZIEGT 52 & 27
BDTNDBL®

SHORIARRIC DWW Tidy HEEEOHIE (20044E10H30H) »» 5 5 4ER & 72 i3 A IR
RS JAEMDODOTNDPBEBNTETEREIINE S SO EHEELDD, oM
HPREINAG/ITEZNLUBROFERGBEDTE O, e RHIEEZERHA L T
%™

A R O MEIEFEPA I IS B 3 2 PP IR SLAE RIS D0 TiE, DNA #5E O fk
BT & - THEOREMLIEE TR WL E WS S EHRYE (reasonable probabil-
ity) BWHELB8E5ICHKRERD T B.% £, HE DG &35 A KGHL O R
FTBI LT3, W AN AR LT 2 R, £ OIRF RO £ 72 13FRBIC
BOTHRE UKo REEZFEII & LTHRE ST 5 2 280 & THEL
T 5,50

COXHIT, TPAICE 2 FhB3MEozn EHUT 20, £ TD/HN—
NIOVIZEEE 2N & 52 F Tt U TR ERTH 5, Db, —HDiH]
BR A7 N & Ml U 72 854, TPA OF k%#iDNA77tZ®%F TR AR 1
WA X9, E5IT, MG T a7 5 L42B L THO DNA 7 7 & ZikflE % 5%
L. €DOBEDETIVE IPA OFhelld &35 2 & THIEOEHE(L A X 5 5T
bE M TE 5, fib )i, IPA Oxtgid, Ik EORIFIC L - THIEE SN
7eZMER T THY, TORELEREZ T ENTEL2HEBOT LRGN S,
F oMK BHBIEICE E R HEEN LN EDIER b H 5,7

3./ ¥

DNA 7 7 & ZiEd, DNA GEBLOFEPE I ECRE U 72 B K05 O Ffil & & ffENT L
1T, RIS EBRRFEL SORHETH B, LrL, 2RELTZ Y TEX
XPEEY R B0 E, £ON= FIVE—ETAMITE D, £I T, DNA
T 7k RiEERF B OINOZHE E 8D, HIEETEIDNA T 7228 oh
BOZINE R ANEIC X 28 DOEEKS 2 LIT/8 5, IREIZBWTIE, HlEED

63 Id. §§ 3600 (b) (3), (0)(3)B).

64 Id. §3600(a) (10). HIl - WitgEL6, 12HZBH,

65 28 U.S.C. § 3600(a) (8) (B).

66 Id. § 3600A.

67 See Richard Willing, DNA Innocence Testing for Convicts on Back Burner, USA Topay, Oct.
11, 2007, at 1A.
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Bipo71eT7 T A C4KE) OZHIED, EiELOWERELTD DNA 77 &2
TR UICHER T, REEPAIRHIRE O DNA #5E O RICD 0 THID THIN
% | U7z Osborne 4 (2009)% 245149 5,

IV I & % #% — Osborne Hlik

1. HFEOWH

AHIF19934E 3 HIZT7 2 AAMT ALy D THAE U IiAE BITma 5 %25
Wik T B, TORFTEHEMKDO DQ Alpha 7 & M I12 k5 DNA #EEFIIH &
SWTHIEE SN, 64EDWEHICL S bt EFRA JF4H) Osborne 13, &
DREDE W RFLP 7 2 b OFEi % Ko THNEHIFnc iR L7z, L Ly A%
BEFIZ BRI TE /2 RFLP 7 2 b 3MOFEHRBFEIC L2 KL LTRED SN
IR S IRE O H A% Osborne O 9k & i8I HAH T % 72 RFLP 7 2 k
BIEIEARE LWL, E LT, 77 A A MEERFHIFTIZ Osborne D iR % &
o™

f /5. Osborne (F#IBEHFTICHB T, RFLP 7 2 F X ) X 512 %D STR
TAMEABTHEET 272012 DNAGEUZT 7 2 X 2HHBT 2 —« ot
AFHO T TRESN A, TR L T §19835FiA % 2k U7z, Osborne iIZ & %
HIHREA T § 19835FiA & L COBAL ] R Frbicth, € DRALBRED 5N TAH
KORHIZA - 7"

I O A PR BT (9th Circuit) (&, Brady HR™ 1> < [#E A
AR 2T O A N HRTCBR I 2 REEOE | 20 U [THCICAHHSEEHL
27 7 2 2T B85 ANOHER]] BEIRHREZICEILRSIS NS, & LT Osborne
DA 7 A U 7o MR &2 50Ff L7co” Z OB, Osborne 2% [TBERIIZ7E L

68 Osborne, supra note 36. AHIROFFN & LT, #ifi [HIRHIRED DNA SEHEREET 2 — -
T ot 2| M) 44, no. 3 QQO1IIEATITEFIRIH)

69 D DNA #EEETH D, ¥ 7 IV E Osborne DB FHIT B LI, £ OikAIkE
1% Osborne & A USADKI16%05Z O @15 R AR DT TdH - 7, See Osborne, supra note
36, at 2313; Garrett, DNA and Due Process, supra note 8, at 2930.

70 Osborne v. State, 110 P. 3d 986 (Alaska Ct. App. 2005).

71 Osborne v. State, 163 P. 3d 973 (Alaska App. 2007).

72 Osborne v. Dist. Attorney’s Office, 423 F. 3d 1050 (9th Cir. 2005).

73 Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963).

74  Osborne v. Dist. Attorney’s Office, 445 F. Supp. 2d 1079 (D. Alaska 2006).

75 Osborne v. Dist. Attorney’s Office, 521 F. 3d 1118 (9" Cir. 2008).
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9 % (potentially viable) | &L Lo [#FZ D FiE (claim of actual inno-
cence) | &, ZTOERMHEIEL LD SN D 5 &9 Herrera HRLKD
[T ICHENL U7 HEE | IR %E b 7c o SRR L™

EmEIE. oD% E 375 H BDO0sborne D FHikid § 19833738 & U TN
Zh, @F 2 — « 70t A%IEO FT DNA 8% 0 HTHIBH R BT 7
7 2T BHEFIDMERE SN B . IZOWTHR LFEED. 5 x4 OfEsEThlkE
ZROHPRET Ui,

2. BEER

HEFE (Roberts #1%, Scalia, Kennedy. Thomas. Alito [FFf) (&, 4+
HOZHMAZEE Uy FE@I2 20 Tid. 2AHET O RELE R~ O HEF 2 A IR IR
BOBPITILREH] U 72RO MR %2 4% Uy AIRHIRRIC DNA #5E %2 55K 9
52 ERFEEMNT 2 —» To ROHEMTRBWEHRLT, ROLHIT2DH
& B L 72,

i. e EICXBMRoHERE

HEERIZE I, 4600 (4FF) LI X % DNA 7 7 v 20 HERN & Z
OWZEABF Z . AIRHRED DNA #5E O D &2 LR O & BERIH & A
S, £, DNA 77 2 ZEOBNALET 5 ZAAMTEH, —~EDLAITH
SRR A A U B R IET & — RIS EEILB R ICB 3 A MNEET Itk D, T 5T
HRFFELUTOMEEIZELD DNA 77 v REFRTE 3 AR L, #HIH
ST G B NN N T & il L 7c,”

i, FAFROFER AJRHEF KT, § 1983FFiAN

DNA GENDO 7 7 2 ZOHIE ED X H IZBRT 25, TG U THO SN &
KBTREXEN 3, $HbB, 77 XBOREEHNET 38553 AGHR
HETHEDOTEEMH E D, DNAT 722N HENHNTH 3B E1TE. §
1983FRIAMIHET H B0 T O Fhe D53 1F 13 Heck HIPR* LISR D HER T & 5 A3,

76 Id. at 1130-31. See Herrera, supra note 16.
77 Osborne, supra note 36, at 2316-18.

78 ALASKA STAT. § 12.72.010(4) (2008).

79 AvaskA RULE CriM. Proc. 35.1(g).

80 Osborne, supra note 36, at 2317-18.

81 Heck v. Humphrey, 521 U.S. 477 (1994).
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Oshorne @ HINL AR T 2 ETZ O RZ WAL NI & h S FEE LI %
BIRUL § 1983FFARD AL 2 HEE U TAEDEHITA - 72,

i, Pl T 2a— e« 70t RI12& 5 DNA 77 & 2ZDOHEER]

(DT 2a—« 7ot RICX o UTAMENBIA® S & Edm, Hll, B
WMEEAHEL TR SRV EHET 2 AREERBIEI4EKT. REINTAH
EHET 2MOMBIC T4 LORR AR T LIl X > TFRRENT 2 —« 7a€ X
DHERZRFEL TW 5% LT, FhlIT 2 —+« 7o XD ELTD
DNA 77 2% EET 254, [AESEHIC X O G E SN BICIEI L
g 2054 MUAY M BRESN TS Z EMRRER 5, BERERIE,
N THREMIC X O R GAES 2 ME Lo HM ] ITk D RS 5 2 3R
Wi UL Uy AIRHRZERICIIEOHEE NG 5 £ 51T, AIELEH %
BTAHIEE SNIHFEE AT TR (free man) ERUCT Y51 FILA Y
FNERDONDEEDTIEEL, Lich-> T, HikiioMFH#E NcRESh 5 24
H EOWEF ZFIRHREDO T A4 FIVA Y FNORBERICIERT A EET 2 —
Tat ZAEEOEFHE L FHBOMRIZGE S NIY

fi s, BEEERIIMNEICE S CoaMmETRT 5 LT MOFRIHRARIC
AF3 AT, PRNT 2 — « 7otv 212X 0 IHOBEEF TR & 12
HufRetENed B 2 EAHIR LY UL L, —RIETIIH AP DNA T 7 £ RIC
DUVTHBINREF D DNA 7 7 & ik & WEOR RN S h 2 K MK, F
BT 2 — « T RTE T 5 AT EDOTE LN, Sl L7c,”

% 72, Herrera HIiRLUREFEL LIRE SN 2 D BDBRIBIREL > T B
[T DOFEHICEE S WO TR S 1 5 #F] (right to be released upon proof of
“actual innocence”) ] IZDW T, EEERIIEMIM-> T, €95 LA B H
D5 5EDHEEMFFT BITE EBHTY

82 Osborne, supra note 36, at 2319.
83 U.S. ConsT., Amend. XIV, § 1.
84 Osborne, supra note 36, at 2319.
85 Id. at 2319-20.

86 Id. at 2320.

87 Id. at 2320-21.

88 Id. at 2321-22.
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v, FKNT 2 —+« 7otk 3 DNA 77 & 2D RER S

HIEE R, AEDNA 77 C ZAWERNT 2 — « 7o A0 FTREB SN S
HERTRBOWHEEBE 25, 0&EDiF, DNA &0 HEr L, L REH
HRSBEIBICEKRNT 2 — « 70 ZAEENKRTH ENDEETHS, b5
O EOIF, MEAEEEMENT 3 2 10X - THEFBEEBIINBIFIC/HAA LS B
AT D IEHL D B A 2 BLE T 2 alHErE & £ & » THGE R <3
JH U E NS OGEREE R AL ERIETH 5.

3. WEER

M. Alito BHEIC X 2 E R (Kennedy ZHH'EFH. Thomas #HHI'E—EB
[F#H) (3. Osborne D#HFHEE Lo Tz KR 22 BT 5, —ri3.
R TReOBIFUCE LT, MOZHEL [HIRHREIC DNA 8E %2213 5 8
B O] % TET 2O Fheid. dIH &L, BeHl ok mtko Rir o
ANGRETHLELDE, LT ETHS," &5 —Hi3, DNA GFHLCEE L T
HEMMBE S TR P EFZETNE, AHEHTHRRAEN & LT DNA #iE £ 58 U
TEBITEAIRHRBIC TN EERT 2ELE LOERREES AL, L) &
ThbH,"

4. BOFER

K U T Stevens #HI'H 1T & 2 G E R (Ginsburg. Breyer £ #:H'H [H
. Souter FHI'E —EBRFH) 3. MEIC X 2 BHRIF TFREA T &5 L
72o™ F 72, Osborne IZI3EE D 72 DIZFEIT 7 7 & 29 % &k b OMHER] D3R B
aha by ThEFEERNT 2— « 7o X0 & U OEEER RT3 24 PR
T, EHEHIU A

Souter #FHHI'E I £ 2 K AE LI, Osborne 23HHEDE D % B A/ 12
b 63, MFEHEZRT I EHL S DNAFERAND T 7 22 A2EH L2 &I
HEHT %, £ LT, MBExXm EAENTH, MYRoBREEHEHEIIZLD, #
281 2Tl EOARRTFBELTNEET, Ta— TORREKTH S, &
Ui, Fho, FEWNT 2 — « 7ot ZOMERIDBRE SN 2 DGO HWHIAE &

89 Id. at 2322-23.
90 Id. at 2323-26.
91 Id. at 2326-31.
92 Id. at 2331-34.
93 Id. at 2334-40.
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Lo

. CHR O F)E S & HE
Osborne HPLZ, REmBLZHEZED DNA 77 v 2 2E8E Lo E L THE
wmmotﬂW&LTMHéh5ﬁ°b@b\%jbtﬁﬁiﬂ&@%%%71—°
Tot ZF@HIZFICER LE—HNE D TH 3, k@B BAHR TR UL TN
T a— e 70t ZOERIE, SHEIELDED 2 Fhin DNA 77 £ 2 & RS
5 LTREN s AP RGAICEELLDIBZIEEZEELTED, —HoHl
BRI DNA 7 7 v ZEEEFEGH LT 5. TOEKRTEZMED DNA 77 &2

TR T 2a—« 7R ZRDOHRITA Tt ENWZ LD, WL B EEREMSN
BEEREEZ B3PI o0 TR, 4B EMKRIE DNA 7 7 2 XikFbh 5 4k
TOHW 2Rz RITE S50,

V BbHDIZ

FEHRHIT B T 2 HPEAE Z BRRICI3, BEOENE - THIEESh L
TZHITIFEITRED, DT T —THOHM LT, HEDOEFENR > THIE
LENIBEHITEEITREN, EVWHI T —BEOHEAPLETH S, L0b
Iy BN THDZBIEl S [HDHHZ &1, £LT [BlEITH-TC
TE] ANEEMLIZ ET, BEOEEEIIEE - T b,

T AU A ONEEEEER. BIEHR %O DNA BEEORBEIZAITTE I P E
WEE EF 7230 TH 5, 5% EFE MO DNA 7 7 & XIEMEYIE, H 5
WIEFRNT 22—« 7o RICEICEERBEICL > TBIESN S Z LItk - T,
ZORBETEILINDE TH A S, FRIZ, KDL THEEOFKFZ | 1k BN
KO ETETHDOT 2 — « 70t A ET B 72DOP 1215 LIRS S
Nk,

HATH, DNA OFEEENEIRZRE S U, 1T 30 O E2 5281 U 7l
FUPHEOHEHAEED 2T i, MEIRSE THIRHRZZ ) TIRE L 72 5 1
DR S, HITBRICIE > THIE Tl s h7cBtE o A2 @ U TR L 72

94 Id. at 2340-43.

95 See e.g., The Supreme Court, 2008 Term, Leading Cases, 123 Harv. L. REv. 222, 227 (2009).
96 See Garrett, DNA and Due Process, supra note 8,

97 EHRRIFN - st AR O R — BRI EIZD (F)1F)E, 2009) S,
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IR SEERITH L™ Wah & 3HIE A & 78 - 7o i@ 5 | THEER 7S B A R 2
7a—R7 v TENLN, FEFCEREEE DD DNA O () #EEhsEd -
ERINCHBIL G cDh, E0 D EEREREL T 5, BHBEOHD
DNA 7 7 2 Z DGR, EHIEDRIZ 2DMEICE > THHEELFETH D,
T AN HEOLBOBEMMNEHESN S,

98 & (b TT BRI B SRR 194 (F2) &5 1 5 F k194210 H 10 H I3k, http://www.courts.
go.jp/hanrei/pdf/20071114115014.pdf M [TZHA | TIT LR OSBRIV ST —GIRH
o TEIBAL Rt onl BEEF, 2009) B,



