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Diaz \213, EMOREREZAT W, SEHZMEHR L 20 E &332 HeM 2738
B 5N 500

L2L, fESMTH S Ll bt e H2A e L CRRHT 2541
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(6) See The Supreme Court, 2011 Term— Leading Cases, 125 Harv. L. Rev. 251
(2011).

(7) ARHEPZBAT XM E L CUE, 2 EZIEUTOLD5H 5, Alex Hersk-
owits, Bullcoming v. New Mexico : Revisiting Analyst Testimony After
Melendez-Diaz, 6 Duke J. Const. L. & Pus. Pory Smesar 194 (2011); Ben-
jamin Ekenes, The Need for Formalities with Forvensic Evidence : Why the
Melendez-Diaz Holding Should be Limited, 38 W. St. U. L. Rev. 209 (2011);
Jesse J. Norris, Who Can Testify About Lab Risults after Melendez-Diaz
and Bullcoming?: Surrogate Testimony and Confrontation Clause, 38 Am. J.
Crim. L. 375 (2011); Richard D. Friedman, Bullcoming v. New Mexico, 2010
-2011 Preview U.S. Sup. Cr. Cas. 210 (2011); Ronald J. Coleman & Paul F.
Rothstein, Grabbing the Bullcoming by the Horns : How the Supreme Court
Could Have Used Bullcoming v. New Mexico Clarify Confrontation Claus
Requirements for CSI-type Reports, 90 Neb. L. Rev. 502 (2011); Megan.
Weisgerber, Comment, Confronting Forensics : Bullcoming v. New Mexico
And The Sixth Amendment, 45 Loyv. L. A. L. Rev. 613 (2012); David Alan
Sklansky, Confrontation and Fairness, 45 Tex. Trcn L. Rev. 103 (2012);
Michael A. Sabino & Anthony Michael Sabino, Confronting the “Crucible
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EHAIC AP O 24TV 9 5 EF 2 728 LThH, s A& LR & 5
ST UE 7 6 7o,

(2) BEEIGESIWTH S Z IOV T
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(10) Crawford v. Washington, supra note 2, at 54.
(11) Id., at 52.
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8035k 6 5 &%, SHIZICBW TR E L CHIAT 2 B TCEER S 1L
eI, TOCEIFEBLCEE L GRS N v ERL 72,
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(13) Id., at 2536-37.
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[ 3 ] 180HE (20024F) 7c ¥ ZIH,
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(15) Melendez-Diaz v. Massachusetts, supra note 4, at 2544-45 (Kennedy, J.,
dissenting); Coleman & Rothstein, supra note 7, at 536.

(16) Melendez-Diaz v. Massachusetts, supra note 4, at 2532, n. 1.

(17) Coleman & Rothstein, supra note 7, at 537. 7272 L, Norris, supra note 7,
at 400-21%, EEEIEBICHED R EBEL, SIEOXRF$~X T
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(18) Coleman & Rothstein, supra note 7, at 537.
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IIRHEGREOEERILNM 72 SN W EDPPLPITEINTWER T TH b, 41
12, BHARREIL T H 2 8 HH NI RN KU 2 2 74 11U 7 & 7 WEL RIS
WS LT, MHEHEONG & 2 2AEADHEFADE D L 5 IZH L P S NDE 0
EH E 15 100

(REEVHH)

(19) Bullcoming HPef41c H & 172 Williams v. Illinois, 131 S. Ct. 3090 (2011)
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