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107 Yale. L. J. 1535 (1998), pp. 1672-1673.

3) William Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509 U.S. 579 (1993).
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Federal Judicial Center’, Reference Manual on Scientific Evidence, 2nd ed. (St. Paul, MN: West
Group, 2000), pp. 69—73

6) izl BdegMe 83 tg 3 &2, Carl G. Hempel, Philosophy of Natural Science
(Prentice-Hall, 1966)» Carl G. Hempel et al (eds.), Methodology, Epistemology, and Philosophy
of Science (Dordrecht/Boston: D. Reidel Publishing Company. 1983): K. Popper, The Logic of
Scientific Discovery (New York: Routledge, 1959); K. Popper, Conjecture and Refutation: The
Growth of Scientific Knowledge (New York: Basic Books, 1968): K. Popper, The Myth of the
Framework: In Defense of Science and Rationality (London/New York: Routledge, 1968).

T) WEA BHO2AM Paul K. Feyerabend, Against Method : Outline of an Anarchistic Theory of
Knowledge (London : Humanities Press, 1975).

8) Carl G. Hempel, supra note 6, p. 49.

9) K. Popper, Conjecture and Refutation: The Growth of Scientific Knowledge (New York: Basic
Books, 1968), p. 37.

10) William Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509 U.S. 579 (1993).
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14) Stephen Breyer, "The Independence of Science and Law’, 280 Science 537 (1998), reprinted in
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