
Resource List: AI, Due Process, and Scientific Evidence (2025) 

• Brandon L. Garrett, Defending Due Process: Why Fairness Matters in 
a Polarized World, Polity Press, (2025). 
https://scholarship.law.duke.edu/faculty_books/38/ 

• Wilson Center for Science and Justice, Duke University School of 
Law. https://wcsj.law.duke.edu/ 

Articles and Scholarship  

• Brandon L. Garrett, Cynthia Rudin, Interpretable algorithmic 
forensics, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 120 (41) e2301842120, 
(2023). https://www.pnas.org/doi/10.1073/pnas.2301842120  

• Cynthia Rudin, Papers & Code, CV, (1999-2025). 
https://users.cs.duke.edu/~cynthia/papers.html 

• Cynthia Rudin, Berk Ustun, Optimized Scoring Systems: Toward 
Trust in Machine Learning for Healthcare and Criminal Justice, 
Interfaces 48(5):449-466. (2018). 
https://pubsonline.informs.org/doi/10.1287/inte.2018.0957 

• John Pepper, Carol Petrie, and Sean Sullivan, Measurement Errors in 
Criminal Justice Data, Handbook of Quantitative Criminology 353, 
(2010). https://sean-sullivan.com/documents/papers/Sullivan-2010-
Measurement%20error%20in%20criminal%20justice%20data.pdf 

• Cynthia Rudin, Caroline Wang, and Beau Coker, The Age of Secrecy 
and Unfairness In Recidivism Prediction, Harvard Data Science 
Review, 2(1), (2020). 
https://hdsr.mitpress.mit.edu/pub/7z10o269/release/7 

• Travis M. Seale-Carlise, et al., Evaluating Pre-trial Programs Using 
Interpretable Machine Learning Matching Algorithms for Causal 
Inference, Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial 
Intelligence, 10.1609/aaai.v38i20.30239, (2023). 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/376406768_Evaluating_pre-
trial_programs_using_interpretable_machine_learning_matching_alg
orithms_for_causal_inference 

• Brandon L. Garrett, John Monahan, Assessing Risk: The Use of Risk 
Assessments in Sentencing, Judicature Vol. 103 No. 2, Bolch Judicial 
Institute, Duke University School of Law, (2019). 
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https://judicature.duke.edu/articles/assessing-risk-the-use-of-risk-
assessment-in-sentencing/ 

• Philip J. Cook, Adam Soliman. Evaluation of Durham’s ShotSpotter 
Installation: Results of a 12-Month Pilot Project, Wilson Center for 
Science 

• and Justice at Duke Law, (2024). https://wcsj.law.duke.edu/wp-
content/uploads/2024/02/ShotSpotter-Evaluation.pdf 

• Gregory Mitchell, Brandon L. Garrett, Battling to a Draw: Defense 
Expert Rebuttal Can Neutralize Prosecution Fingerprint Evidence, 
Applied Cognitive Psychology, (2021). 
https://forensicstats.org/blog/portfolio/battling-to-a-draw-defense-
expert-rebuttal-can-neutralize-prosecution-fingerprint-evidence/ 

• Gregory Mitchell, Brandon L. Garrett, Creating Reasonable Doubt in 
Fingerprint Cases: Substantive and Methodological Rebuttals By 
Defense Experts, (2020). 
https://dr.lib.iastate.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/1ae85c3b-1ccf-
4760-9d48-27d98ed7bb17/content 

• Brandon L, Garrett, Brett Gardner, Evan Murphy, and Patrick M. 
Grimes, Judges and Forensic Science Education: A National Survey, 
Forensic Science International (2021). https://forensicstats.org/news-
posts/results-from-a-national-survey-of-judges-support-new-efforts-to-
expand-scientific-evidence-education/ 

o Overview and Insights: https://forensicstats.org/wp-
content/uploads/2021/08/CSAFE_Insights_JudgesEd_Final.pdf 

• Will Crozier, Jeff Kukucka, and Brandon L. Garrett, Juror Appraisals 
of Forensic Evidence: Effects of Blind Proficiency and Cross-
Examination, 315 Forensic Science International (2020). 
https://forensicstats.org/blog/2020/10/10/insights-juror-appraisals-of-
forensic-science-evidence/ 

• Will Crozier, Rebecca Grady, and Brandon L. Garrett, Likelihood 
Ratios, Error Rates, and Jury Evaluation of Forensic Evidence, 
Journal of Forensic Sciences (2020). 
https://forensicstats.org/blog/portfolio/error-rates-likelihood-ratios-
and-jury-evaluation-of-forensic-evidence/ 
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• Gregory Mitchell and Brandon L. Garrett, The Impact of Proficiency 
Testing Information and Error Aversions on the Weight Given to 
Fingerprint Evidence, 37 Behavioral Sciences and Law 1 (2019). 
https://dr.lib.iastate.edu/entities/publication/d76d850d-b4b5-4110-
bdb9-87abd17413bb 

• Brandon L. Garrett, Gregory Mitchell, and Nicholas Scurich, 
Comparing Categorical and Probabilistic Fingerprint Evidence, 
Journal of Forensic Sciences (2018). 
https://forensicstats.org/blog/portfolio/comparing-categorical-and-
probabilistic-fingerprint-evidence/ 

• Brandon L. Garrett, Gregory Mitchell, Forensics and Fallibility: 
Comparing the Views of Lawyers and Jurors, 119 West Virginia Law 
Review 621 (2016). 
https://scholarship.law.duke.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=6569&co
ntext=faculty_scholarship 

• Brandon L. Garrett, Gregory Mitchell, How Jurors Evaluate 
Fingerprint Evidence: The Relative Importance of Match Language, 
Method Information and Error Acknowledgement, 10 Journal of 
Empirical Legal Studies 484 (2013). 
https://scholarship.law.duke.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?params=/context
/faculty_scholarship/article/6548/&path_info=How_Jurors_Evaluate_F
Ingerprint_2013.pdf 

• Brandon L. Garrett, Cynthia Rudin, The Right to a Glass Box: 
Rethinking the Use of Artificial Intelligence in Criminal Justice, Cornell 
Law Review, Forthcoming, Duke Law School Public Law & Legal 
Theory Series No. 2023-03, (2023). 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4275661 

• National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine, Facial 
Recognition: Current Capabilities, Future Prospects, and 
Governance, Washington, DC: The National Academies Press, 
(2024). https://www.nationalacademies.org/our-work/facial-
recognition-current-capabilities-future-prospects-and-governance 
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Cases 

• Washington v. Puloka, No. 21-1-04851-2 (Super. Ct. Kings Co. Wash. 
2024). 
https://nationalcenterforstatecourts.app.box.com/s/z9ymhx1zpghc62t
egles58782mbmsmzy 

• State of Wisconsin v. Loomis, No. 2015AP157–CR.,2015AP157–CR. 
881 N.W.2d 749,371 Wis.2d 235. (Supreme Court of Wisconsin 
2016). https://law.justia.com/cases/wisconsin/supreme-
court/2016/2015ap000157-cr.html 

• Lynch v. State of Florida, No. 1D16-3290,1D16-3290. 260 So.3d 
1166. (Florida District Court of Appeals. 2018). 

o Brief for American Civil Liberties Union, et al., as Amicus Curiae 
Supporting Petitioner, No. SC2019-0298, (2019). 
https://www.nacdl.org/getattachment/b8b5c2eb-7950-40c3-
8680-76507d46c18e/fr-amicus-lynch.pdf 

• State of New Jersey v. Arteaga, No. A-3078-21 (Superior Court of 
New Jersey. 2023). https://www.njcourts.gov/system/files/court-
opinions/2023/a3078-21.pdf 

o Brief for Electronic Privacy Information Center, Electronic 
Frontier Foundation, and National Association of Criminal 
Defense Lawyers as Amicus Curiae supporting Defendant-
Appellant, No. A-3078-21T1, (2022). 
https://www.nacdl.org/brief/New-Jersey-v-Arteaga 
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