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defendants, attorneys, and judges.** Yet, as the court in Chandler was
at pains to emphasize,* there is at present little hard evidence to support
the arguments on either side with respect to the likelihood of an adverse
impact on any of the trial participants.?® Thus, neither the lawyers nor
the scientists have arrived at a final verdict on camera access.

34. For a survey of the literature, see Nieman, note 33 supra, at 450-464.

35. 449 U.S. at 576, note 11.

36. One of the more highly regarded recent studies, which has been touted by those
on both sides of the camera debate, merely concluded: “Thus, while people may believe
that EMC [electronic media coverage] is associated with a host of disruptive effects on
judgment, memory and decision-making, the weight of empirical evidence from the pres-
ent research does not provide scant support for such concerns.” Borgida, et al., Cameras
in the Courtroom: The Effects of Media Coverage on Witness Testimony and Juror Perceptions,
14 LAw & HuMAN BEHAVIOR 489 (Oct. 1990).

59









