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Other Crimes Evidence: The Need for a Two-Step Analysis, 71 Nw. U. L. Rev. 635 (1977).
(~)  Fep. R. Evin. 402.
() Fep. R Evin. 403 &% 44" TKHES (surprise); QRERNERHOY S84 5°R27 W Sib MY QR Y RE
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(¢©) WEINSTEIN, supra note 1, 404-46; Symposium, supra note 1, 636; WricHT, MILLER, CoorEr & GREssMAN, 4 FEDERAL
Pracrice aNp Procepure 471 (1981).

(e~) Stone, The Rule of Exclusion of Similar Fact Evidence: America, 51 Harv. L. Rev. 988, 1005 (1938).

() See, United States v. Goichman, 547 F. 2d 778, 782 n. 1 (3d Cir. 1976) ;Comment, Other Crimes Evidence At Trial:
Of Balancing and Other Matters, 70 Yare, L. J. 763, 767 (1961); Stone, supra note 7 1005.

(o) WemwsTEN, supra note 1, 404-46.

(2) WEINSTEIN, supra note 1, 404-47; WieMore, CobE oF Evipence, 81 (3d. 1942).

(=) United States v. Deaton, 381 F. 2d 114, 117 (2d Cir. 1967); United States v. Broadway, 477 F. 24 991 (5th Cir.
1973); see, United States v. Czarnecki, 552 F. 2d 698, 702 (6th Cir.), cert. denied, 431 U.S. 939, 97 S. Ct. 2652, 53 L.
Ed. 257 (1977); United States v. Long, 574 F. 2d 761, 766 (3d Cir. 1978).

) H.R. Rer. No. 650, 93d Cong., 1st Sess. (1973).

(22) WEINSTEIN, supra note 1, 404-47.

() Wiemore, A Srupents’ TExTBoOK oF THE LAw oF Evipence, 89 (1935).

(*2) McMormick, Evipzncz, 190 (1972).
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+4xn° 1 Wiemore, Evipence, 13 (3d ed., 1940) ; McMormick, supra note 15, 190; WEmsTEIN, supra note 1, 404-48; WRIGHT,
supra note 6, 473; Lemperr & SaLtzBurG A MoperN ApproacH To Evibence, 224 (1982).

(5) Wopd BF B ELwJ2mDoKbE B eiEwm LUK E ] HOH M RRTOR WY 5107 United
States v. Cochran, 475 F. 2d 1080, 1082 (8th Cir.) cert. denied, 414 U.S. 833 (1973).

(%) McMorwmick, supra note 15, 190.

(2) United States v. Woods, 484 F. 2d 127, 134 (4th Cir. 1973).

&) See, RorusteiN, RuLes oF EvipEncE rFor THEX UNiteD States Courts anD MacistraTes 81 (2d ed. 1979).

() Symposium, supra note 1, 637.

(8) United States v. Long, 574 F. 2d 761, 766 (3d Cir. 1978); Symposium, supra note 1, 640; WEiNsTEIN, supra note 1,
404-47.

(R) TUnited States v. Fairchild, 526 F. 2d 185, 188 (7th Cir. 1975) cert. denied, 425 U.S. 942 (1976).

J) Symposium, supra note 1, 640; WricHT, supra note 6, 475.

¥3) United States v. Curtis, 520 F. 2d 1300, 1303 (1th Cir. 1975).

(8) United States v. Cochran, 475 F. 2d 1080, 1082 (8th Cir.) cert. denied, 414 U.S. 833 (1973); see, United States v.
Gocke, 507 F. 2d 820, (8th Cir. 1974) cert. denied. 420 U.S. 979 (1975).

) R KITSEDRS 00 QBEVHERHAKNUR R v S Lo 24 57 Symposium, supra note 1, 641,
n. 33.

®) United States v. Conley, 523 F. 2d 650, 653 (8th Cir. 1975) cert. denied, 424 U.S. 920 (1976).

() United States v. Jackson, 475 F. Supp. 938. 945 (E.D.N.Y. 1975).
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(=) J.B. WexinstEN, J.H. MasrieLp, N. Asrams & M.A. Bercer, Evipence 1095 (1983)

() Manning v. Rose, 507 F. 2d 889, 892 (6th Cir. 1974); United States v. Dolliole, 597 F. 2d 102, 106-107 (7th Cir.
1979); United States v. McPartlin, 595 F. 2d 1321, 1344 (7th Cir. 1979); United States v. O’'Brien, 618 F. 2d 1234 (7th
Cir.), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 858, 101 S. Ct. 157, 66 L. Ed. 2d 73 (1980); United States v. Moschiano, 695 F. 2d 236, 245
n. 14 (7th Cir. 1982); United States v. Wormick, 709 F. 2d 454 (7th Cir. 1983); United States v. Clemons, 503 F. 2d
486, 490 (8th Cir. 1974); United States v. Oliver, 525 F. 2d 731, 739-740 (8th Cir. 1975); United States v. Calvert, 523
F. 2d 895, 906 (8th Cir. 1975); United States v. Bowman, 602 F. 2d 100 (8th Cir. 1979); United States v. Frederickson.
601 F. 2d 1358 (8th Cir. 1979); United States v. Engleman, 648 F. 2d 472 (8th Cir. 1981); United States v. Marshall,
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683 F. 2d 1212 (8th Cir. 1982): United States v. Evans, 697 F. 2d 240, 249 (8th Cir.), cert. denied, 103 8. Ct. 1779, 76
L. Ed. 24 350 (1983); United States v. Wilford, 710 F. 2d 439 (8th Cir. 1983).

() TUnited States v. Beechum, 582 F. 2d 898, 910 (5th Cir. 1978).
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(©) United States v. Kahan, 572 F. 2d 923, 932 (2d Cir. 1978).
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