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Court Review

THE JOURNAL
Volume 48, Issues 1-2

EDITOR’S NOTE

his special issue on eyewitness identification includes some of the

world’s premier researchers and commentators, along with some of their

best students. The six articles provide judges with easy-to-understand,
state-of-the-art information on various social-science perspectives relevant to
eyewitness identification tailored to a judicial readership.

In his introductory article, James Doyle provides judges with an argument
for why you should care about what social scientists have documented in their
research. It is followed by an article by Laura Smalarz and Gary Wells that
reviews eyewitness research, focusing on mistaken identifications and false
certainty by witnesses. Their reviews point out the need for judges to be vig-
ilant in making sure that eyewitness identifications are accurate.

Accurate identifications are the subject of the article by Richard Wise and
Martin Safer, who present a method for analyzing the accuracy of eyewitness

testimony that can help judges in ensuring

correct outcomes for defendants. It is a chal-
lenging task for judges.

Fiona Gabbert and her colleagues from the
United Kingdom and U.S., Daniel Wright,
Amina Memon, Elin Skagerberg, and Kat

Jamieson, discuss their research, and the
research of others, showing that eyewitness
memory can be influenced by post-event

information, with advice to police and attor-

Spen* Issue on
Eyewitness Evidence

neys (and judges) regarding how they can try

to protect against faulty identifications by
witnesses.

A cross-national team of researchers from New Zealand and the U.S.,
Jeffrey Foster, Maryanne Garry, and Elizabeth Loftus, provide a brief report on
recent research studies they conducted showing that repeated erroneous
information can influence witnesses and jurors, once again raising the prob-
lems of faulty eyewitness identifications.

Similarly, Brian Bornstein and Joseph Hamm report on several studies they
conducted that show how judges can use jury instructions to protect against
errors in eyewitness identifications.

The challenge is great for judges, but we owe it to defendants and victims
to get it right.

I close by noting that we have reprised the cover photo used in a 1999 issue
of Court Review that also looked at the legal and scientific issues involved with

eyewitness testimony—Alan Tomkins
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we hope to provide information that will be of use to
judges in their everyday work, whether in highlighting
new procedures or methods of trial, court, or case man-
agement, providing substantive information regarding an
area of law likely to be encountered by many judges, or by
providing background information (such as psychology or
other social science research) that can be used by judges
in their work. Guidelines for the submission of manu-
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Advertising: Court Review accepts advertising for prod-
ucts and services of interest to judges. For information,
contact January Serda at (757) 259-1864.

Photo credit: Cover photo, Mary Watkins. The photo was
taken in the Linn County Courthouse in Mound City,
Kansas.

©2012, American Judges Association, printed in the
United States. Court Review is published quarterly by the
American Judges Association (AJA). AJA members
receive a subscription to Court Review. Non-member sub-
scriptions are available for $35 per volume (four issues
per volume). Subscriptions are terminable at the end of
any volume upon notice given to the publisher. Prices are
subject to change without notice. Second-class postage
paid at Williamsburg, Virginia, and additional mailing
offices. Address all correspondence about subscriptions,
undeliverable copies, and change of address to
Association Services, National Center for State Courts,
Williamsburg, Virginia 23185-4147. Points of view or
opinions expressed in Court Review are those of the
authors and do not necessarily represent the positions of
the National Center for State Courts or the American
Judges Association. ISSN: 0011-0647.

Cite as: 48 Ct. Rev. ___ (2012).



	Editor's Note
	

	CR 36-3

