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The Two-Factor Credibility Model
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Two-Factor Model
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Irmpressions of Child Wiiness



Impressions of Child Wiinesses

Verdict differences for ratings

of Factor 1 (credipility) out not ==
Factor 2 (conforrning)

Grezter irmpressions of

crec JJOJIJr/ (out not conforrning)

more likely that tne defendant
corrrnittecd the apuse
orose lzlon‘
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4 groups did not d ffer or)

lterns relating to speech
style

Verdict differences on
S

lterns relating to speech
style
Child's confidence rated

nigher by those gJ/]ng
GUILTY verdlicts than by
those giving NOT GUILTY
verdicts,

Influence of child's
confidernce rated 'r
those giving NO r

giving G GUILT verdicts
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The testirnony of young cnilcren
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The testimony of young cnildren
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Metnhocd

Particloants
N =125 part]
M age=21.48 yrs (SD = 618}
Desigr)
2 % 2 Detwesr-sUp) ects design,
renclornly assignrmerit
to orie of two *education’ groups (provided vs, witnnelc)
to orie of two cnild witness veracity’ groups (accuraie vs, Inaccurate),
clucziion progreir
flve pege inforrmztion nookl et
the nistory of crild witnesses
the rnost cornrmonly drewn conclusions frorm the related research
Inforrnzition ool crildren’ s rernory capaollities frorm the litersiure
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Quesilonnaire

All jurors cornpleted 2 questionneaire following theirizl:
Blograonical inforrneatiorn
Perceptions of tne child witness

Judgernents of sccurecy, nonesty, suggestioility, and creclivility.
fyes—rno —carr't cecide” resporize,

Verdict determinaiions (guilty or not guilty)
Fetetnelr confidencein decision from L (not et zll) to 5 (100%
corificlent).



The Trial

Crilcl witness videotaped testirnony:

Triel

5-vezr-old fernzle witress

OIJ,,[JJrHJauue | stegjec] theft tnzt they withessed on video
Testirnony of 3 rinL

oroc rrlure

J\/J oor C CoL Irt with actors as judge, parristers, cefencant
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a J udge 5 mtrodugu Or)
Opering steternerits frorn the prosecution anc defence

oresenitetion of the chilc witness testirmony
evidence-in-cnief and cross-exarminztion of tre ceferclant
closing steternents for both the prosecution, defence, and jucge
1L trizls in totel
aoproxirmetely 45 rmintes eacr
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Juror verdic

0 3} v /\ I
. WG
0< 3 >>1BA §

)
, &

O# 5 #IAS
LA WG

— r~ —

= G B=A %

) L&t W&

ﬁ
Q)
o

<

Correlatec] witn /erd] ct 2CCLU]
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0,20, p= 0,02,
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Conclusions



