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Previous lecture: intro/meet and greet. We are not responsible for Chapter 6: Child Witnesses. 

Read Chapter 1: Introduction to Forensic Psychology

· Syllabus has changed based on guest speaker, Chief of Police (March 25). Check on virtual campus; police will be part of the second half of the course. 
· Feb.4 Guest speaker: An author of the textbook will speak about eyewitness testimony
· Mar.18 Dr. Pamela Yates will speak about sex offenders. 
There are many definitions and misconceptions of forensic psychology. 

Working with offenders, we always say that the best predictor is the past, which is why we’ll touch on the history of forensic psychology. 

·  Consider: Space shuttle crash (Columbia). Rebuilt it from the rubble to investigate what went wrong. The info collected by forensic investigators could end up in a court of law.
· Civil or criminal law → we will focus on criminal law. 
Various different types of forensic: 

·  Looking at bones of deceased victims ... forensic anthropology.
· If someone leaves a suicide note and they want to confirm authenticity ... forensic linguist. (Determine if it was forced; compare to previous samples)
· Dental records to identify victims ... forensic odontology. 
· Bugs ... forensic entomology. 
· CSI ... actors and actresses. 
In studying forensic psychology, 

· many assume that you are doing criminal profiling; confuse with entertainment media like CSI, Criminal Minds, Dexter) 
· many have strong opinions on what we should be doing with out criminal justice system. 
Forensic psychology vs. psychiatry: 

	Forensic psychology
	Forensic psychiatry

	Psychological model
	Physical disease model

	More research
	Prescribe medication

	Created assessment test 
	Administer fitness assessment test (doctors)


· Psychiatrists: follow medical/disease model in terms of determining criminal behaviour. Prescribe medication. 
· Psychologists: look at environment; Do not yet prescribe medication (except in California) Psychologists cannot administer the fitness assessment tests they produced. 
· Research - Both do research. e.g. Dr. Federov’s work on sex offenders (a leading researcher in Ottawa) 
Narrow vs. broad definitions of forensic psychology:
· Direct clinical application of forensic psychology to the judicial system: According to the narrow definition, social psychologists do not qualify as forensic psychologists. 
· What about neuropsychologists? studying whether brian damage causes criminal behaviour? Not in terms of this definition. It depends how they use their research. (It is very limited.) In this example, they are not “engaged regularly as experts in an activity intended to provide professional expertise to the judicial system.” 
· Broad definition: does not have to go to court; covers clinical, research and a combination of both. 

“A research endeavor and/or a professional practice that examines human behaviour in 
relation to the legal system”. 

Types of Forensic Psychology: (Prof. does motivation-based)
	
	CLINICAL
	EXPERIMENTAL

	Job may include
	Research and practice
	Research

	Area of Interest
	Mental health an the law
	Human behaviour and the law

	Training 
	M.A. or Ph.D. in psychology and internships
	Ph.D. level graduate training in psychology


Interaction of Psychology and the Law:

Possible Exam Question

There are 3 key areas: 

1. Psychology in the law                HINT: Application in court.
2. Psychology and the law             HINT: Research.
3. Psychology of the law
1. Psychology in the law = the use of psychology within the legal system as it currently operates. 
2. Psychology and the law = the use of psychology to study the operation of the legal system. 
3. Psychology of the law = the use of psychology to study the law itself (least common form). 
Examples...
e.g.1. Police officer using open-ended Qs when interviewing a child witness. →in the law. 

e.g.2. (More global) How much discretion should judges have when sentencing? →of the law. 

e.g.3. Psychologist acting as a trail consultant to a lawyer →in the law/ courtroom. 

e.g.4. Research on jurors about screening... →and the law.  

History: Genesis of Modern Forensic Psychology 

1895
Cattell → IQ Testing

· very 1st experiments: what would later be called eyewitness testimony (asked people to recall things they had witnessed in their everyday life) 
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 Apple Seed Example:
e.g. In what direction do apple seeds point? 


1. range in terms of confidence 


2. range in answers (up, down, sideways, intermittent) 

· Might have been different if done independently (instead of in a group) 
· All kinds of variability (in terms of confidence and correct/incorrect). 
1990
Binet   → Suggestibility in Children

· A button is glued to poster board. Divided them into private groups. Each group was asked a different question: 

Group 1. Write down everything you saw. 


Group 2. How was the button attached to the board? 


Group 3. Wasn’t the button attached by a thread? 


Group 4. What colour was the thread attached to the board? 

·  Which was most accurate? Group 1.
· As opposed to misleading, biased specific/narrow questions. (e.g. People will assume that it was held to the board with a thread.) 
· with eyewitness testimony, the more specific you get, the more misleading. In an actual crime, this has huge implications (high stress, etc.) The majority of exonerations are b/c of inaccurate eyewitness testimonies.
 This is why it is so important to do more research in this area. 
· Most accurate = free recall (no hints, not planting anything) 
· Least accurate = highly misleading
1910
Stern   → Eyewitness “reality experiment”

· was teaching law students and a fight broke out between 2 students & it escalated until one eventually pulled out a revolver. Once they found out that it was staged, he had students all write down what what they experienced/saw. It was most often inaccurate; embellished. 
· Error range (4 to 12) 
· What was the difference b/w before and after the revolver was pulled? Emotions reduce accuracy of recall. 
· 1st to show that a person’s emotions can reduce the accuracy of the recall. 
· Binet did further research into whether we should really be using children in eyewitness testimonies, but there are inaccuracies regardless (with adults too). 
Psychologists in Court: 

1896
Albert Von Schrenck-Notzing (first to touch on eyewitness testimony)

· Trial of Münich man accused of the murder of 3 women. There was a lot of sensational pre-trial media/publicity. 
· Decided to look at its effects on witnesses. 
What was seen vs. what was heard
· retroactive memory falsification: confuses actual memories with what they’ve heard (witnesses could not differentiate b/w what happened and what they’d been told). 
Psychology and the law:
· Pre-trial publicity today → Some high profile cases are moved to another district (change of venue), but in bigger cases, it’s difficult to avoid. 
· Today especially b/c of all of our means of communication; sometimes why people simply plead guilty b/c they feel as though they don’t have a chance. 
Basically Reinventing Reality:

1911
Varendonck 

·  Also concerned with retroactive memory falsification with children. Asked to recall someone who had supposedly approached them earlier and they all fabricated responses. As a group, children were prone to suggestibility. 
· Free recall = most accurate. 
· Avoid children as witnesses in courtroom. 
· Stern and Binet though, feel that these inaccuracies apply to everyone.
 
Forensic Psychology in North America:
· when dealing with offender population often had problems with boundaries (having not been properly socialized as to what is and is not acceptable) 
1908
Hugo Münsterberg
· He studied under Willhelm Wundt: cautious with research results (until he was sure). 
· Münsterberg was his not-so-cautious student, who exaggerated and embellished his findings. He was very arrogant and abrasive; often badmouthed the legal profession. 
· Originally, met with a lot of resistance overall for forensic psychology. 
· His approach was so offensive that it can be argued that he did not necessarily advance this field. He was the object of a lot of public scorn and his work died off quickly.
· On the witness stand, he did not have the research base
 and his style was offensive to many; patriarchal. Had he not died of a heart attack, he would likely have been publicly ostracized. 
· Nonetheless, he spearheaded the field and was still coined the father of modern forensic psychology. 
Gender impact in terms of juror’s ability → today, they are finding that there is no difference. Circumstances though affect it)

Court cases: 

1. One of the best known cases, Brown v. Board of Education (1954), was the first case in which an African American had work cited re: segregation. Obama made reference to it in his Commencement Speech. 

2. Jenkins v. US (1962): Offender accused of break and enter.

Note: They didn’t used to accept psychologists as qualified for expert testimony. This is a landmark case; some psychologists can offer their professional opinion (must be an expert in this area). 

Psychological Theories of Crime: Focus on 3 in specific. 

Psychoanalytic theories: Overall, attributable to Freud. Although he had very little to say about crime and criminals, he still influenced the field. 

1906
Speech to Austrian Judges → “the task for the therapist” is that they have to be a little 
bit of a detective. 

· John Bowlby: Theory of maternal deprivation. 
· He thought that criminal behaviour was the result of a damaged or deficient superego (and blamed on mother). Looked at juvenile delinquents; believe it was the result of maternal deprivation. Found that many offenders had be separated from mothers. 
· He was criticized b/c of assessment procedures and poor control groups. 
· Today though, we realize maternal bonding is very important (from a developmental point of view). No secure attachment and/or poor parenting does factor in, but it is not the sole reason. 
Learning theories: 

· Reward and punishment; behaviour learned and maintained in terms of punishment. 
· Social learning theory: do things they  are rewarded for and not do things they are punished for. 
· Thus, criminal behaviour can be decreased using social learning theory/learning through direct and indirect consequences. 
· How do you learn things: modeling, imitation, family, peers & culture. 
· “You are who you hang out with.” This is especially important for the offender population. 
· Sometimes people on parole may be restricted from spending time with certain people (in terms of social learning theory)
· One of the biggest issues is they must forge new bonds (as opposed to isolating themselves, without a support group, etc.) On the other hand, many get a girlfriend and spend all of their time with them. It is very important to help them to establish a pro-social support system. 
Ask yourself...

· What are 3 speeches that have shaped/influenced your life?
· How about 3 people? (Think about the pro-social support group therein.)
Personality theories: 

· Extraversion⎬  With both extraversion and neuroticism, individual is under aroused, always
· Neuroticism⎬   looking out for more stimulation. Also less responsive to negative 
· Psychoticism   consequences of their actions. Tend to be more neurotic = unpleasant


         situation. 

Eysenk wrote a theory that if you are high on both extraversion and neuroticism, you are more likely to be criminal.

Expert Witness: There are 2 primary functions:

1. help to understand (a particular issue relevant to the case)
2. provide an opinion. 
· very different than regular witness (who can only testify about what happened/what they directly observed). They have done research and are published (have expertise in that area).

e.g. If the prof. were called to speak about a specific subject (like motivational 
interviewing, treatment readiness and responsivity) and give her expert opinion, whereas if 
she were called in to speak about a particular case she had experience with, she would be a 
regular witness. 


e.g. parole officer gets subpoenaed → regular witness. 

Note: Because of lawyers, etc. be sure to differentiate. To be called on as a witness behooves you to correct them, should they wrongly address you as an expert or regular witness. 

Barriers to Providing Testimony (Hess, 1987, 1999)
	
	Psychology
	Law

	1. Knowledge
	Research
	Stare decisis

	2. Methodology
	Nomothetic
	Idiographic

	3. Epistemology
	Experiments
	Adversarial

	4. Criteria
	Strict
	Lenient

	5. Nature
	Descriptive
	Prescriptive

	6. Principles
	Multiple
	Single

	7. Latitude
	Limited
	Unlimited


Admissibility Criteria: US
· Daubert → Pharmaceutical: Be provided by a qualified expert, be relevant, reliable: peer reviewed, testable, recognized rate of error and meet professional standards. 
Admissibility Criteria: Canada

·  Mohan: must be provided by an expert, be relevant, be necessary (more than common knowledge) and not violate rules of exclusion. 

That’s why in research, it is important to 1. Do the research 2. Inform the public. 

Exercise: Speeding 

1. Prof. told the class to imagine they were speeding. 

2. What are you thinking to justify this? 
3. You are pulled over by an officer. Now what? 
4. You are ticketed and go right back to speeding. And? 

N: Consider how you change your justifications throughout. 

Consequences: sometimes do not deter you and instead provoke you. 

· criminal thinking
· When you’re speeding, you’re thinking 1 thing. When pulled over, you potentially change the justification/excuse and blame another. 
· This applies to offenders (who may say to themselves “I just had a urinalysis the other day, what’re the chances?...) 
· Must focus on the positive; reasons to slow down. This is cognitive restructuring.
 Offenders simply do it on a larger scale. 
· Why are you attempting to neutralize it? People make excuses when they do not feel right about their behaviour. This can be considered a good thing (because it indicates that they have a conscience).
*Video clip: from special features of Catch me if you can*

· based on the real case of Frank Abagnale
· operated in the mid1960s: during a time of trust. 
· he strikes people now as a genuine and intellectual person, who was misguided. 
· He was very negatively influenced by his parents’ divorce and left home at a young age.
· He would go after larger corporations, not the individual. 
· Used social camouflage: presentational style
· worked as everything from a lawyer, teacher and doctor to a pilot.
· Was finally caught and turned his life around. 
· The most amazing thing was that he was able to turn it around and actually make more money than he ever made previously.
Next week: We will cover deception.
� Think of: Darth Vader in the lineup spoof.


� Prof’s story of a gang fight in Tio Juan.


� Different than skills-building. 
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