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Confirmation Bias
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Forensic Confirmation Bias

Target article

The forensic confirmation bias: Problems, perspectives, and proposed solutions
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Example: Barry Laughman

- Laughman confesses to rape
and murder of elderly neighbor

- Rapist has Type A blood,;
Laughman has Type B blood

« Chemist concocts theories that
reconcile blood with confession

- Served 16 years in prison




Overall Aims

« Studies 1 + 2

Does knowledge of a recanted confession affect
subsequent judgments of handwriting evidence?

- Studies 3 + 4

How does the adoption of eyewitness identification
procedures affect context-laden judgments?



Study 1 Method
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Study 1 Reslulits
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Study 2 Method
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Study 2 Reslulits
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Study 3 Method

Exhibit A:
508 Crersca Pocses

e
T ok S it om . 01T

T understand my vignts b remam

5‘\14+ and 4o el a lawyer and
T aqree 4w +alk at this +Hme
9

Eegy—aref =

—5bro—t

e

Exhibit A:
$0) Cuersca Posser .

Tovem st e W10

T undecstand my rignts b remam

sheat and do Al a lawyer and
T anee Ao ulk ok $his Hme.

Exhibit B

Exhibit A:

sea Pories

Cstand my /xjwl: b remam

s\t and Ao el @ lanyer and
= L

Exhibit A:

@ £a Posscs

T undecstand my o

a lawger and

sher and 4o eall

T agfee o balk ab His e T agree A dalk ab dhis Hme
vt *
i o i 7 o
7 i [ —— U ol = e v |
Exhibit B Exhibit C Exhibit D Exhibit B Exhibit C Exhibit D

TA

TP



Materials

| Exhibit A:

19 Park Strest; thels2a, M4, 02150

I W\&e(s*’iv\g My le \V\*J ’h) CMia N
sk, Gany e Bl

‘ﬁwyef O\V\d
T 0\3(% Ao dalk at- s Jrﬂme

Chle! o! Police

QOffice: (617

-Q: chelseama.goy

2

Leq; tzvrr@ff"" D~ I
'---S\lmo - 1/014

J‘m

= [{ 79

c:a,ré HE—f

= 3@:;;—; =

“ _\t 9 -7—@_—_};&—@v (aq\n

Exhibit B

Exhlblt C

EXhlblt D



Study 3 Resulits
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Study 4 Method
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Study 4 Reslulits
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