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11. 

In 1974 in response to media focus on some criminal cases In 1974 in response to media focus on some criminal cases 
involving what turned out to be false convictions based on involving what turned out to be false convictions based on 
mistaken witness testimony, the Government in England mistaken witness testimony, the Government in England 

d W l t ffi i l C itt f I i th td W l t ffi i l C itt f I i th tand Wales set up an official Committee of Inquiry that and Wales set up an official Committee of Inquiry that 
sought to better understand how honest witnesses can sought to better understand how honest witnesses can 
sometimes give incorrect testimony in court Thissometimes give incorrect testimony in court Thissometimes give incorrect testimony in court.  This sometimes give incorrect testimony in court.  This 
Committee was chaired by Lord Devlin and its report was Committee was chaired by Lord Devlin and its report was 
published in 1976.published in 1976.
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InIn thethe earlyearly 19801980ss II conductedconducted (with(with BrianBrian Clifford)Clifford) forfor thethe

GovernmentGovernment aa programmeprogramme ofof researchresearch studiesstudies thatthat waswasGovernmentGovernment aa programmeprogramme ofof researchresearch studiesstudies thatthat waswas
givengiven anan impetusimpetus byby thethe 19761976 publicationpublication ofof thisthis ‘Devlin‘Devlin
Report’Report’..pp

TheThe ReportReport statedstated thatthat asas farfar asas thethe CommitteeCommittee membersmembers werewere
concernedconcerned nono researchresearch hadhad beenbeen conductedconducted onon voicevoice
identificationidentification (i(i..ee.. humanhuman recognitionrecognition ofof aa voicevoice heardheard onlyonly
onceonce before)before) butbut thatthat “research“research shouldshould proceedproceed asas rapidlyrapidly

iblibl i ti t thth ti litti lit ff ii ddasas possiblepossible intointo thethe practicalitypracticality ofof voicevoice paradesparades ...... oror anyany
otherother appropriateappropriate methods”methods”..
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InIn aa 19841984 bookbook chapterchapter inin whichwhich wewe reviewedreviewed ourour researchresearch

studiesstudies (and(and thosethose ofof others)others) wewe concludedconcluded thatthatstudiesstudies (and(and thosethose ofof others)others) wewe concludedconcluded thatthat
“Until“Until future,future, moremore realisticrealistic studiesstudies argueargue toto thethe contrarycontrary wewe

wouldwould recommendrecommend thatthat prosecutionsprosecutions basedbased solelysolely onon aapp yy
witness’witness’ identificationidentification ofof aa suspect’ssuspect’s voicevoice (if(if thethe suspectsuspect
isis aa stranger)stranger) oughtought notnot toto proceed,proceed, oror ifif theythey dodo proceedproceed
theythey shouldshould failfail WeWe saysay thisthis becausebecause wewe areare ofof thethetheythey shouldshould failfail.. WeWe saysay thisthis becausebecause …….. wewe areare ofof thethe
opinionopinion thatthat earear--witnessingwitnessing andand eyeeye--witnessingwitnessing areare
similarlysimilarly andand considerablyconsiderably errorerror proneprone.. ThisThis isis notnot toto saysay
hh ii id ifi iid ifi i h ldh ld bb dd idid hhthatthat voicevoice identificationidentification shouldshould notnot bebe usedused asas anan aidaid toto thethe

prosecutionprosecution oror thethe defence,defence, butbut itit shouldshould notnot formform anyany
majormajor partpart ofof thethe evidenceevidence presentedpresented inin courtcourt..””majormajor partpart ofof thethe evidenceevidence presentedpresented inin courtcourt..
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FiveFive yearsyears later,later, inin 19891989,, anan overviewoverview onon earear--
itit id tifi tiid tifi ti ( itt( itt bb fifiwitnesswitness identificationidentification (written(written byby fivefive

respectedrespected NorthNorth AmericanAmerican psychologistspsychologists ––
D ff b hD ff b h tt ll )) bli h dbli h d th tth tDeffenbacherDeffenbacher etet alal..)) waswas publishedpublished thatthat
examinedexamined allall thethe publishedpublished researchresearch onon thethe

i hi h hi hhi h ll (i(iaccuracyaccuracy withwith whichwhich peoplepeople (in(in
experiments)experiments) areare ableable correctlycorrectly toto identifyidentify aa

ii hh h dh d i li l II h ih ivoicevoice theythey heardheard onceonce previouslypreviously.. InIn theirtheir
concludingconcluding paragraphparagraph theythey statedstated thatthat
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“Inasmuch“Inasmuch asas thethe resultsresults wewe havehave reportedreported areare optimaloptimal inin thatthat

witnesseswitnesses werewere notnot stressedstressed andand therethere waswas nono attemptattempt atatwitnesseswitnesses werewere notnot stressedstressed andand therethere waswas nono attemptattempt atat
voicevoice disguise,disguise, recognitionrecognition accuracyaccuracy atat realisticrealistic delaysdelays andand
speechspeech samplesample durationsdurations waswas soso lowlow thatthat wewe wouldwould agreeagree

ithith B llB ll andand Clifford’sClifford’s ((19841984)) concl sionsconcl sions DependingDependingwithwith BullBull andand Clifford’sClifford’s ((19841984)) conclusionsconclusions.. DependingDepending
onon thethe parametersparameters involved,involved, recognitionrecognition ofof anan unfamiliarunfamiliar
voicevoice maymay havehave aa sufficientsufficient probabilityprobability ofof accuracyaccuracy thatthat itityy p yp y yy
couldcould bebe ofof useuse inin aa policepolice investigationinvestigation.. UnlessUnless furtherfurther
moremore ecologicallyecologically validvalid studiesstudies argueargue toto thethe contrary,contrary,
howeverhowever earear--witnessingwitnessing isis soso errorerror proneprone asas toto suggestsuggest thatthathowever,however, earear--witnessingwitnessing isis soso errorerror proneprone asas toto suggestsuggest thatthat
nono casecase shouldshould bebe prosecutedprosecuted solelysolely onon identificationidentification
evidenceevidence involvinginvolving anan unfamiliarunfamiliar voicevoice..””
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AA laterlater overviewoverview ofof researchresearch onon voicevoice identificationidentification waswas

publishedpublished inin 19951995.. InIn thatthat chapterchapter aa CanadianCanadian professorprofessor ofofpublishedpublished inin 19951995.. InIn thatthat chapterchapter aa CanadianCanadian professorprofessor ofof
psychologypsychology (Dan(Dan Yarmey)Yarmey) reviewedreviewed notnot onlyonly 1212
publicationspublications ofof hishis ownown butbut alsoalso somesome 2222 publicationspublications byby
otherother peoplepeople onon thethe topictopic ofof oiceoice identificationidentification ThisThisotherother peoplepeople onon thethe topictopic ofof voicevoice identificationidentification.. ThisThis
overviewoverview statedstated thatthat “One“One ofof thethe mythsmyths stillstill heldheld byby manymany
laypersonslaypersons andand officialsofficials inin thethe criminalcriminal justicejustice systemsystem isisypyp jj yy
thethe beliefbelief thatthat eyewitnesseyewitness memory,memory, includingincluding voicevoice
recognition,recognition, isis merelymerely commoncommon knowledge”knowledge” andand thatthat “Most“Most
voicevoice identificationidentification issuesissues ofof concernconcern toto thethe courtcourt ofofvoicevoice identificationidentification issuesissues ofof concernconcern toto thethe court,court, ofof
course,course, areare forfor voicesvoices ofof strangersstrangers……identificationidentification forfor
unfamiliarunfamiliar voicesvoices mustmust byby treatedtreated withwith caution”caution”..
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InIn DecemberDecember 19981998 II waswas invitedinvited byby thethe BritishBritish
A dA d ff F iF i S iS i tt ttAcademyAcademy ofof ForensicForensic SciencesSciences toto presentpresent aa paperpaper
onon earear--witnesswitness testimonytestimony.. InIn AugustAugust 19991999 thethe

ti lti l C i i lC i i l C tC t ff A lA l (i(i thth ffnationalnational CriminalCriminal CourtCourt ofof AppealAppeal (in(in thethe casecase ofof
RobertsRoberts)) reportedreported inin itsits writtenwritten judgementjudgement thatthat thethe
ll ff thth ll tll t (i(i thth i t di t dlawyerslawyers forfor thethe appellantappellant (i(i..ee.. thethe convictedconvicted manman
whowho waswas appealingappealing thethe conviction)conviction) hadhad placedplaced
b fb f itit th tth t 19981998 dd thth C tC t t dt d th tth tbeforebefore itit thatthat 19981998 paperpaper andand thethe CourtCourt notednoted thatthat
amongamong thethe pointspoints II mademade werewere thethe followingfollowing::
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•• voicevoice identificationidentification isis moremore difficultdifficult thanthan visualvisual

identificationidentification;;identificationidentification;;
•• voicevoice identificationidentification ofof aa stranger’sstranger’s voicevoice isis aa veryvery difficultdifficult

task,task, eveneven wherewhere thethe opportunitiesopportunities toto listenlisten toto thethe voicevoice arearetask,task, eveneven wherewhere thethe opportunitiesopportunities toto listenlisten toto thethe voicevoice areare
relativelyrelatively goodgood;;

•• voicevoice identificationidentification isis moremore likelylikely thanthan visualvisual identificationidentificationyy
toto bebe wrongwrong;;

•• ordinaryordinary peoplepeople seemseem asas willingwilling toto relyrely onon identificationidentification byby
earear--witnesseswitnesses asas theythey areare onon identificationidentification byby eyeeye--
witnesseswitnesses;;
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•• inin thethe lightlight ofof thethe aboveabove points,points, thethe warningwarning givengiven toto

jurorsjurors ofof thethe dangerdanger ofof aa miscarriagemiscarriage ofof justicejustice inin relationrelationjurorsjurors ofof thethe dangerdanger ofof aa miscarriagemiscarriage ofof justicejustice inin relationrelation
toto witnesseswitnesses whowho areare identifyingidentifying byby voicevoice shouldshould bebe eveneven
moremore stringentstringent thanthan thatthat routinelyroutinely givengiven byby judgesjudges inin
EnglandEngland toto j rorsj rors inin relationrelation toto thethe e idencee idence ofof e ee eEnglandEngland toto jurorsjurors inin relationrelation toto thethe evidenceevidence ofof eyeeye--
witnesseswitnesses.. ItIt shouldshould bebe broughtbrought homehome toto jurorsjurors thatthat therethere isis
anan eveneven greatergreater dangerdanger ofof thethe earear witnesswitness believingbelievinggg gg gg
him/herselfhim/herself toto bebe rightright andand yet,yet, inin fact,fact, beingbeing mistakenmistaken;;

•• earear witnesswitness identificationidentification isis soso proneprone toto errorerror thatthat itit
h ldh ld tt bb li dli d ff i tii ti llshouldshould notnot bebe reliedrelied uponupon forfor aa convictionconviction unlessunless somesome

otherother supportingsupporting oror confirmingconfirming evidenceevidence isis availableavailable..
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InIn thethe lightlight ofof thesethese pointspoints thethe CourtCourt ofof AppealAppeal
d id dd id d ii thth ti lti l b fb f itit th tth t “W“Wdecided,decided, inin thethe particularparticular casecase beforebefore it,it, thatthat “We“We
dodo notnot thinkthink thatthat thethe identification,identification, whichwhich restedrested
l tl t h llh ll thth ii ff thth ll tll t hhalmostalmost whollywholly onon thethe voicevoice ofof thethe appellantappellant asas hehe

spokespoke toto thethe policepolice officers,officers, waswas goodgood enoughenough toto
blbl tt th tth t thithi i tii ti ff ddenableenable usus toto saysay thatthat thisthis convictionconviction waswas safesafe andand

consequentlyconsequently wewe quashquash thisthis conviction”conviction”..
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InIn somesome criminalcriminal trialstrials judgesjudges dodo notnot agreeagree withwith requestsrequests fromfrom

thethe defencedefence lawyerslawyers thatthat earear witnesswitness evidenceevidence maymay bebe sosothethe defencedefence lawyerslawyers thatthat earear--witnesswitness evidenceevidence maymay bebe soso
errorerror proneprone thatthat suchsuch evidenceevidence shouldshould notnot bebe allowedallowed toto
formform partpart ofof thethe prosecutionprosecution casecase.. Instead,Instead, theythey sometimessometimespp pp ,, yy
allowallow anan ‘Expert‘Expert Witness’Witness’ (such(such asas myself)myself) toto testifytestify (e(e..gg..
informinform thethe jury)jury) (i)(i) aboutabout researchresearch findingsfindings onon thethe generalgeneral

li bilili bili ff i ii i ( h( h hh i di d b )b )reliabilityreliability ofof earear--witnessingwitnessing (such(such asas thatthat mentionedmentioned above)above)
andand (ii)(ii) onon factorsfactors directlydirectly relevantrelevant toto thethe earear--witnesswitness
evidenceevidence beingbeing presentedpresented inin thatthat particularparticular trialtrial RegardingRegardingevidenceevidence beingbeing presentedpresented inin thatthat particularparticular trialtrial.. RegardingRegarding
thethe latterlatter II have,have, forfor example,example, conductedconducted experimentsexperiments forfor
andand testifiedtestified inin aa numbernumber trialstrials concerningconcerning::gg
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MyMy ‘expert’‘expert’ evidenceevidence inin exampleexample casecase oneone waswas concernedconcerned

withwith whetherwhether peoplepeople couldcould telltell whichwhich oneone (actually(actually thethewithwith whetherwhether peoplepeople couldcould telltell whichwhich oneone (actually(actually thethe
suspect’s)suspect’s) ofof severalseveral voicesvoices inin thethe ‘voice‘voice parade’parade’ playedplayed byby
thethe policepolice toto thethe raperape victimvictim waswas thethe onlyonly oneone thatthat waswas anan
dit ddit d oiceoice samplesample (being(being fromfrom aa policepolice inter ie )inter ie ) thetheeditededited voicevoice samplesample (being(being fromfrom aa policepolice interview),interview), thethe

othersothers speakingspeaking inin aa monologuemonologue (that(that is,is, unedited)unedited) (all(all thethe
speakersspeakers saidsaid differentdifferent things)things)..pp g )g )

TheThe defendantdefendant andand hishis lawyerslawyers werewere ofof thethe viewview thatthat ifif hishis
voicevoice ‘stood‘stood out’out’ inin thisthis wayway fromfrom thethe otherother voicesvoices playedplayed
tt thth i tii ti hh i di d i hti ht hh hihi ii (i(i fftoto thethe raperape victimvictim herher mindmind mightmight choosechoose hishis voicevoice (i(i..ee.. forfor
thethe wrongwrong reason)reason).. InIn orderorder toto testtest thisthis II conductedconducted aa
simplesimple experimentexperiment..pp pp
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InIn thisthis experimentexperiment II playedplayed thethe ‘voice‘voice parade’parade’ toto aa numbernumber ofof peoplepeople andand

askedasked themthem whichwhich voicevoice samplesample waswas fromfrom anan interviewinterview withwith thethepp
policepolice.. TheThe vastvast majoritymajority ofof thethe listenerslisteners chosechose thethe suspect’ssuspect’s samplesample..
AtAt trialtrial II waswas allowedallowed toto presentpresent mymy experimentexperiment andand itsits resultsresults toto thethe
juryjuryjuryjury..

InIn thisthis trialtrial thethe juryjury couldcould notnot agreeagree aa verdictverdict (even(even byby aa majority)majority).. AA yearyear
laterlater therethere waswas aa rere--trialtrial andand thethe suspectsuspect waswas convictedconvicted (by(by aa majoritymajority

t )t )vote)vote)..
InIn responseresponse toto thisthis casecase (and(and similarsimilar casescases thatthat II waswas involvedinvolved in)in) thethe

policepolice serviceservice inin EnglandEngland beganbegan toto drawdraw upup guidelinesguidelines (in(in thethe lightlight ofofpp gg gg pp gg (( gg
eacheach casecase andand mymy relatedrelated expertexpert reports)reports) onon howhow ‘voice‘voice parades’parades’
shouldshould bebe constructedconstructed..
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II ll tt ( hi h( hi h t kt k ll l t )l t )InIn exampleexample casecase twotwo (which(which tooktook placeplace somesome yearsyears later)later) mymy
evidenceevidence concernedconcerned thethe extentextent toto whichwhich thethe (arson(arson andand
murder)murder) suspect’ssuspect’s voicevoice stoodstood outout fromfrom thethe otherother voicesvoices ininmurder)murder) suspect ssuspect s voicevoice stoodstood outout fromfrom thethe otherother voicesvoices inin
thethe voicevoice paradeparade asas betterbetter matchingmatching aa majormajor aspectaspect ofof thethe
briefbrief voicevoice descriptiondescription originallyoriginally givengiven toto thethe policepolice byby thethe
witnesswitness ofof thethe perpetrator’sperpetrator’s voicevoice (in(in termsterms ofof itit beingbeing
“high“high pitched”)pitched”)..
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InIn thisthis casecase thethe policepolice had,had, quitequite rightly,rightly, takentaken thethe troubletrouble toto consultconsult anan

expertexpert inin phoneticsphonetics toto assistassist withwith thethe choosingchoosing ofof thethe nonnon--suspect’ssuspect’spp pp gg pp
voicesvoices thatthat wouldwould appearappear inin thethe ‘voice‘voice parade’parade’.. ThisThis expertexpert hadhad chosenchosen
fromfrom thethe severalseveral dozendozen voicevoice samplessamples thatthat thethe policepolice hadhad givengiven toto him,him,
thosethose thatthat bestbest matchedmatched thethe suspect’ssuspect’s inin termsterms ofof accentaccent recordingrecordingthosethose thatthat bestbest matchedmatched thethe suspect ssuspect s inin termsterms ofof accent,accent, recordingrecording
quality,quality, andand thethe wayway inin whichwhich thethe severalseveral (short)(short) samplessamples ofof eacheach
person’sperson’s speechspeech werewere putput togethertogether intointo aa longerlonger samplesample forfor thatthat
speakerspeaker ThisThis expertexpert thenthen tooktook thethe troubletrouble toto conductconduct aa ‘mock‘mock witness’witness’speakerspeaker.. ThisThis expertexpert thenthen tooktook thethe troubletrouble toto conductconduct aa mockmock witnesswitness
testtest inin whichwhich hehe couldcould demonstratedemonstrate thatthat peoplepeople whowho listenedlistened toto thethe
‘voice‘voice parade’parade’ hehe hadhad constructedconstructed werewere notnot likelylikely toto pickpick outout thethe

t’t’ ii thth b ib i i t i di t i d (b(b thth li )li ) b tb tsuspect’ssuspect’s voicevoice asas thethe oneone beingbeing interviewedinterviewed (by(by thethe police)police) aboutabout anan
arsonarson attackattack..
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Unfortunately,Unfortunately, thethe policepolice diddid notnot informinform thisthis expertexpert thatthat whenwhen

brieflybriefly describingdescribing toto themthem thethe voicevoice hehe overheardoverheard (through(throughbrieflybriefly describingdescribing toto themthem thethe voicevoice hehe overheardoverheard (through(through
aa closedclosed door)door) planningplanning thethe arsonarson attackattack thethe witnesswitness hadhad
mentionedmentioned thatthat thethe voicevoice waswas ““……highhigh pitchedpitched……””.. II
cond ctedcond cted aa smallsmall st dst d inin hichhich peoplepeople listenedlistened toto thetheconductedconducted aa smallsmall studystudy inin whichwhich peoplepeople listenedlistened toto thethe
voicevoice paradeparade thatthat thethe policepolice hadhad playedplayed toto thethe onlyonly witnesswitness..
II askedasked themthem toto indicateindicate (on(on aa responseresponse sheetsheet involvinginvolving aa(( pp gg
sevenseven--pointpoint scale)scale) forfor eacheach voicevoice “how“how highhigh pitched”pitched” itit
waswas.. EightyEighty perper centcent ofof themthem indicatedindicated thatthat ‘voice‘voice G’G’ waswas
thethe highesthighest pitchedpitched voicevoice andand thethe remainingremaining 2020%% indicatedindicatedthethe highesthighest pitchedpitched voicevoice andand thethe remainingremaining 2020%% indicatedindicated
thatthat voicevoice GG andand anotheranother voicevoice werewere higherhigher pitchedpitched thanthan allall
thethe otherother voicesvoices.. VoiceVoice GG waswas thethe suspect’ssuspect’s voicevoice..
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AtAt trialtrial (in(in DecemberDecember 20022002)) II testifiedtestified toto thethe effecteffect thatthat thethe

defendant’sdefendant’s voicevoice couldcould havehave inappropriatelyinappropriately stoodstood outoutdefendant sdefendant s voicevoice couldcould havehave inappropriatelyinappropriately stoodstood outout
fromfrom thethe othersothers becausebecause thethe witnesswitness hadhad originallyoriginally saidsaid toto
thethe policepolice thatthat itit waswas “high“high pitched”pitched”..pp gg pp

TheThe juryjury convictedconvicted thethe defendantdefendant ofof murdermurder (a(a womanwoman dieddied inin
thethe arsonarson attackattack onon herher home)home)

butbut probablyprobably largelylargely becausebecause thethe coco--accusedaccused (her(her exex--
boyfriend)boyfriend) duringduring thethe trialtrial changedchanged fromfrom hishis ‘not‘not guilty’guilty’
pleaplea toto testifyingtestifying thatthat hehe hadhad askedasked thethe defendantdefendant toto carrycarry
outout thethe arsonarson attackattack..
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Largely in the light of the cases I have briefly Largely in the light of the cases I have briefly 
d ib d ( d l t d id d d dd ib d ( d l t d id d d ddescribed (and related guidance produced and described (and related guidance produced and 
updated by the police in response to each of the updated by the police in response to each of the 

l i hi h I t tifi d) th G tl i hi h I t tifi d) th G tseveral cases in which I testified) the Government several cases in which I testified) the Government 
(in England and Wales) decided to issue official (in England and Wales) decided to issue official 

id i id tifi ti ( l t tid i id tifi ti ( l t tguidance on voice identification (relevant aspects guidance on voice identification (relevant aspects 
of which are presented in the following  three of which are presented in the following  three 
lid )lid )slides).slides).



19. ADVICE ON THE USE OF VOICE IDENTIFICATION 
PARADES
Home Office December 2003

PREPARATION OF MATERIALPREPARATION OF MATERIAL

6 The identification officer in charge should obtain a detailed statement from the witness This6 The identification officer in charge should obtain a detailed statement from the witness This6. The identification officer in charge should obtain a detailed statement from the witness. This 6. The identification officer in charge should obtain a detailed statement from the witness. This 
should contain as much detail and description of the voice as is possibleshould contain as much detail and description of the voice as is possible.. All descriptions of the voice All descriptions of the voice 
given by the witness must be included in the material supplied to the relevant forensic phonetics/ given by the witness must be included in the material supplied to the relevant forensic phonetics/ 
linguistics expert. The statement and any ‘first description’ of the suspect's voice should also be the linguistics expert. The statement and any ‘first description’ of the suspect's voice should also be the 
subject of disclosure to the suspect/ solicitor prior to any identification procedure.subject of disclosure to the suspect/ solicitor prior to any identification procedure.subject of disclosure to the suspect/ solicitor prior to any identification procedure. subject of disclosure to the suspect/ solicitor prior to any identification procedure. 

8. The identification officer should obtain a representative sample of the suspect's voice... Experts in 8. The identification officer should obtain a representative sample of the suspect's voice... Experts in 
the field state that under no circumstances should the suspect be invited to read any set text, as thethe field state that under no circumstances should the suspect be invited to read any set text, as thethe field state that under no circumstances should the suspect be invited to read any set text, as the the field state that under no circumstances should the suspect be invited to read any set text, as the 
speech/rhythm/tone may be unnatural and may well be altered by a person reading aloud from speech/rhythm/tone may be unnatural and may well be altered by a person reading aloud from 
prescribed written material. prescribed written material. 

9. The identification officer should obtain no less than 20 samples of speech, from persons of similar9. The identification officer should obtain no less than 20 samples of speech, from persons of similar9. The identification officer should obtain no less than 20 samples of speech, from persons of similar 9. The identification officer should obtain no less than 20 samples of speech, from persons of similar 
age and ethnic, regional and social background as the suspect. A suitable source of such material may age and ethnic, regional and social background as the suspect. A suitable source of such material may 
be other police recorded interview tapes from unconnected cases. be other police recorded interview tapes from unconnected cases. 



20.  The expert
11. The identification officer should request the services of a force approved expert 11. The identification officer should request the services of a force approved expert 
witness in phonetics/ linguistics… to ensure the final selection and compilation of the witness in phonetics/ linguistics… to ensure the final selection and compilation of the 

l i t h ith th t' t l ibll i t h ith th t' t l iblsample voices match with the suspect's as accurately… as possible. sample voices match with the suspect's as accurately… as possible. 

12. The tape containing the sample of the suspect’s voice, together with the batch of 12. The tape containing the sample of the suspect’s voice, together with the batch of 
‘similar voices’ tapes should be passed to the commissioned expert witness‘similar voices’ tapes should be passed to the commissioned expert witnesssimilar voices  tapes should be passed to the commissioned expert witness. similar voices  tapes should be passed to the commissioned expert witness. 

13. The expert should be commissioned to take selected samples of speech from the 13. The expert should be commissioned to take selected samples of speech from the 
batch of tape sources … A total of nine samples should be selected (i.e. the suspect’s batch of tape sources … A total of nine samples should be selected (i.e. the suspect’s 
plus 8 others).plus 8 others).

16. It is strongly advised that the expert and identification officer conduct a number of 16. It is strongly advised that the expert and identification officer conduct a number of 
t t h i tili i k it Th i di id l h ld b i b i ft t h i tili i k it Th i di id l h ld b i b i ftest hearings, utilising mock witnesses… These individuals should be given a brief test hearings, utilising mock witnesses… These individuals should be given a brief 
resuméresumé of the case. They should then be asked to listen to the series of samples under of the case. They should then be asked to listen to the series of samples under 
controlled conditions and asked to try and pick out the suspect for the offence (which controlled conditions and asked to try and pick out the suspect for the offence (which 
they will only be able to do on a random basis…). they will only be able to do on a random basis…). y y )y y )



21. CONDUCT OF AUDIO/VOICE PROCEDURE

22. The suspect's solicitor must be given the opportunity to be present when the voice 22. The suspect's solicitor must be given the opportunity to be present when the voice 
identification procedure is conducted. identification procedure is conducted. 

23. The identification procedure should be videotaped and the suspect given the 23. The identification procedure should be videotaped and the suspect given the 
opportunity to review it at a suitable time after the procedure has taken place.opportunity to review it at a suitable time after the procedure has taken place.

25. The witness must be instructed by the identification officer that the voice of the 25. The witness must be instructed by the identification officer that the voice of the 
suspect may, or may not be on one of the samples played during the procedure. The suspect may, or may not be on one of the samples played during the procedure. The 
witness must be instructed to listen to each tape at least once before he/she makes a witness must be instructed to listen to each tape at least once before he/she makes a 
selection. The witness must be allowed to listen to any or all the samples as many times selection. The witness must be allowed to listen to any or all the samples as many times 
as they wish.as they wish.

27 Following the procedure a statement must be taken from the witness recording the27 Following the procedure a statement must be taken from the witness recording the27. Following the procedure a statement must be taken from the witness, recording the 27. Following the procedure a statement must be taken from the witness, recording the 
events and their selection. events and their selection. 
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Thank you for listening toThank you for listening toThank you for listening to Thank you for listening to 
my voice.my voice.my voice.my voice.




