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In “similarity judgments,” witnesses view
one lineup candidate at a time, rather
than be pressured to make a choice from
among several potential candidates
simultaneously.

Similarity Judgments as an Alternative to

Traditional Lineups for Eyewitness Testimony
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researchers, is based on a more
contemporary understanding of the workings
of memory (Brewer et al., 2020).

Confidence Ratings for
Sequential vs. Simultaneous
Lineups
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Figure 1: Confidence ratings for sequential vs.
simultaneous lineups, in both inaccurate and accurate IDs.
(Source of Data: Beaudry et al., 2015)
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Figure 2: Accuracy ratings nts in control
conditions (untimed) vs. deadline conditions (3 second
max time allowed).

(Source: Brewer et al., 2012)

Conclusion

* Increased accuracy in the
identification of culprits means a
higher number of criminal
convictions, and a lower number of
innocent people being wrongfully
accused.

* Similarity judgment ratings may
decrease perception of guilt,
however, accurate identifications is
the goal.
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