. The Guidelines are clear that the monitor should avoid seeking to obtain
more evidence from a child or young person after the interview.

PARENTS AS INTERVIEWERS:
CONTAMINATION AND CONSEQUENCES

Proposition 20: The presence of a combination of suggestive interviewing
techniques is more damaging than the presence of a sing%

suggestive factor.

Supporting Research and Opinion : %ig
¢ In the first 80 years of this century, most of the researg % estibitl @
)

focused on the effects of asking a single misleading que f providi
erroneous post event information on the subsequent ac v-of Yeports.

study of suggestive techniques includes strategie&li\rgﬁeated i ie '
repeated questioning within interviews, the use of threats’ and ds, and
other techniques that are intended to put the

ild at ease arilitate
asac x cd;mingling

he form of
ent~studies have
described (for a
) ildren typically
participated in some event and the ere i sing one or more of
the alleged suggestive intervigwi e elow. The resulfs of
these newer studies sh i rviewing techniques just
described can comprop én's reports. When used in
combination, such t detrimental to the accuracy of
young children's r
events that ne

actual event t
actually oscur
|

misleading questions, but not always.
examined the influence of a number of the biase

account has been contaminated, the effect of the

g cannot be reversed.

ypporﬁng arch and Opinion :

. Finally, I address the question of whether steps can be taken to ameliorate
the situation when there is concern that children's reports have been
contaminated. As explained above, contamination can be minimised by

193Bruck, M., Ceci, S.J., and Hembrooke, H. (1998) Reliability and Credibility of Young
Children's Reports: From Research to Policy and Practice, American Psychologist, Vol. 53,
No. 2,136
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interviewing children as soon as possible after the alleged incidents,
thereby affording minimal opportunities for contamination of the initial
accounts. Once contamination has occurred, it is typically impossible to
reverse its effects, and children will be unable - except in rare circumstances
unlike those at issue in the Ellis case - to distinguish between details that
were 'real' and those which were 'suggested'.194

This inability to distinguish among the sources of information reflects basic

memory processes, not maliciousness or a conscious attempt to deceive.195 @

The only effective safeguard against contamination is prevention.

allegecllgvictims must be interviewed professionally as soon as any su@pid
arises' 7%,

Proposition 22;: Even experts are unable to distinguish agcgur
inaccurate accounts given by children, idi

u
detail by the child is NOT a hallpfarklof an X

account.
Supporting Research and Opinion : q §XE %
. Although there is not a great de haracteristics of

children's false reports, can i i uish between true
reports and fictitious re series of misleading
interactions with adults? % i al. (1994) showed 10
videotapes of children-tr 12 clinical and research
psychologists whe children, the professionals
ieting true and false descriptions. It is

h betwe fictitious reports not because the
i ished but rather because their false

n eristics that professionals associate with
@ idiosyncratic details and spontaneous

e, Ceci, 1997; Ceci, Loftus, et al, 1994). (at

at although the accuracy of children’s reports may be
negatiyely in ced by a number of suggestive influences, this does not

necessa ean that they will appear credible to others. An intriguing

u n As/whether a juror, a child development researcher, a child

ish,”an experienced social worker, or a judge can differentiate

n whose reports are accurate from those whose reports are a product

y uggestive interviews. The existing evidence suggests that trained

ofessionals cannot reliably tell the difference between these two kinds of
children when the children have been subjected to repeated interviewing

194First Affidavit of Dr Michael Lamb, tendered to the Court of Appeal at the second
a Eeal hearing, paragraph 99

195Fjrst Affidavit of Dr Michael Lamb, tendered to the Court of Appeal at the second
agpeal hearing, paragraph 100

196(First Affidavit of Dr Lamb, p41)

197poole, D.A., and Lamb, M.E. Investigative interviews of children: A guide for helping
professionals, American Psychological Association, Washington DC.
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techniques that have been conducted over long periods." The authors then
cite the results of the Sam Stone study, and state: "when experts, (who
included mental health professionals, research psychologists, judges, social
workers, and prosecutors) were shown videotapes of children in the Sam
Stone study and asked to judge the children's credibility, they were very
inaccurate. They judged children whose reports were a product of suggestive
interviewing as highly credible and believable, whereas those whose
reports were more accurate were often judged to be less believable and
credible.” (at page 144)198,

. The recent research of Bruck has been into considering whether 1ingu%@

reports. The results of that work were summarised by the autho
results of this study indicate that it is the first narrative that ias é

by nonsuggestive techniques that allowed the clearest dif
between true and false stories. This is because children

d the
false stories, which as a result contained few details ring jthe fiz
narrative. However, with repeated interviews the \ es

u .

came to resemble the true stories in terms of eQO ber of <de
mentioned, the spontaneity of the utterances, r of n e 1/1/
inconsistency across narratives, the elaborativéné the (;1; §, a

cohesiveness of the narrative. It is only, consistenty acr

interviewed. In addition, when fa a result of repeated
suggestive interviewing they take that make them

seem more believable than e na ically, after a number of
interviews, false narratives % tive material than did
true narratives." (at pag =4
. Research had that skilled and experienced evaluators of
children's tegti ave istinguishing between reports of
i¢

events th £78,ac ally %%bﬂ and reports of events or details that

1

has to be correct.

198Bruck, M., Ceci, S.J., and Hembrooke, H. (1998) Reliability and Credibility of Young
Children's Reports: From Research to Policy and Practice, American Psychologist, Vol. 53,
No. 2, 136

199Bruck, M., Ceci, S.J., and Hembrooke, H. (1998) Reliability and Credibility of Young
Children's Reports: From Research to Policy and Practice, American Psychologist, Vol. 53,
No. 2,136

200First Affidavit of Dr Michael Lamb, tendered to the Court of Appeal at the second
appeal hearing, at paragraph 98.
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Supporting Research and Opinion :

The Wood Commission.

. Mr Ralph Underwager gave expert evidence on behalf of the defendants at
the Wood Commission that:

the methodology of the investigation had to be correct, otherwise

not to be underestimated.

Supporting Research and Opinion : @
The Wood Commission, %
] Mr Ralph Underwager gave expert evidence on b ofrthe def
the Wood Commission that:
rrounding thenallegs
pasental Q%t?’

false accusations could be produced;
Proposition 24: The effect of the publicity surrounding such allegaﬁons§

. the existence of intense publici
likely to increase the level 5 a ,
consequence that anything in Id th itherto been
accepted as normal might n% en as p@ly normal;

ally contain an

y and fiction;

ntasy and fiction elements may become incorporated

into accounts of actual events.

Supporting Research and Opinion :

The Wood Commission.

. Mr Ralph Underwager gave expert evidence on behalf of the defendants at
the Wood Commission that:
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. children may then incorporate this information into their 'memory’
which then destroys their ability to produce an accurate recall;

Proposition 27: A reconstituted memory can be believed by a child and a

child can seem persuasive in the genuineness of the
memory.

Supporting Research and Opinion :

The Wood Commission. %
at
t
a i/\/

the Wood Commission that:

. Mr Ralph Underwager gave expert evidence on behalf of the d%
. reconstituted memories in children may result § appeari
have a clean, sharp and subjectively certain @ r eve

never happened; 2 &
Proposition 28: Children have limited cogniﬁv%acity. @

Supporting Research and Opinion : %ﬁ § i

The Wood Commission.

Proposition 29:

Suppo@ysearch inion :
% e Wo. isston.
@ Ralph Underwager gave expert evidence on behalf of the defendants at
ood Comumnission that:
» @ research supports the propositions that children do not begin to

consider abstract concepts such as duty, honour and truth until aged
about 10 or 11 years;

ey are aged about 10 or 11 years.

. the declaration in the Oaths Act to tell the truth at all times in the
court would have no meaning to three to five year-olds;

. Associate Professor WALKER, the Associate Professor of Behavioural
Sciences at the University of Sydney, gave evidence on behalf of the
defendants that:
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children of four years of age cannot reason in an abstract way, and

do not have a clear working concept of truth, or of right or wrong;

and that

Childhood in Sydney gave evidence on behalf

of three and five; and that

p.

information from a child.

Supporting Research and Opinion :

The Wood Commissign,

. Mr Ralph Underwager gave expert evidence on

the Wood Commission that;

the best method of obtaining

questions;

Proposition 31: Children are ca él\q elling (s
vx{ to /adglt's

abuse and dﬂ@é
inion

SR

. Ralph nderv{g/\r%re expert evidence on
the Wogd Comfni sfaé at:
e

%}ﬁ\teme
three to five years was to allo il
“under ‘free recall"- that is, free pre

Ms Fay PETTIT, a lecturer in Child Development at the Institute of Early

of the defendants that:

the "truth” was too abstract a concept for children between the ages

ants’at

&

eh f theédé\fgnd

o
a child aged
o

a statement

ild
ss%esﬁon or leading
N ~

o%ut topics of child

o

erests.

behalf of the defendants at

ch case it was likely that the children had been

in t&@é

mgy taught a story,

C

>N
e tape of discussions between the

breakfast illustrated the purpose o

unwittingly, highly suggestive and pre

choice questions.

2 ed more to the adults’ interests;

which grew with each telling and

; and that

parent and the child over
f the parent which was,
sented the child with forced

Proposition 32: To minimise the possibility of a child's account being

contaminated the family of the child should not question,

or speak in front of, the child about the allegation.

Supporting Research and Opinion :
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I'he Wood Commission.

. Associate Professor WALKER gave evidence that while there was no
perfect way to obtain untainted evidence:

. it was desirable not to have a family interrogate or speak in front of

the child;

Proposition 33: Children should only be interviewed in spec1ahst

interviewing and examination centres;

Supporting Research and Opinion :

The Wood Commission. % :
J Associate Professor WALKER gave evidence that %ere w

perfect way to obtain untainted evidence:

. there should be a specialised unit establish here child\ ¢an

be taken for examination and mterx

Proposition 34: The interviewer should ha genéraldutline of the
e provide l@ all the details
of the allegation. @ @
Supporting Research and Opinic @

Assoc1ate evidence that while there was no
perfect - o) amu : ence:

erso ing the interview should have only a very
eral

. Associate Professor WALKER gave evidence that while there was no
perfect way to obtain untainted evidence:

. the child should not be interviewed and re-interviewed
repeatedly, a procedure regarded as a "coaching procedure”;

Proposition 36; The interview needs to be even handed and fully
recorded.
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Supporting Research and Opinion :

The Wood Commission.

. Associate Professor WALKER gave evidence that while there was no
perfect way to obtain untainted evidence:

fully recorded assessment session;

. the interview process required a very competent, even handed, and @

Proposition 37; Interviews should be conducted by specialist trai
interviewers.

Supporting Research and Opinion : @ @
The Wood Commission. @
. Associate Professor WALKER gave evidence&;%hl thenév%

perfect way to obtain untainted evidence:

7

. the interview should be conduct iatrist, or
by a clinical psychologist in the

sensitive, accurate and S i iewing of small
children; and that

Proposition 38: The interviewin

R gave evidence that while there was no
ai inted evidence:

the pr c@ hould commence as soon as there is a serious worry

ncerning the child, and before talk and stress within the family
h effect.

3 adults preconception of events, if transmitted to the
children, can impact on the reliability of the accounts

g given by children.

Supporting Research and Opinion :

The Wood Commission.

. Associate Professor WALKER, from her analysis of the material supplied
in relation to the Seabeach Case, formed the opinion that
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