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IP109 Roy S. Malpass, Effective Size and Defendant Bias in Eyewitness Identification Lineups, 5 
Law & Hum. Behav. 299 (1981). 
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CONFIDENCE -ACCURACY RELATIONSHIP 

D57 John C. Brigham, Target Person Distinctiveness and Attractiveness as Moderator Variables in 
the Confidence-Accuracy Relationship in Eyewitness Identifications, 11 Basic & Applied Soc. 
Psychol. 101 (1990). 
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IP226 Rachel Zajac & Nicola Henderson, Don’t it Make my Brown Eyes Blue: Co-witness 
Misinformation About a Target’s Appearance Can Impair Target-Absent Lineup Performance, 17 
Memory 266 (2009).   
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IP9 Lynn Garrioch & C.A. Elizabeth Brimacombe, Lineup Administrators’ Expectations: Their 
Impact on Eyewitness Confidence, 25 Law & Hum. Behav. 299 (2001). 
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* IP30 Robert Rosenthal & Donald B. Rubin, Interpersonal Expectancy Effects: The First 345 
Studies, 3 Behav. & Brain Sci. 377 (1978).  

IP58 Amy Bradfield Douglass et al., A Problem with Double-Blind Photospread Procedures: 
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(1999).  

IP211 Ronald P. Fisher & Nadja Schreiber, Interview Protocols to Improve Eyewitness Memory, in 
1 The Handbook of Eyewitness Psychology: Memory for Events 53 (Michael P. Toglia et al. eds., 
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Actual Victims and Witnesses of Crime, 74 J. Applied Psychol. 722 (1989). 

IP222 Richard George & Brian Clifford, Making the Most of Witnesses, 8 Policing 185 (1992). 
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Testimony: The View from the Laboratory, 18 Law & Hum. Behav. 635 (1994). 

ESTIMATOR VARIABLES 

OWN-RACE BIAS (CROSS-RACE EFFECT) 
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Limitation of the ‘Pop-Out’ Effect and the 10- to 12-Second Rule, 21 Applied Cognitive Psychol. 
677 (2007). 

DISGUISES & CHANGES IN APPEARANCE 

IP162 Douglas J. Narby et al., The Effects of Witness, Target, and Situational Factors on Eyewitness 
Identifications, in Psychological Issues in Eyewitness Identification 23 (Siegfried Ludwig Sporer et 
al. eds., 1996). 
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