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Memory as Evidence
“Advocates and SANEs [Sexual Assault Nurse 
Examiners] get frustrated when we canʼt move 
forward with an investigation, but sometimes we 
canʼt because the victim doesnʼt remember what 
happened or there are inconsistencies [in her 
story].”

From (Cole & Logan, 2010)









Metacognition and 
Testimony

 Interviewees control whether they volunteer or 
withhold specific items of information (i.e., to 
respond “I don’t know”)

 Interviewees determine what to say based on 
likely accuracy of their answer (i.e., confidence)

How does alcohol affect these strategies?



Research Questions
 Do participants who were acutely alcohol-

intoxicated during the assault effectively monitor 
their memory?

 Are intoxicated compared to sober participants 
less accurate in their testimony?



Participants

 180 women between the ages of 18 and 32 (M = 20.38 years)
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Screening

 Medical conditions

 Medication

 Problem drinking behaviours

 Pregnancy
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Memory Test
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Method: Session 1, Encoding Phase



Method: Session 1, Encoding Phase



Method: Session 1, Encoding Phase



Method: Session 1, Encoding Phase



Stage 1 Stage 2: 
Memory Test

Stage 3

Screening
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Manipulation

Rape Scenario
24 hours – 4 months later
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Quantity of information 
volunteered

 Women who had 
consumed the highest dose 
of alcohol reported fewer 
answers than their 
counterparts



Quantity of information 
volunteered

 Women who had 
consumed the highest dose 
of alcohol were just as 
accurate in the memories 
they reported



Quantity of information 
volunteered

 Women most accurate 
about the central (i.e., 
perpetrator) details 
compared to peripheral 
(e.g., bystanders) details 
they reported 
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Intoxicated participants 
engage in a quantity-
accuracy trade-off



Confidence-Accuracy 
Calibration
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Implications and Future 
Directions
 Alcohol does not necessarily affect the quality of 

memory reports

 Embrace interviewees who say ‘I don’t know’

 Repeated interviews do not result in worse quality 
evidence

 Expect fewer peripheral details to be reported and 
accurately remembered

 Immediate interviews can protect memory evidence

 Protect victims/witnesses from suggestible influences



Recommended National 
Guidelines for Interviewing 
Intoxicated Victims of Rape
Coevolving guidance with Leicestershire Police and CPS, and 
others, such as Rape Crisis, Jasmine House, Free from Violence and 
Abuse, ACPO, College of Policing, University Student’s Unions

Conference:

 Interviewing Intoxicated Victims: Evidence for Practice

 July 17th @ Leicester Police HQ
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