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Judging the credibility of eyewitnesses with different attributes 
 

Yasuyuki NABATA (Department of Psychology, Hokkaido University) 

Makiko NAKA (Department of Psychology, Hokkaido University) 

 

  The purpose of this study was to investigate the credibility of eyewitnesses with different attributes. 

Eyewitness attributes were age (3, 5, 10, 15, 50, and 70 years), race (White, Black, Islamic, and Asian), 

disability (visual, hearing, developmental, and learning), appearance (good-looking and not-good-looking), 

and social status (high and low). Forty participants judged the credibility of all attributes compared with the 

standard attributes (e.g., 20-year-old, Japanese) and supplied the reasons for their judgment on the question 

sheet. The results showed that the credibility of the attributes presented was lower than that of the standard 

attributes, with the exception of 50-year-old, good appearance, and high social status. Participants gave many 

kinds of reasons for judging some attributes as having particularly low credibility (5-year-old, learning 

disability) compared with the higher-credibility attributes (70-year-old, hearing impairment). Thus, this study 

provided data about the credibility of eyewitness with different attributes, which will be useful to the study of 

judging the credibility of eyewitness testimony. 

Key words: eyewitness, credibility, attribute 
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