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Introduction: If you become a suspect in a police investigation, even if you are innocent, you have to convince 

investigators about your innocence. Sometimes the only evidence to corroborate a suspects’ innocence 

consists of an alibi. Unfortunately, alibis are not considered strong evidence for someone’s innocence by legal 

evaluators and decision-makers. Research on alibi credibility, though still nascent, has identified alibi 

consistency and the source of an alibi (motivated other, non-motivated other, physical evidence) as important 

predictors of alibi believability (see special issue on alibis in Behavioral Sciences and the Law; Sauerland, 2017). 

We also know that self-incriminating details (concerning a different crime) on or the inclusion of salacious 

details in an alibi can increase its believability under certain conditions, whereas sometimes such disclosures 

can have negative effects.  

Objectives:  

In this project we will: 

- investigate the effect of self-incriminating details on alibi believability and evaluators’ impressions of suspect 

guilt; 

- establish conditions under which salacious and self-incriminating details increase vs. decrease alibi 

believability; 

- study other factors that may moderate the effect, e.g., the timing of disclosure. 

Setting and Methods:  

Experimental laboratory studies; survey; field study/experiment  

Impact:  

Alibi research is still in its infancy. This project will contribute to the slowly growing data base in this field and 

help develop and test a theory of alibi evaluation. Our findings will inform legal decision-makers about possible 

biases in evaluating the credibility of alibis. Identifying bias will allow the legal system to take precautions and 

will eventually lead to policy changes. 

 

Requirements candidate: Highly motivated student with good English communication skills and proactive and 

resolute attitude. 
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