
  

CASES STUDIES BIAS OPINION CIRCUMSTANCES CURRENCY ACCURACY 

EVIDENCE 
 
*Sally Clarke 
*Stephen Lawrence 
*Colin Stagg 
*Damilola Taylor 

Dr Meadows was biased – He proposed 
‘Meadows’ Law, which states that “one cot 
death is tragic, two is suspicious, and 
three is murder.” It seems Roy Meadows had 
already made up his mind on Sally Clarks’ 
guilt when he began investigating the case. 
Roy Meadows wrote a paper for the ‘British 
Medical Journal’ - A Case of Murder - in 
which he criticised the time being ‘wasted’ 
on the appeal process, again his bias in this 
case was clear. 

Roy Meadow’s had an 
opinion – however, other 
paediatricians disagreed 
- several were convinced 
that the children died of 
natural causes.  In 
January (2003), the 
Court of Appeal 
overturned the 
conviction after it was 
revealed that Harry (her 
first son) could have 
died from natural 
causes.  

Professor Meadow’s failed to 
consider the circumstances in 
which these crimes are alleged 
to have occurred. A study 
published in December 2004, in 
the Lancet (respected medical 
journal) found that second cot 
deaths in the same family were 
far more likely to result from 
natural cases than abuse. Dr 
Meadow’s evidence was showed a 
lack of knowledge of 
(UpToDate) research. 

Roy Meadows had considerable 
currency – He was a senior 
paediatrician Professor and world 
expert renowned expert in sudden 
infant death syndrome (SIDs). 
Because of his scientific 
credentials could be regarded as 
highly accurate. Because of these 
factors his testimony to the 
court was thought to have high 
validity. 
 

The key statistic in the 
Sally Clarke case was 
inaccurate. Professor 
Meadows claimed that 
the chance of 2 cot 
deaths occurring in one 
family were around 1 in 
77 million. Subsequent 
research presented by 
Royal Statistical 
Society showed the 
true figure could be as 
low as 1 in a thousand 

JUDGEMENTS  
 
Two very important 
judgments are 
 
*R vs R (rape) 
*R vs Brown (consent) 
*R vs R v Ahluwalia 
(provocation) 
*Fagan v MPC 
 
 
The appeal court gives a 
judgment so two cases 
you could use are Barry 
George and Sally Clarke 

A Judgement which shows considerable bias 
is (R vs Brown) the case the famous 
spanner case. It is argued that the House 
of Lords (now Supreme court) chose to 
uphold the original verdict in the case 
because of bias against gay men. These 
practices were quite mainstreams for a 
section of the gay community but the 
judeges made their decision from a 
heteronormative point of view. Another 
example is the judgment in the R vs R case. 
Being married to the victim had been used 
as defence in rape cases before 1991 but 
after this a more modern outlook meant 
this bias looked outdated. 

The R vs Brown shows 
opinion in judgments. The 
Law Lords were divided on 
whether consent could 
be used as defences in 
sadomasochistic cases – 
three thought it 
couldn’t be used , and 
two thought it could. 
This shows that the law 
is shaped by the opinions 
of influential people such 
as senior judges. 

An example of circumstance in a 
judgment is the case of Barry 
George. At the original trial the 
jury was told that gunshot 
residue had been collected from 
Barry Georges pocket. However, 
in the Judgement of the appeal 
court the judges considered the 
circumstance that this evidence 
was collected in. The evidence 
was collected by armed police 
officers, these circumstances 
were not made clear to the jury 
at the original trial. In the 
opinion of the appeal judges the 
verdict was unsafe 

Judgements can show currency. 
For example, in the R vs R 
judgment. It could be argued that 
the law until it was clarified by 
the judgement reflected out of 
date attitudes to consent, women 
and marriage just as the 18th 
century ruling by Sir Francis 
Buller. that a man was legally 
permitted to beat his wife, 
provided he uses a stick no 
thicker than his thumb. Similarly, 
the case of R vs Brown reflects 
the attitudes to Gay men in the 
1990s and it is suggested that 
these are out of date and need to 
be changed 
 

Judgements are 
regarded as an 
accurate reflect on 
the current state of 
law. They help to 
change mistakes in in 
verdicts, policy and 
criminal law. 



 

CASES STUDIES BIAS OPINION CIRCUMSTANCES CURRENCY ACCURACY 

MEDIA REPORTS 
 

These are cases that 
have been influenced by 
the media 
 
Christopher Jeffries 
Jamie Bulger Case 
Amanda Knox 
OJ Simpson 
Hillsborough Enquiry 
Birmingham Six 

Media reports often show bias. One example of 
this is the case of Christopher Jeffreys.  The 
tabloid press campaigned against Jeffries. For 
example, the Sun claimed he had been branded a 
‘creepy oddball’ by ex-pupils and teaching 
colleagues. That he had invited pupils to his 
home, was domineering and was believed to be 
‘gay’. The Daily Mirror claimed Jefferies was a 
‘peeping Tom’ and the Daily Star described him as 
a foul-tempered, angry weirdo. This led the 
public concluding that he must have been 
involved with the killing of Joanna Yeates, when 
he had nothing to do with it. 

The media should never 
influence a jury but sometimes 
the opinion of media 
organisations does have an 
influence. For example, the 
case of OJ Simpson was heavily 
influenced by the media. 
Although the evidence against 
him was strong the relentless 
coverage of the racist 
remarks of police officer Mark 
Thurman seem to sway some 
Jury members.  

Media reports often take 
no account of the 
circumstances that 
crimes occur in. For 
example, Robert 
Thompson and John 
Venables were from very 
chaotic and abusive 
homes which must have 
had a part in their 
offending behaviour. This 
was hardly mentioned by 
the tabloid press. 

Some media outlets 
have considerable 
currency, Broadsheet 
newspapers and TV 
are generally 
regarded as reliable – 
the have higher 
currency when 
compared to tabloid 
newspapers. Social 
media are is generally 
regarded as the least 
reliable of sources. 

Media reports vary in the 
accuracy that they contain. 
For example, in Amanda Knox 
case the reports in the 
Tabloids were sensationalist 
and focussed on Amanda’s 
sex life and drug taking. 
With Christopher Jeffries 
there were man accounts of 
‘friends’ or ‘acquaintances‘ 
which were simply made-up. 
Cases in the Broadsheet 
media and TV tend to be far 
more factual and accurate. 

LAW REPPORTS 
 
Any cases which set 
‘Precedent’ – these are 
important cases where the law 
needs updating or clarifying 

Only about 2% of all cases are reported in law reports. These are the cases that set a precedent - that is, they lay down a new principle of law. In England and 
Wales, the principle of precedent governs how courts reach many of their decisions. Precedent involves following the decisions that have been made in previous 
similar cases. Following precedent promotes consistency and fairness between similar c that was provides certainty - people can know what to expect in a case, 
given the reached in a similar previous case. Cases which have set precedent include R vs R, and R vs Brow (above reported in section on Judgements) – these cases 
were all presented in law reports for the legal community to read 

o The decisions of the courts which make it into the law reports are chosen because they are best practice, they do no show obvious evidence of bias 
o The have considerable currency as the information contained in them is regarded as important and will be used to guide the courts in future decisions, it 

therefore has value.  
o The they are accurate accounts of cases that have already been heard, they contain a transcript of the judgement which will have been checked for 

accuracy. 

TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS 
 
Could be any case in which a 
trial transcript was used 
(these are frequently referred 
to when a defendant appeals a 
case) 

Trial transcripts are recognised as valid sources of information because they are seen as highly accurate and unbiased accounts of the words spoken in court. For 
example, the appeals of Barry George and Sally Clarke both mad reference to transcripts of the original trials.  
 
Trial transcripts have considerable currency because they are the words recorded and transcribed at the moment when they were spoken, and not a reconstruction 
of what was said in court made at a later time. The DARTS recording system is highly reliable, however there is always a small risk of malfunctioning with any 
technology. It is also possible that some spoken words may not be recorded clearly. Where stenographers were used, there was a small risk of human error in 
mishearing or mistyping the spoken word.  


