
 

Expert Testimony – Explain what is meant by this, why it is believe and how it can go wrong 

Expert testimony is evidence presented to the court in written or spoken form. It comes from experts such as 
pathologists or firearms experts who try to present complex evidence in an easily understood form for the jury. 
experts can be very influential on the outcome of a case because they have considerable currency for the jury. As a 
safeguard, the defence and prosecution have the opportunity to present their own experts and to cross examine the 
expert about their evidence. 
Real Case – (Sally Clark - Roy Meadows) 

In 1999, the solicitor Sally Clark was charged with killing her two baby sons. Professor Meadow (the pathologist) was 
certain that the deaths were murder.  he testified that the odds against two cot deaths in the same family were 72 
million to 1.  However, Professor Meadow’s calculations of the unlikeliness of these deaths occurring, took no account 
of genetic or environmental factors. A study published in December 2004 in the Lancet found that second cot deaths in 
the same family were far more likely to result from natural cases than abuse.  Research showed that the true figure for 
two deaths occurring in one family could be as low as 1 in 77. This new interpretation of the evidence was presented 
when Sally was freed by the appeal court in 2002  

Disclosure – Explain the Rules surrounding this (obligations of defence and prosecution) 

Before a case goes to court, the prosecution and defence must disclose any evidence they have in their possession that 
they intend to present to the jury, this is the process of disclosure. Each side must provide the other side with a list of 
witnesses they intend to call – they cannot spring a surprise on the other side, physical evidence is also disclosed to 
the other side. This is thought to make trial fairer as the court cannot be surprised by new evidence or witness 
presented by the defence or prosecution. 

Inadmissible Evidence/Entrapment - Explain when evidence become inadmissible 

Illegally or improperly obtained evidence cannot be put before the jury and is known as inadmissible evidence. There are 
two main sources for inadmissible evidence. Illegally obtained evidence, is gained by breaking the law of violating a 
person’s rights. This would include evidence obtained in an illegal search conducted, without a warrant or through using 
torture or inhumane treatment to obtain a confession. Improperly obtained evidence, includes the use of entrapment or 
deception to persuade the suspects to confess or make incriminating statements, for example when a ‘honey trap’is 
used. It may also occur in sting operations by the police. 

Good practice with vulnerable witnesses 

Special rules can apply for vulnerable witnesses that may find it difficult to stand up in court, such as video link; 
recorded evidence; evidence given in private or the removal of wigs and gowns to reduce the formality. An individual may 
be classed as vulnerable if they have any mental disorders or significant intelligence or physical impairments that would 
challenge their confidence and how their statements would come across to the jury /magistrates. 

Case Study – Colin Stagg (Explain why some of the evidence against Colin Stagg was deemed inadmissible. 

Following the murder of Rachel Nickell in 1992, Colin Stagg was arrested but there was no evidence to link him to the 
crime. Police therefore established a ‘honey- trap’, involving a female officer, known as ‘Lizzie’, who pretended to be 
interested in forming a relationship with Stagg. Despite trying to entice him into a murder confession, Stagg maintained 
his innocence. However, information gained as a result of this covert operation was put before the court. The trial 
judge described the undercover operation as misconceived and ‘not merely an excess of zeal’, and a blatant attempt to 
incriminate a suspect by ‘positive and deceptive conduct of the grossest kind’. All the covert evidence was ruled 
Inadmissible and the case against Stagg was dropped, Robert Napper later pleaded guilty to Nickell’s murder. 
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