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Education 

 

2019  Ph.D. – ‘Privacy in the Republic’ 

   Department of Philosophy, University of Amsterdam 

 

2009  Pg.Cert. Academic Professional Practice (Tertiary Level Teaching Qualification) 

  University of Warwick 

 

1999 M.Phil.   Criminology   

University of Cambridge 

  

1998  LL.B.    Law with American Law 

University of Nottingham (1996-1997, University of Texas at Austin). 

 

 

Employment 

 

2026- Professor of Law, Yong Pung How School of Law, Singapore Management 

University` 

 

2021-2026 Professor, Melbourne Law School, The University of Melbourne 

 

2017-2019 Associate Professor, Melbourne Law School, The University of Melbourne 

 

2011-2016  Senior Lecturer, Melbourne Law School, The University of Melbourne 

  

2009-2011 Associate Professor, School of Law, University of Warwick 

 

2005-2009 Assistant Professor, School of Law, University of Warwick 

 

2003-2005 Lecturer, School of Law, University of Leeds  

 

2002-2003  Graduate Teaching Assistant, School of Law, University of Nottingham. 

 

1988 - 1994 Police Officer, Metropolitan Police Service, London 

 

1982 – 1988 Engineering Draftsman, Rolls-Royce (Aero Division), Derby, UK. 
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Visiting Positions and Other Appointments 

 

Editorial Boards 

 

2009-2015 Case Note Editor and Editorial Board Member, International Journal of 

Evidence and Proof. 

 

Visiting Appointments 

 

2016-17   Senior Research Fellow, Department of Political Science, Goethe University, 

Frankfurt am Main, Germany. 

2009  Senior Fellow, School of Law, UNSW, Sydney, Australia. 

 

Visiting Positions 

 

2022 Visiting Scholar, Law and Philosophy Group, Pompeu Fabra University, 

Barcelona. 

2017  Visiting Scholar, School of Law, University of Leeds. 

2013 Visiting Scholar, Department of Philosophy, University of Amsterdam. 

2013  Visiting Scholar, School of Law, City University London.  

2007-2011 Visiting Lecturer, School of Psychology, University of Liverpool. 

2007-2011 Visiting Lecturer, School of Psychology, University of Leicester. 

2005- 2019 Visiting Faculty, Centre for Public Policy, Prague. 

2003-2005 Visiting Lecturer, School of Psychology, University of York. 

 

 

Research Funding 

 

2024-2026 ‘Body Worn Camera Evidence and Assessment of Witness Credibility’, 

Australian Research Council, Discovery Project DP240100169, $348,206, Chief 

Investigator with C. van Golde (Psychology, University of Sydney), Partner 

Investigator – Prof K. Wade (Psychology, University of Warwick). 

 

2015 ‘Privacy in the Area of Freedom Security and Justice’, Melbourne University 

International Collaboration Funding (with Prof Sandra Seubert, Department of 

Political Science, Goethe University, Frankfurt) - $6000. 

 

2006-2008 ‘Street Identifications and Their Role in the Criminal Justice System’, The 

Nuffield Foundation - £93,000 (CI – Prof T. Valentine, Psychology, Goldsmiths 

College). 
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Courses Taught 

 

Law of Evidence (LLB)   (Singapore Management University, 2026) 

Evidence & Proof (JD)   (Melbourne, 2011-2021) 

Advanced Evidence (LLM)   (Melbourne, 2014) 

The Law of Evidence (LLB)   (Leeds, 2003-2005; Warwick, 2005-2011) 

Law of Evidence (LLB)   (Singapore Management University 2026) 

 

Principles of Criminal Law (BA)  (Leeds, 2003-2005) 

Criminal Law (LLB)    (Leeds, 2003-2005; Warwick, 2005-2007) 

 

The Criminal Process (LLB)   (Warwick 2005-2011) 

 

Legal Theory (JD)    (Melbourne 2011) 

Legal Research (JD)    (Melbourne, 2014-2016, 2019, 2021-2024) 

Legal Method and Reasoning (JD)  (Melbourne 2016, 2017, 2019, 2021-2022) 

Fundamentals of the Common Law (LLM)  (Melbourne 2019-2024) 

 

Constitutional Law (LLB)   (Leeds, 2003) 

English Legal System (LLB)   (Leeds, 2003-2005) 

 

 

Research Supervision and Examination 

 

Supervised to Completion 

 
2020 - Daniel Hochstrasser – ‘The Privilege Against Self-Incrimination and Compelled Production 

of Passwords’. (Co-Supervisor - University of Melbourne) 

 

2020 - Georgina Dimopolous – ‘Conceptualising and Justifying Privacy in Proceedings under the 

Family Law Act 1975 (Cth): The Case of Re Jamie’. (Co-Supervisor - University of Melbourne) 

 

Currently Supervising 

 
Sarah Cupler – Regulating the Use of AI in Policing: A Republican Theory  

 

Andrew Zhu – Culpability and the Concept of Negligence in the Criminal Law 

 

Caterina Gattinara – Emotionality and Assessment of Credibility in BWC Recorded 

Complainant Statements  
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Leadership, Service, Engagement 

  

University of Melbourne: 

 

2023-2026 Staff Liaison Group 

2022 -2026 Student Equity and Diversity Consultative Committee 

2018-2022 Human Research Ethics Committee 

2017-2019 Human Ethics Sub-Committee (Humanities, Law, and Social Sciences) 

 

 

Melbourne Law School: 

 

2024-2026 Associate Dean (Staff Development) 

2024 Workload Model Working Group 

2019-2026 JD Selection (Admissions) Committee (Chair Semester 1, 2023) 

2015-2025 Faculty Teaching Mentor 

2020-2023 Graduate Access Melbourne Sub-Committee 

2014-2017 Human Ethics Advisory Group (Chair 2015-2017) 

2014-2016 Academic Progress Committee 

2011-2012  JD Committee  

 

 

Event Organisation: 

 

Convened a 2-day Criminal Evidence and Procedure Workshop held at Melbourne Law 

School on 5th and 6th February 2013. Attended by leading evidence scholars from Australia, 

New Zealand and Ireland, recently retired members of the judiciary (New York Court of 

Criminal Appeals and Supreme Court of Victoria), and lawyers from Victoria Legal Aid. 

 

Two workshops on Criminal Evidence (at UNSW in September 2016, and Melbourne Law 

School in October 2016), the papers presented published as an edited collection by 

Federation Press (see publications section below). 

 

Amici  

 

Party to Amicus Brief in US v Clancy Herrera, US Court of Appeals (7th Cir.) No. 12-1461 

(2013), and Acosta-Roque v. Holder, US Court of Appeals (9th Cir.) No. 11-70705 (2012) 

both cases concerned the admissibility of expert fingerprint evidence. 

 

 

Consultancy 

 

2017 Consultant to the New Zealand Law Commission Project on DNA in Criminal 

Investigations. 

 

2024 Academic Consultant to the Independent Inquiry into the Miscarriage of Justice in 

the Case of Andrew Malkinson (‘The Andrew Malkinson Inquiry’) 
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Publications 

Books  

 

1. J. Gans, A. Palmer, and A. Roberts, Uniform Evidence, 4th edition, (2025: Thomson 

Reuters). 

 

2. A. Roberts, Privacy in the Republic, (2022: Routledge). 

 

3.  J. Gans, A. Palmer, and A. Roberts, Uniform Evidence, 3rd edition, (2019: OUP). 

 - cited by Supreme Court of Victoria in DPP (Vic) v Tran (Ruling No. 1) [2019] VSC 823; Federal 

Court of Australia in Pinnacle Runway Pty Ltd v Triangl Ltd [2019] FCA 1662; Federal Circuit Court 

of Australia in Home Grown Brands Australia Pty Ltd v Sperling Enterprises Pty Ltd [2021] FCCA 

1597; DPP v Zheng (Ruling No. 1) [2024] VSC 70. 

 

4. P. Bogan and A. Roberts, Identification: Investigation, Trial and Scientific Evidence, 
2nd edition, (2011: Jordan), pp.544. 

 

Edited Books  

 

1. A. Roberts, J. Purshouse, and J. Bosland (eds.), Privacy, Technology, and the Criminal 

Process, (2023: Routledge). 

 

2. A. Roberts and J. Gans (eds.), Critical Perspectives on the Uniform Evidence Law, (2017: 

Federation Press). 

 

 

Book Chapters  

 

1. J. Chin and A. Roberts, ‘AI, the Law of Evidence, and the Process of Proof’, in B. Garrett 

(ed.), Oxford Handbook of AI and Criminal Justice, (OUP: forthcoming). 

 

2. J. Purshouse and A. Roberts, ‘Criminal Justice, Technology, and the Future of Privacy’, in A. 

Roberts, J. Purshouse, and J. Bosland (eds.), Privacy, Technology, and the Criminal Process, 

(2023: Routledge), 1-17. 

 

3. A. Roberts, ‘Police Use of Intrusive Technology: Freedom, Privacy, and Political Legitimacy’, 

in A. Roberts, J. Purshouse, and J. Bosland (eds.), Privacy, Technology, and the Criminal 

Process, (2023: Routledge), 39-65. 

 

4. A. Roberts and M. Richardson, ‘Privacy, Punishment, and Private Law’ in E. Bant, W. 

Courtney, J. Goudkamp, and J. Patterson, (eds.), Punishment and Private Law, (2021: 

Bloomsbury, Hart), 83-103. 

 

5. A. Roberts, Forensic Face Matching: A Legal Perspective, in M. Bindemann (ed.), Forensic 

Face Matching: Research and Practice, (2021: OUP), 174-192. 

 

6. A. Roberts, ‘Probative Value, Reliability, and Rationality’, in A. Roberts and J. Gans (eds.), 

Critical Perspectives on the Uniform Evidence Law, (2017: Federation Press), 63-79. 
 -cited in New Zealand Law Commission, ‘The Use of DNA Evidence in Criminal Investigations’, 

Issue Paper 43, December 2018. 
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7. D. Ormerod, M. Picton, and A. Roberts, ‘Bad Character Provisions and their Application to 

Sexual Offences’, in P. Radcliffe, G. Gudjonsson, A. Heaton-Armstrong and D. Wolchover 

(eds.), Witness Testimony in Sexual Cases: Evidential, Investigative and Scientific 

Perspectives, (2016: OUP), 89-114. 

 

8. A. Roberts, 'Eyewitness Identification and Facial Image Comparison Evidence in Common 

Law Jurisdictions', in T. Valentine and J. Davis (eds), Forensic Facial Identification: Theory 

and Practice of Identification from Eyewitnesses, Composites and CCTV, (2015: Wiley-

Blackwell), 287-321. 

 

9. J. Hodgson and A. Roberts, ‘Criminal Process and Prosecution’, in P. Cane and H. Kritzer 

(eds) Oxford Handbook of Empirical Legal Studies (2010: OUP), 64-95. 

 

10. A. Roberts and D. Ormerod, ‘Identification in Court’, in D. Canter and R. Zukauskiene 

(eds.), Psychology and Law: Bridging the Gap, (2008: Routledge), 65-78.  

  

11. A. Roberts, ‘Towards a Broader Perspective on the Problem of Mistaken Identification: 

Police Decision-making and Identification Procedures’, in M. Freeman and B. Brooks-

Gordon (eds.), Current Legal Issues, vol. 9, Law and Psychology, (2006: OUP), 182-202.  

 

12. D. Ormerod and A. Roberts, ‘The Admissibility of Expert Evidence’ in A. Heaton-

Armstrong, G. Gudjohnson, E. Shepherd and D. Wolchover (eds.), Witness Testimony: 

Psychological, Investigative and Evidential Perspectives, (2006: OUP), 401-423.  

 

Articles and Notes  

 

1. S. Cupler and A. Roberts, ‘Between Freedom and Domination: Popular Control over Police 

Use of Technology’, Critical Review of International Social and Political Philosophy 

(forthcoming). https://doi.org/10.1080/13698230.2026.2662099 

 

2. C. Gattinara, A. Roberts, and C. van Golde, ‘Emotionality in Domestic Violence Evidence-

in-Chief: Towards Unbiased and Rational Legal Fact-finding, (2026) Current Issues in 

Criminal Justice (forthcoming). https://doi.org/10.1080/10345329.2025.2602988 

 

3. A. Roberts and D. Ormerod, ‘Improving Identification Procedures: Time for Devlin 2.0?’, 

[2024] Criminal Law Review 325-335. 

 

4. J. Chin, G. Edmond, and A. Roberts, ‘Simply Unconvincing: The High Court on Probative 

Value and Reliability in Uniform Evidence Law’ (2022) 50 Federal Law Review 104-127. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0067205X211066140 

- cited in R v Diallo (No 4) [2024] NSWSC 882 

 

5. A. Roberts and D. Ormerod, ‘The Full Picture or Too Much Information? Evidential Use 

of Body-Worn Camera Recordings’ [2021] Criminal Law Review 620-643. 

 

6. A. Roberts, ‘Knowledge, Reliability, and the Admissibility of Forensic Science Evidence’, 

(2020) 52 Australian Journal of Forensic Sciences 269-274. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00450618.2020.1729238 
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7. I. Škorvánek, B-J. Koops, B. C, Newell, and A. Roberts, ‘My Computer is My Castle: New 

Privacy Frameworks to Regulate Police Hacking’, [2019] Brigham Young University Law 

Review 997-1081.  
 

8. A. Roberts, ‘The Frailties of Human Memory and the Accused’s Right to Accurate 

Procedures’, [2019] Criminal Law Review 911-932. 

- passages used in Defence submission to the Kosovo Specialist Chambers in Specialist 

Prosecutor v Hashim Thaçi, Kadri Veseli, Rexhep Selimi and Jakup Krasniqi KSC-BC-2020-

06/F01360/1 (9 March 2023). 

 

9. C. Smith, J. Davis, and A. Roberts, ‘Probative or Prejudicial: The Biasing Effects of 

Background Information in Police Body-Worn Video Evidence on Mock-Juror Decisions 

in Victim Depressed Domestic Abuse Cases, (2019) PsyArXiv (19 August). 

https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/72xwh 

 

10. B-J. Koops, B. Newell, A. Roberts, I. Skorvanek and M. Galic, ‘The Reasonableness of 

Remaining Unobserved: A Comparative Analysis of Visual Surveillance and Voyeurism 

in Criminal Law’, (2018) 43 Law and Social Inquiry 1210-1235. 

 

11. A. Roberts, ‘Why Privacy and Domination?’ (2018) 4 European Data Protection Law 

Review 5-11. 

 

12. G. Edmond, A. Roberts et al, ‘Model Forensic Sciences’, (2016) 46 Australian Journal of 

Forensic Sciences 496-537. 

 

13. A. Roberts, ‘Privatsphäre und republikanischen freiheit’ (Privacy and Republican 

Freedom), (01 - 2016) WestEnd: Neue Zeitschrift fur Sozialforschung, 119-131. 

 

14. A. Roberts, ‘A Republican Account of the Value of Privacy’, (2015) 14 European Journal 

of Political Theory 320-344. https://doi.org/10.1177/1474885114533262 

 

15. A. Roberts, ‘Privacy, Domination, and Data Retention: Digital Rights Ireland v Minister 

for Communications’, (2015) 78 Modern Law Review 535-548. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12127 

 

16. J. Davis, T. Valentine, A. Memon and A. Roberts, ‘Identification on the Street: A Field 

Comparison of Police Street Identifications and Video Lineups in England’, (2015) 21 

Psychology, Crime & Law 9-27. https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2014.915322 

 

17. A. Roberts, J. Davis, T. Valentine and A. Memon, ‘Should We Be Concerned About Street 

Identifications?’ [2014] Criminal Law Review 633-654.  

 

18. G. Edmond, S. Cole, E. Cunliffe and A. Roberts, ‘Admissibility Compared: The Reception 

of Expert Evidence in Four Adversarial Jurisdictions’, (2013) 3 University of Denver 

Criminal Law Review 31-109.  

 - cited by Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts in Commonwealth v Chukwuezi 475 Mass. 

597 (2016); 56 N.E.3d 380. 
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19. S. Cole and A. Roberts, ‘Certainty, Individualisation, and the Subjective Nature of Expert 

Fingerprint Evidence’ [2012] Criminal Law Review 824-849. 

 - relied upon by the Supreme Court of British Columbia in R v Bornyk [2013] BCSC 1927 

 

20. T. Valentine, J. Davis, A. Memon and A. Roberts, ‘Showups and their Influence on 

Subsequent Video Lineup’ (2012) 26 Applied Cognitive Psychology 1-23. 

 

21. A. Roberts, 'Expert Evidence on the Reliability of Eyewitness Identification - Some 

Observations on the Justifications for Exclusion: Gage v HM Advocate', (2012) 16 

International Journal of Evidence and Proof 93-105. 

 

22. G. Edmond and A. Roberts, 'Procedural Fairness, the Criminal Trial, and Forensic Science 

and Medicine', (2011) 33 Sydney Law Review 359-394.  

 - cited by High Court of Australia in Lang v The Queen [2023] HCA 29, (2023) 97 ALJR 

758; Queensland Court of Appeal in R v Sica [2013] QCA 247; Supreme Court of 

Victoria in Tuite v The Queen [2015] VSCA 148, (2015) 49 VR 196. 

 

23.  G. Edmond and A. Roberts, 'The Law Commission's Report on Expert Evidence in 

Criminal Proceedings', [2011] Criminal Law Review 844-862 (18 pages); reproduced in P. 

Roberts (ed.), International Library of Essays on Criminal Law, (2014: Routledge). 

- cited in Leveson Review of Efficiency in Criminal Proceedings (2015: Judiciary of England 

and Wales) 

 

24. A. Roberts, 'Eyewitness Identification and Expert Insight: R v Forbes', (2010) 14 

International Journal of Evidence and Proof 57-62. 

 

25. A. Roberts, ‘Rejecting General Acceptance, Confounding the Gatekeeper: The Law 

Commission on Expert Evidence’ [2009] Criminal Law Review 551-562. 

- cited in Law Commission, Expert Evidence in Criminal Proceedings in England and Wales, 

LC325, (2011) 

 

26. A. Roberts, Eyewitness Identification Evidence: Procedural Developments and the Ends of 

Adjudicative Accuracy’, (2008) International Commentary on Evidence: Vol. 6: Iss. 2, 

Article 3 (invited contribution – 10th Anniversary Issue).  

 

27. A. Roberts, ‘Pre-trial Defence Rights and the Fair Use of Eyewitness Identification 

Procedures’ (2008) 71 Modern Law Review 331-357.  

 

28. A. Roberts, ‘Drawing on Expertise: Legal Decision-making and the Reception of Expert 

Evidence’ [2008] Criminal Law Review 443-462.  

 

29. A. Roberts and N. Taylor, ‘Privacy and the DNA Database’, [2005] European Human 

Rights Law Review 373-392.  

 
30. A. Roberts, ‘The Problem of Mistaken Identification: Some Observations on Process’ 

(2004), 8 International Journal of Evidence and Proof 100-119. 

  - cited extensively by Supreme Court of South Australia in Strauss v Police [2013] SASC 3; R 

v C, CJ (No 2) [2019] SADC 21 
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31. A. Roberts, ‘Questions of ‘Who Was There?’ and ‘Who Did What?’: The Application of 

Code D When a Suspect Disputes Participation but Not Presence’, [2003] Criminal Law 

Review 709-716. 

 

32. D. Ormerod and A. Roberts, ‘The Police Reform Act 2002 - Increasing Centralisation, 

Maintaining Confidence and Contracting Out Crime Control’, [2003] Criminal Law 

Review 139-162.  

 

33. A. Roberts, ‘The Perils and Possibilities of Qualified Eyewitness Identification Evidence: 

R v George’ (2003), 7 International Journal of Evidence and Proof, 130-136. 

 

34. A. Roberts and S. Clover, ‘Managerialism and Myopia: The Government's Consultation 

Draft on PACE - Code D’, [2002] Criminal Law Review 873-889.  

 

 

35. A. Roberts, ‘Identification Evidence: Rule, Principle, Discretion and Reform of Code D 

after Forbes’ (2002), 66 Journal of Criminal Law 250-268. 

 

36. D. Ormerod and A. Roberts, ‘The Trouble with Teixeira: Developing a Principled 

Approach to Entrapment’ (2002), 6 International Journal of Evidence and Proof 41-61.  

 - cited by the Supreme Court of Canada in R v Ahmad 2020 SCC 11 

 

37. A. Roberts, ‘Crime Creation? Some Questions of Fairness and Efficacy in Covert 

Operations’ (2000), 73 Police Journal 263-276. 

 

38. A. Roberts, ‘Eyewitness Identification: Scene of Crime Confrontations – The Need for a 

More Cautious Approach’ (1999), 63 Journal of Criminal Law 251-262. 

 

 

Short Articles  

 

1. A. Roberts, ‘Protection of Convention Rights Under the PACE Codes’, [2006] 

10 Archbold News 6-9.  

 

2. N. Taylor and A. Roberts, ‘Genes – One Size Fits All?’ (2006) 156 New Law Journal 1354-

56. 

 

3. D. Ormerod and A. Roberts, ‘Expert Evidence: Where Now? What Next?’ [2006] 5 

Archbold News 5-9. 

  

4. A. Roberts, ‘Modernising Police Powers’, [2004] 8 Archbold News 4-5.  

 

5. S. Clover and A. Roberts, ‘Short-sighted or Forward-looking? Recent Changes to 

Eyewitness Identification Procedures’ (2002), 152 New Law Journal 870-872.  

 

6. A. Roberts, ‘Does Code D Impose an Unrealistic Burden on the System of Summary 

Justice?’ (2001), 165 Justice of the Peace 756-758. 
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Case Commentaries 

 
Numerous commentaries published (since 2004) in the Criminal Law Review and the Journal 

of Criminal Law. Cited in various works, e.g. J. Spencer, Evidence of Bad Character (2009: 

Hart Publishing); M. Redmayne, Character in the Criminal Trial (2015: OUP); R. Munday, 

Evidence (2011: OUP), and in appellate court judgments and law reform publications, see e.g. 

Shepherd v R [2011] NZCA 666; New Zealand Law Commission, ‘The Use of DNA Evidence 

in Criminal Investigations’, Issue Paper 43, December 2018. 

 

 

Reports and other work 

 

D. Ormerod and A. Roberts, ‘Expert Evidence’, (Judicial Studies Board of England and Wales, 

2007). Referenced in the Crown Court Bench Book, Directing the Jury (March, 2010). 

 

 

Police Reform Act 2002, Current Law Statutes, (2002: Sweet & Maxwell), pp.220 (with D. 

Ormerod). 

 

 

Conference/Seminar Papers  

 

‘A Republican Conception of Data Justice, Tilburg Institute for Law, Technology, and Society, 

Tilburg University, 17th January 2023.  

 

‘Policing, Technology, and Political Legitimacy’, Centre for Law, Justice, and Society, De 

Montfort University, Leicester, 10th January 2023. 

 

‘The Evidential Implications of Police Body Worn Cameras’, Criminal Evidence and Procedure 

Workshop, Dublin City University, 12th October 2018.  

 

‘Sacred Homes or Glass Houses’, Amsterdam Privacy Conference, University of Amsterdam, 

7th October 2018. 

 

‘Privacy and Republican Social Justice’, Tilburg University – Institute of Law Technology and 

Society, 6th December 2016; Goethe University of Frankfurt, 14th December 2016.  

 

'Democratising Privacy', Amsterdam Privacy Conference, University of Amsterdam, 23rd -26th 

October 2015. 

 

‘The Meaning of ‘Knowledge’: Expert Evidence and the High Court’s Interpretive Duty’, 

Criminal Evidence Workshop, Institute of Criminology, University of Sydney, 3rd September 

2015. 

 

‘Identification Evidence’, Evidence Training Workshop, Judicial College of Victoria, 10th June 

2015. 

 

'Communications Surveillance, Privacy, and Three Conceptions of Domination', Goethe 

University of Frankfurt am Main, 6th May 2015. 
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'Privacy and Republicanism', Privacy and Freedom Workshop, Bielefeld University, 4th-5th 

May 2015. 

 

'Democratising the Right to Privacy', Criminal Justice Research Cluster Seminar Series, 

University of New South Wales, 13th October 2014 

 

‘Should We be Concerned About Street Identifications’, City Law School Evidence and Justice 

Forum, City University London, 15th January 2014. 

 

Social Dimensions of Privacy Workshop, National Institute for Advanced Studies, The 

Netherlands, 13th January 2014. Comment on a Paper. 

 

‘Domination, Privacy and the Intrusive State’, Centre for Crime and Justice Research, City 

University London, 27th November 2013; Tilburg University, Institute for Law, Technology, 

and Society, 12th December 2013; Department of Values, Technology and Innovation, Delft 

University of Technology, 16th December 2013. 

 

 

‘A Republican Account of the Value of Privacy’, Philosophy and Public Affairs Seminar Series, 

Department of Philosophy, University of Amsterdam, 13th November 2013. 

 

‘Republicanism and Privacy’, Amsterdam Platform for Privacy Research (APPR), University 

of Amsterdam, 14th October 2013. 

 

‘Definition, Disagreement, and the Value of Privacy’, Legal Theory Workshop Series, 

Melbourne Law School, May 2013.  

 

‘Rights, Risk and the Reception of Expert Evidence on Eyewitness Identification’, Criminal 

Evidence and Procedure Workshop, Melbourne Law School, 5th-6th February 2013. 

 

'A Republican Right to Privacy', Amsterdam Privacy Conference, University of Amsterdam, 

1st-3rd October, 2012. 

 

'Forensic Ignorance: Experts, Exogenous Knowledge, and the Limits of the Law', Law and 

Society Annual Meeting, Hawaii, 5th-8th June 2012 (with G. Edmond, E. Cunliffe and S. Cole). 

 

'Doubting Daubert', The Future of Expert Evidence Conference, Queen Mary University of 

London, 9th June 2011. 

 

'Expert Evidence on the Reliability of Eyewitness Identification Evidence: A Non-Epistemic 

Rationale', Institute of Applied Ethics, University of Hull, 26th January 2011. 

 

'Fair Trial Rights, Principles of Evidence and the Forensic Sciences', 21st Century Challenges 

in the Law of Evidence Symposium, University of Sydney, 25-27th September 2010 (with G. 

Edmond). 

 

'Where Have All the Researchers Gone? A Human Rights Agenda for Empirical Criminal 

Justice Research', British Society of Criminology Annual Conference, University of Leicester 

12th July 2010 (with J. Hodgson). 
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'The Admissibility of Expert Evidence on Eyewitness Identification as Vindication of the 

Procedural Rights of the Accused', University of Greenwich, 24th June 2010. 

 

‘The Decision to Conduct Identification Procedures: Mandatory or Discretionary?’, Nuffield 

Foundation Eyewitness Identification Workshop, London, 31st January 2009. 

 

‘Procedural Rights and Empirical Eyewitness Research’ 18th Conference of the European 

Association of Psychology and Law, University of Maastricht, July 2008. 

 

‘Decision-making, Discretion and the Problem of Mistaken Identification’, 9th International 

Interdisciplinary Colloquium – Law and Psychology, University College London, 11th – 12th 

July 2005. 

 

‘Towards a Broader Perspective on the Problem of Mistaken Identification’, 15th Conference 

of the European Association of Psychology and Law, 29th June – 2nd July 2005, Vilnius 

Lithuania. 


