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CTAPOCHA OO CBEIOKA KAO EJIEMEHAT 3A OIEHY JOKA3HE
BPEJHOCTH IIPEIIOSHABAIBA YV KPHBHUYHOM IIOCTVIIKY

Cymcka Icuxollordja je jomr BeoMa paHO VKasana Ha 3Hadaj gude-
PEeHIIMjaJTHOT MPHUCTYNA pPa3IHMUYHTHM CTAapOCHHM KaTeropHjama cBegoka. OCHOB
TaKBOI CTaBa JIEXKHM VY YHILEHHUIH Ja JICHXO(H3HUKe KOMIIOHEHTE, KOojHMma ce
HHaye Mopa IIOCBETHTH MOV’KHA ITaKiba NPHIHKOM OlleHe HCKasa, He IIpeq-
CTaB/bajy KOHCTAHTAH M HEMPOMEHIBHB OEeO0 JbVACKE JIFUHOCTH, Beh VY CBOM
pa3Bojy IOKa3Vjy jacHe y3jladHe M CHJIa3He TeHfaeHuuje. OHe ce HEnocpegHo
odpa’kaBajy Ha IEPLEeMmIHOHO-MEMOPDHJCKE M PEIPOXYKTHBHE CIOCOOHOCTH
CBelloKa M VCIOB/haBajy KBAIMTET IeroBor Hckasa. byayhu na je To obGmact
KOja je 3aOKyIUbajla Ia)Kiy BeNMHKor Opoja ayropa(l), cymckux mcHxonora
4 KpUMHHaiIHCTa, MH ce HeheMmo vyIyumutaTd y pa3pady NO3HAaTHX CTaBOBa,
Beh heMo CBOjy Hakiby YCMEPHTH Ha jedaH mocebaH BHJ HCKa3a CBENOKa
— npeno3Hasame. OHO IpeacTaB/ba jeJaH Y>XKH H HU3pa3suTo crenuduyaH cer--
MEHT, Y KOjem KapaKTep IICHXOJIOLOKHX KOMIIOHEHTH [00Hja MOAAdHKOBaHY
dopMmy. To je BepoBaTHO U pasiior IITO je IIpakca AOOPHM AEJIOM 3a00HILIa
oBaj mpobieMm, TpeTHpajvhu ra Ha -HauHH KOjH He OCTaB/ba HOBOBHO IPOC-
TOopa 3a OCODEHOCTH OBe HCTpakHe panwe. OHe Ccy MHOrodopojHe H VTHUV
vV BeoMa BEIHKOj MepH Ha KOMIIETEHTHOCT Oll€He VKYIIHOr HCKasa. Ycien
Tora, notrpeGa 3a IOTIVHHjUM OCBET/bABAaXLEM OBE MAENHKATHE MaTepHje, IO-
ceOGHO OHE KOja ce ONHOCH Ha Ipero3HaBalhe IHlla, YHHH Ce CAaCBHM OIpaB-
nmaHoM. Y ToM cmuciry, mu hemo, umycTpyjvhH TO MHOroGpOjHHM HCTpPa’kKH-
BalkbHMa, YKa3aTH HapOYMTO Ha 3Hauaj eleMeHaTa Kao INTO CY PEenpORVKTHB-
Ha CrocoGHOCT, CYTECTHOMIIHOCTH H ejae3a.

V u3BecHOM Jey JIUTepaType 3acTVIUBEHO je CXBaTame Aa cv Beh Bpio
Majla Aeua crocoGHa faa Npeno3Hajy OHO IITO CV BHAeNa, alld Ja Ta HbIXOBa
CrOCOGHOCT He MOoKa3yje 3HaTHO IoboplIalke ca crapemen(2). Ipyra ucrpa-
SKHBalha, HANpPOTHB, HABOJAC MAa CE€ HIaK MOXXe TOBOPHTH O ITOOOIBLIABaMbV
PEKOTHHTHBHHX OCOOHMHa ca roauHama(3). Jlurepatypa Koja ce GaBH 1mmoceGHO
pa3BOjHHM OpOMeHaMa CIIOCOGHOCTH IpeNoO3HaBamha JbYACKHX (QH3HOHOMH]a,

(1) J. Varendonck, La psychologie du témoignage, Gand, 1914, p. 90; E. Locard, L’En-
guéte criminelle, Paris, 1920, p, 76; F. Gorphe, La critique du témnoignage, Paris, 1927. p. 123;
E. Altavilla, La psichologia guidiziaria, Torino, 1955, p. 33; P. TpactGeprep, Ilcuxo.iouuja rpit-
auyunor nocrynka, CapajeBo, 1958, crp. 217.

2) A. Brown, J. Campione, Recognition memory for perceptually similar picinres in
preschool children, ,Journal of experimental psychology’, 11/1972, p. 401; K. Nelson, Memo-
ry development in children, ,,Psychonomic science'’, 25/1971, p. 346.

QA Dirk, U. Neisser, Memory for objects in real scened: The development
of recognition and recall, ,Journal of experimental child psychology'', 23/1977, p. 315; J.
Mandler, N. Stein, Recall and recognition of pictures by children as a function of organiza-
tion and distractor similarity, , Journal of experimental psychology, 102/1974, p. 657.
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Takobe IIOKa3yje IPHAYHO KOHTPOBep3He pe3yiTtare. Y jeOHOM O IIPBHX
HCTpa’KHBama KOHCTAaTOBaHO je, Ja Ha OBOM IUIaHY, Y IE€pHOAy Of IeTe OO0
yeTpHAeCTe TOAMHE, MOJla3d [0 VYOWhHBOr Hamperka(4). CiamuyHO, V jemXHOM
IpYTOM HCTPaKHBaWKy 3alaX€Ho je Oa Cy CeJaMHAeCTOTOHHINIbali OwiITH
3HAaTHO CVIEPHOPDHUJjH V Npeo3HaBamy Of ABaHaecToromuumbaka(5s). Hacym-
POT TOMe, V CTYAHjH Kojy cy crmposens Kpoc (Cross), Kpoc u Hejmi (Daly) Hu-
Cy VO4YeHe HHMKaKBe pa3llMKe y CIIOCOGHOCTH Ipeno3HaBamwa H3Meby meue on
7, 12 u 17 ropuHa c jegHe CTpaHe M OOpACIHX, Yhja je I[POCeYHa CTapocCT
Owra 36 roguHa, c Apyre crpaHe(6). Anamusa MOTpelIHHX pe3yiraTa je, Me-
byTH\, Mpak IOKasala fga Cy HajBullle Ipelllaka YHMHWIA HajMnaba gena, a
na je Mame IIOIDEIHMX IIperno3HaBaka OMI0 INTO Ce HIUIO Ka CTapHjHM
roguiuTiMa. Pesynraty mo kojux je mourao XajHmn (Heindl) v cBoM BemmxoM
eKCMepHMEHTyY Cy IOKasanu fa cy Aella crapocTH ox 12 mo 14 ropuna pasama
y IPOCEeKY TayHHje IOAATKE O HEKHMM eJIEMEHTHMa JIMYHOT OIHca of ogpacmyx(7).

YuHH ce Oa pasjMKe KOje Ce II0jaBlbYjy V pPasBojy PEeKOTHHTHBHE
MEMODHje BOREe TMOPEKIO Of pAa3HYHATHX CIIOCOOHOCTH M KOTHHUTHBHHX
,CTpaTeruja‘“, oqHOCHO TOCTYIlaKa KapaKTepHCTHYHHX 3a geuy oapebeHor ys-
pacta. Tako, ma npumep, meua y o6y om 10 roguHa cy CyllepHOpHHja V
ONHOCY Ha IUECTOTONMIIEY M OCMOTOJHMINEY Jely VY TNOIJefy Iperno3HaBamba
nmulla, 360T CBOje CIIOCOOHOCTH Ja KODHCTE ITIPOCTOPHE KOMIIOHEHTE YV CBPXY
CMHCAOHOT peruCTpoBaiba IpTa JOMIIA, JOK Ce IIeCTOTONULUIEAIl H OCMOTIO-
OUIIBALM BHIlle KOHLIEHTPHMINY HAa H3[BOjeHe KapaKTEepHCTHKe H obenexja,
Kako 6 nocturid edekar mpeno3HaBawa(8). Ha To je ykasao u AnrtaBuna
(Altavilla), roBopehu ma je ,JeTe Y CTamy Oa Iiefa LIBET Y peBepy HeKe ocode
WIKM WINy Ha KpaBaTH, uMajyhu NpH TOM CHHTETHYKY M INOBPLIHY HMIIPECH)Y
oGenexja (USHOHOMMje, TaKO Ja MOXe MNPHIMKOM HaeHTHDHKanuje GUTH
HECIOCOOHO 1@ Mpy>XH O30MbaH elleMeHaT mpenio3HaBama’“(9). Kepu (Carey)
u Jajamonpg (Diamond) cy yTBpOWiH M TO Jia Ce Jella JIako IIOBOHIE 3a He-
KMM MakHMM IIpOMEHaMmMa VY Hu3Iilefy kao mro cy omeha, Haouape, mepuka H
cnugHo(10).

Kao KpuTHYaH IIEpHON, OTHOCHO IIpEKPETHHIIA YV Pa3BOjy CIIOCOGHOCTH
npeno3HaBawa, ofgpebyje ce mo6Ga u3Meby mecere u aBanaecte ropune(ll),
OOHOCHO yeTpHaecTa ropguHa >xuBoTa(l2).

VaeBllM y UeNuHM, BehuHa HCTpa’kHBaya cMarpa fa jé PEeKOTrHHTHBHO
MeMopHcawke GU3NOHOMHja Golbe KOM OfpaciixXx Hero KOJI MalloleTHHMKa U
nmere. OBaj 3axipyyak je IOTIIVHO JIOTMYaH H CacBHUM je Y CKIafly ca IICHXO-
JIOIIKKMM IPHHITUIIOM Ha CY CIIO3HajHe CIIOCOOHOCTH pa3BHjeHHje KOX Of-
pacriux.

C yrackoM y 3pendje >KHUBOTHO HoGa, ompebeHe ¢yHKIMje M CrIoco6-
HOCTH MOYHIbY fAa omafajy. HMako ce, mo MMIUBEHY IICHXOJIOTa, HE MOJXKE
noByhy Heka mIpeuM3Ha TpaHWIla Y NIOITIEAY rOfUHE HAaKOH Koje mona3u Jio

357194, 4) ?2'9 Goldstein, J. Chance, Recognition of children's faces, ,,Child development",
/ . .
(’ H. Ellis, J. Shepherd, A. Bruce, The effects of age and sex upon adolescents’
recognition of faces, ,Journal of genetic psychology 123/1973, p. 173

) J. F. Crocc, J. Cross, J. Daly, Sex, race, age and beauty as factors in recognition
of faces, ,,Perceptlon and Psychophysxcs p. 396.

(7) R. Heindl, opema J. Varendonck op. cit., 15.

(8) S. Carey, R. Diamond, From plecemeal to configurational representation of faces,
,,Scxence“ 195/1977 ﬁ 312,

Altavi a, op. cit., p. 36.

(10) S Carey, R. Dlamond op. cit., p. 314.

(11) Ibid, p. 314.

(12) A. Goldstem Recognition of inverted photographs of faces by children, and
adults, ,Journal of genetxc psychology’’, 127/1975, p. 122.
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O30M/BHOT Maja V CIOCOOHOCTH IpEno3HaBaka, YWHH Ce fAa je OHa Ha
HajONITHMaTHHjeM HHBOY H3Meby Ie€THaecTe-IBajeceTe M IIe3feceTe TIOMUHE
skuBoTa(13).

Togune cBefoKa Cy, NOpeN UYHIEHHIE Ja [ajy MOrYHHOCT 3a OKBHPHY
NIPOLIEHY HETOBHX PEKOTHHTHBHUX CIIOCOOHOCTH, BplO GHTHE M V BE3H IPOO-
Jema CYTECTHOWIHOCTH, KOjH HMa HarjallleH 3Havaj V MaTepHjH O KOjoj
rosopumo. IIpy ToM, nMoceOHO HMaMO YV BHOV JeUy H Milabe MaloneTHHKe.

Hako ce nena, o6u4yHO, cMaTpajy NPHIHYHO HENONOGHOM KaTErOpHjoM
CBENOKa, jaCHO je Aa OHa MOTIy IpYKHUTH HHM3 KOPHCHHX uHHbOpMauMja O
H3IJely VYMHHOIIAa M M3BPLIMTH Ta4yHO IIpeno3HaBame. MebyTHM, HapouwuTa
Na’Kikba Ce MOpa IOKIIOHHTH HUXOBOj CYT€CTHOHIHOCTH Kao ITOTEHIIMjaTHOM
H3BOpY Ipellaka H 3abnvaa. OmacHOCT on e je BeoMa HOGPO HM3pasHo Bpavu
(Brown): ,CrBopHMTe ako XoheTe IpeAacTaBy KOjy OeTe TpeGa Oa BHAM WIH
yyje U BPJIO BEpOBAaTHO OHO he YYTH MM BHIOETH OHO WITO BH skemHTte'(14).

Jeman on Hajborpux NIpHMepa OBe OCOOHMHE [euHje IICHXe Be3aH je 3a
ciyyaj yOHCTBa Maile AeBeTorofuinme pneBojurile CecumHje y jEOHOM MECTY
v Benruju jom paneke 1910. ronmue(15). HHPopMaTHBHO pacrUTHBaWE IOJIH-
LHje OTKPWIIO je Qma Cy IBe OpVrapdile yoHjeHe HmeBojudlle (jemHa om 8 H
apvra on 10 romuHa) MpHMeTHIe Aa je ,,BUCOK, TAMHOKOC YOBEK Ca LPHHM
OpkoBHMa"“ ofgBeo HHXOBY Apvrapuuy. Cneneher naHa, HeBOjuulle CV OIET
caciyiliaHe, OBOT IIyTa Of CTpaHe HCTPa’KHOT cymuje. FbUXoB HCka3 ce Taga
3HAaTHO Pa3jIMKOBAO OJ OHOTr KOJH jé JaT MpeTXomHor maHa. MebvTuuM, HakoOH
IITO je CyO¥ja HaBeO HEKONHKO HMEHa [eBOjuHIlamMa, jedHa Of IbHX je H3-
jaBuNa ma ce 4oBek Koju je omBeo Cecunujy 3oBe JaH M Oa je OH oTall
jemHe muxoBe npyrapuie. ,JanH“ Amand Van Puyenbroeck je usBemeH Ha
CVI U OITY)XE€H 3a YOMCTBO VINMaBHOM Ha OCHOBY HCKasa [BE Maile CBefo-
Kuibe, Koje cv ra mnpenosHaie. On6GpaHa je, 1UTO je IpBH 3abene)XeH TaKaB
clyyaj, aHra’koBaja HEKOJMKO IICHXONOra, KOjH CV C€ TNOjaBHIM V VJIO3H
CYICKMX BellTaka. JedaH o BHMX je OHO M Io3HaTH ncuxonor J. BapeHnoHk
(J. Varendonck). ITo3BaH ma cBemouH O IOV3HAHOCTH AEYHjEr HCKa3a H OLIEHH
3Hauyaj CYTECTHBHOT IIOCTYIKa KOMe CY JE€BOjuHlle Y TOKY HCTpare OHIe H3-
JIO>KEHe, OH je INpefy3e0 CEpPHjy eKCIlepHMeHaTa ca JelOM HCTHX IOgHHa Kao
U OBe Malle CBeNOKHihe. [locTaBmmajvhiu cnuyHa NMHTaka Ha HayHH Ha KOjH je
TO YMIbEHO Y HUCTPa3H, OH je HOOILIAao A0 pe3yiTaTa KOjH Cy ra yoemuwrH Ja je
CBENOYEHE ABE NEBOjUHIle MOIJI0O OMTH IIOCJIeqHIla CYTECTUBHHX ITHTarba IIOC-
TaB/bEHUX TOKOM caciyluama. Ha npumep, xama je ocamMHaecTopo CeIMOro-
OMIIbe Jelle OWIOo yIMTaHO Ja HaBeny 0Oojy Opane jemHor op vyvuures®a v
ILUXOBO]j 3rpajy, lOecHaeCTOpO je OATOBOPHIIO Ja je OoHa IIpHa, JOK ABOje
HUje Jano HHKakaB OAroBOp. Y CTBapH, V4YHTElb HMje VOIIITE HMao Opapy.
Kana je ucro nurame ynyheHo ocmorommnmoj geud, on mux 20 wak je 19
HaBelo HeKy Oojy Opame, MOK je caMO jemHO J[eTeé IPaBHIHO OJTOBOPHIO
ma yoBek Hema 6pany. Hako je BapeHIOHKOBO CBENOYEHE CYA OLEHHO Kao
MpETEHLUHOHH3HO, OHO je JHONpPHHEIO Ja ce JOHECE OmIyKa o ocnodabamy
OIITY>KEHOT.

OBY OCOBMHY HeuMje IICHXe CY I0CeOHO HCTHLANH H OCTATH IICHXOJO3H.
Taxo, Bajnmu (Whipple), xomeHTapuurvhin pe3yiTaTe HCTpakKHBaiba Koje je

(13) A. Smith, E. Winograd, Adult age dxfference in remembering faces, ,Developmen-
tal psychology’, 14/1978, p. 444; P. Baltes, K. Schaie, On the plasticity of intelligence in
adulthood and old age, ,,Amencan psychologlst 31/1976, g 724,

(14) M. Brown, Legal psychology, Indlanapohs 1926, p. 133.

(15) D. Yarmey, %he psychology of eyewitness testimony, New York, 1979, p. 196.
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cripoBeo BapeHIOHK, HCTHYe Oa cy Oella ,HajormacHHja om CBmx cBemoka“(16)
H Oa je ,,/106po IO3HATO ja CY Ka CyrecTHjaMa OTBOpeHwWja Hero ompacim’(17).
Creps vyKa3syje Ha ,CHara CYTeCTHBHHMX IIMTalhba BEOMa MHOTO 3aBHCH Off
roguHa CTApOCTH CBENOKa KOMe ce mocTaBkajy“(18). OH HaBomu mpuMepe y
KOjHMa CV OEeYMjH MCKa3W [allk OmIVYUYjyhH mompuHOC yTBpbHBamy HIOCH-
THTeTa VIHHHOLIA, IOITO Ce KacHuje nokasano norpemsmM(19). Jlummen (Lip-
mann), Takobe, 3akibyayje ma cy ,Miaaba Hmella 3HATHO CYTECTHOHIHI]ja HEro
crapuja pena u ompacmu’‘(20).

Bynyvhm pa je HOpenosHaBame IOCTYIAK KOjH je M Y3 HajBehy maxipy
roToBO HeMOryhe OCIIO0OOHUTH CBHX e€JIeMeHaTa Ca CYTeCTHBHHM OejCTBOM,
OUHTIIEHHO je Ja TO IpeNcTaBba BeOMa BENHMKY OIACHOCT 3a IICHXY HETETa
. 1 HCKa3 KOjH OHO Jnaje.

JenHa opn mojaBa KOja CBaKaKO 3aciyKyje ma Oylae IMOoceGHO IOMEHYTa
y CKIONy H3Nlarawka O CHOCOOHOCTH IIpENO3HaBakha DPaslIH4UTHX CTapOCHHX
KaTeropuja cBefoka jecTe ejmesa. OHa ce UecToO NHOTpentHo Ha3uBa ¢OTO-
rpadckum naMhemem 360r CIIOCOOHOCTH OHMX KOJjH IOME pacloliaky Aa v
NOTIIVHOCTH PEenpoOAvKYjy BH3yenHe po)kuBikaje. MebyTtuMm, xopumibeme moj-
Mma ¢doTtorpadckor mamherma YHHM Ce IIOTpELIHMM, jep ce OHO 0Oasupa Ha
M3jenHauaBalby BH3yelTHe Ieplieruje u ¢ortorpaduje(2l). Ejmercka nmaru-
Haluuja ce KapaKTepuille H3y3eTHO JKHBHUM BHM3VEIHMM CIIMKaMma, KOjé HMajy
jacHocT u onpebeHocT omajkaja. UecTo ce paeduHMINE Kao CIIOCOOHOCT Marber
6poja bynM Oa JOKHBH CIMKV, KOja TIPEACTaB/hba IPENU3HY KOIHjy OPHIH-
HaJIHOT CEH30pHOr HCKycTBa(22). IIpucycTtBo oBOr (peHOMEHA KO IOjeIuHalna
ce OTKpriBa V3 NoMoh [Ba OCHOBHa METOHA: CYOjeKTHBHOI, KOjH C€ HasHBa
ONMCHBAaK-€ CIIMKa M OOjeKTUBHOT, KOjU Ce Ha3WBa METOH, CYIEpHMIIO3HLINje.

Ilopen MeTona, 3a TECTHpawe U OLEHY ejreTcke CIOCOGHOCTH je of
BEJIUKOT 3Hauaja ¥ BpCTa BH3VEIIHOI MaTepHjaja KOojH ce KopucTu. Jaensch
je jowr ykasao Oa je €jOeTcKy MMaruHaiHujy TeIIKO H3a3BaTH YKOJMKO BH3Y-
enHu Hanpaskaj Huje HHTepecaHTaH(23). Ilopem Tora, melmoOBH IpefcTaBe Mo-
pajyv na uMajy HeKe VHYTpalllbe Be3e IWIM CTPYKTYPY KOja OAroBapa 3aKOHY
uMmaryHauuje(24). OBa OKONHOCT ykKa3dyje Ha pnBa Moryha oGjanmserma: HiIH
Marepujai Tpeba na Gyoe HHTepecaHTaH Oa GH MOTHBHCAO M Be3ao MaXKiby
ocobGe, WIKM CMHCAaoHa CTDYKTypa MaTepHjasa pnaje OOBY OCHOBY 32 KOH-
CTPYKTUBHU IICHXOJIOLIKM IIpollec(25). 3Hauaj OBHMX oOOjallmbera JIEXXKH Y TO-
M€ IUTO ce OHa OMHOCE Ha LIEHTpPAJIHO IMTale, Aa JIH je ejoe3a MeplierIso-
Ha CIIOCOGHOCT OfBOjeHa Of MEMOpHje, WIH je TO caMO ¢opMma BH3YEIHe
HMaTHHalUje CrIojeHe VHYTPalUllbUM Be3aMa ca MeMOpHjoM. YKONHKO OHa
IpeficCTaBba IEpPUENIMOHH ¢dEHOMEH, Taja He 6u Tpefano fa uMa 3Havaja
YHIbEHHLIA Aa U CY HEeNOBH BH3VENHOI Hajpa’kaja MHTEIrPHCaHH Y CMHCaoHe
uemuHe Wik He, jep he cBH OUTH pEeTHCTPOBaHH MOXjeNHAKO HOOPO U KacHHje

(16) G. Whipple, The psychology of testimony, ,Psychological bulletin’, 8/1911, p. 308.
(17) G. Whipple, The obmmmg the information: psychology of observation and report,
.,Psychological bulletin’’, 15/1918, 245,
(18) W. Stern, Abstracts of lectures on the psychology of testimony and on the study
of mdzvuluahty, ,,Amencan journal of psychology', 21/1910, p. 272.
(19) B.” Witepu, [lcuxonowuja panoz c)erurbcrea EeorpaA 1938, crp. 268—63.
- (20) P. Lipmann, Pedagogical psychology of report, ,Journal of educational psychology ,
911, p. 258.
‘?1) D. Yarmey, op. cit., str. 209.
(22) T. Landauer, Psycholoay a brief overview, New York, 1972, p. 257; J. Kagan, E.
Havemann, Psychology: an introduction, New York, 1972 588.
193 (23) E. Jaensch, Eidetic imagery and topologlcal methods of investigation, New York,
0, p. 68.
(24) Ibid. p. 69.

(25) U. Neisser, Cognitive psychology, New York, 1967, p. 437.
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NpOjeKTOBaHH V BHAY €jAeTCKHX CIHKa. Ako je To dopma BH3yenHe HMa-
THHalLHje, Koja 3aBHCH ON MEMODHje, OHfa je NIpeTNocTaBKa na OH ejmercka
HMmardHanmja Ouna Moryha camo ako OM ONadXeHHM MaTepHjal HMao Kapak-
TEep CMHCAOHe M OprHHU3aBaHe IeHe.

IIpemmsHoct y namhberwy BHM3VEIHOT MaTepHjana KOA ejaeTHdyapa je
obdnact ca NPHIMYHO KOHTPOBEP3HHM CTaBOBHMa. JegHO BpeMe 3a BHX ce
MHCIMIO Ja HMajy H3Y3€THO TadHO INamhbeme 3a CBe BpPCTe BH3VEIHMX Ha-
apakaja(26). MebyTnM, caBpeMeHa HCTpasKHBama CY NPHJIAYHO CKENTHYHA
v TOM IIOITIEAY, a IOjegHHH ayTOpH CMaTpajy Ja IOoCTojH ciaba Kopelammja
u3Meby IPEelU3HOCTH H OPVIHX HHAMKATOpa ejOercKe CrnocoGHOCTH(27).

BeoMa OMTHO IMTame 3a Hac je H OY’KWHA Tpajama ejaeTCKe HMari-
nauuje. I'pej (Gray) m 'amepmen (Gummerman) H3HOCE CTaB Aa je MPOCEYHO
Tpajame 30—40 CeKyHTHM, amM fAa MOXXe OMTH 3—5 MHHVTA, ma Yak H BH-
1e(28). MebyTiM, Heka Opyra HCTpa’kHBarmba Cy MOKa3ana Aa €jaeTCKa CIHKa
HMje HeCcTajala HH HakoH 24u(29). CBakako ja Oy’KHHa Tpajarmha HAMa BeoMa
BEJMKH 3Hauyaj ca acmeKTa KOPHCHOCTH 3a HCKa3 KOjH Jaje CBeOOK, OTHOCHO
npeno3HaBalme Koje BpIIA. Y TOM CMHCIY, jaCHO je Ha H IHOpeN BeHKHUX
MHAMBHAVAIHUX pas3luKa, HHje pealHO OYeKHWBAaTH KOPHCHe edeKTe ejmer-
CKe CIIOCOGHOCTH HaKOH ITpOTeKa HEKOT IV’Ker BpeMeHa. 300r Tora je BeoMa
Ba’KHO V3€TH Of CBeNOKa OMHC IUTO je Moryhe mpe HakOH H3BpINEma KpH-
BuuHor mena. Onm KoiauKe NOMOhHM OH MO’Ke Taga OHTH ONIHYHO C€ BHIH
U3 IpHMepa OIUCa, KOju HaBomu I'pacOeprep, maTor of CTpaHe INOCiIoBobe
jeane nepuoHmule vy Ibyjopky omMax HakoH mmpauke(30). ,UoBek koju Me je
BaTpeHUM OpY’KjeM Op’Kao Y Imaxy GHO je BHCOK 1UECT CTONa H JaBa Iona,
HOCHO je cMeb miemmp ca HEeITO CBETIHjOM IBa NpPCTa IIHPOKOM H 3HOjeM
VIIp;baHOM HaHTILHKOM. OH je mMao AyGoko ycabeHe IUTaBO-3efleHE OuH, a
JIEBO OKO je OWIO HEWTO IuiaBibe of JecHor. Hoc ay je OHO LIMpPOK H Majo
KpuB. buo je pbaBo OOpHjaH ca HLpPBEHKACTHM AiakamMa oOpafne. oM, MeKH
1eo 7TeBOor vxa OHO je HeITO CHNYIUTEHHjH of AecHor. HMmao je camebe mno-
Jyuunesle ca UpHEM nepTiaama“. IlogjeaHako QeTakbaH OOMC [ao je H V
rorsiefy IOPYTOr Halafada, OOK je 3a Tpeher, KOjHu ce HaiasHO Ha CTpaku
npen pagmOM pekao Ja My je damuino AyrMe Ha MaHTuiay. JaTH ommcH
Ccy ce y NOTNYHOCTH MNOAVAAapamy ca CTBapHHM H3refoM yxBaheHHx pas-
OOjHHKa.

V moriexy pacnpoCTPakeHOCTH €jHeTCKe CIOCOOHOCTH, Tpeba pehu ma
je OHa 3HaTHO dYemha KOA [ele HEro KoM oapaciux. IIpH ToM, oHa je,
rpeMa HEKHM CaBPEMEHHM HCTPa’KHMBabbHMa, 3HAaTHO ITPHCYVTHHja KOA Hdele
Koja ce Hajla3e Yy PpaHHjHM I€pHOAMMA pa3Boja (1o 7 roguHa, a 3HaTHO peba
1o 15 roguna(31). IllTo ce THue YKyIHOr Opoja aelle ca OBOM crnocoGHouwhy, He
mocToju cariacHocT. I'pacGeprep(32) cmarpa na je Taj Opoj v HOGH mO my-
GepTera BeoMa BenMKH. Bomumnermmh(33) u3HocH momatak ga ce pagH o /s
meue y nodu mo 15 roguna. MebyTuM, Heka HCTpaskuBama, KOja Cy IIpH-

(26) H. Kluver An experimental ‘study of the eidetic type, ,,Genetic psyhology mono-
graphs“, 171926, 71. i
27) J. Leask et alt., Eidetic imagery in children, ,Psychonomic monograph supple-
ments'’, 3,1969 g

ray,

821975, p 383
(29) C. Stromeyer, J. Psotka, The detailed texture of eidetic images, ,Nature', 225/1970,

G. Gummerman, The enigmatic eidetic image, ,Psychological bulletin*,

p. 346.
(30) R. Grasberger, op. cit.,

66.
(31) E. Giray, ‘W." Altkin, G Vaught, P. Roodin, The incidence of eidetic imagery as
a function o}{ age, ,,Child development“ 47/1976, p. 1207.
32) rasberger, op. cit., p. 67.
(33) B. Boauneanh, ptutuua/mcruxa Beorpaa, 1972, crp. 186.
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MEHHJIa CTPOro KOHTPOJHCAHY IPOLENYDPY V OOpebHBamy €jOeTcKe CIIOCOGHO-
CTH Cy KOHCTaroBajla [la Ce CaMO Mallx Gpoj Jielle MO>Xe CMaTpaTH IPaBHM
ejoetugapuma(34). YV jemHoM on BHX, koje je oGyxBatwio 500 1mkomncke
JZlenle, oBa IojaBa je OTKpHBEHa Yy caMo 7% ciryuajesa.(35).

Mr. Zoran Milovanovid,
Assistant of the Faculty of Law in Belgrade

THE AGE OF WITNESS AS AN ELEMENT FOR ASSESSING THE VALUE
OF EVIDENCE IN RELATION TO IDENTIFICATION IN COURSE
OF CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS

Summary

Differentiated approach to various age categories of witnésses is a ne-
-cessary prerequisite for correct understanding and assessing of their state-
ments. The ground for such an attitude is the fact that psycho-physical
abilities of man are not a steady and unchangeable part of his personality.
In their development these abilities clearly indicate both upward and down-
‘ward tendencies. In such a way, they directly influence the quality of state-
ment by a witness. Since identification (recognition), as a specific and rather
characteristic psycho-social segment of the entire statement by a witness,
ie. testimony, is important, the author dedicates his attention to those
specificities which originate in different age of witness. Along these lines
particularly elaborated are the issues of reproductive capacity of the witness,
the suggestiveness of his person and the phenomenon of being an eidetic
type.

The reproductive capacity of witness, and more particularly its part
related to identification, in spite of some contrary opinions, shows that the
‘best level is situated within the 15 to 20 and 60 years of age. However, there
are rather considerable departures in this field in the periods prior and after
‘that age.

The suggestiveness of a witness also does change with the age. This
amounts to a constant danger that the witness by his statement reproduces
not that what he really observed, but that which was suggested to him,
both consciously and unconsciously. This characteristic, although particu-
larly expressed with children, is rather frequently manifested with the grown-
~ups too, which find themselves in the situation to give testimony in criminal
proceedings.

And finally, the phenomenon of being an eidetic type, which is some-
times wrongly called as photographic memory, is also rather important, since
if it really exists, it gives to the testimony of the witness quite a great value.
‘However, there is much controversy in relation to the authenticity of eidetic
immagination, as well as to its durability and presence at various age ca-
tegories.

Mr Zoran Milovanovié,
.assistant a la Faculté de droit & Belgrade

L’AGE DU TEMOIN COMME ELEMENT POUR L'EVALUATION DE
LA VALEUR PROBATOIRE DE LA RECONNAISSANCE DANS
UNE PROCEDURE PENALE

Résumé

L’approche differentielle de diverses catégories d’age des témoins, est
une condition indispensable pour une bonne compréhension et estimation

(34) D. Yarmey, op. cit., p. 210.
(35) J. Leask et alt., op. cit., p. 40.
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de leur déposition. Le fondement d'une telle attitude réside dans le fait
que les capacités psycho-physiques de I’'homme ne sont pas une part con-
stante et inchangeable de sa personne, mais dans la phase de son dévelop-
pement se manifestent nettement des tendences ascendantes et descendantes.
De cette maniéres alles conditionnent directement la qualité de sa déposition.
Etant donné que la reconnaissance, comme un des segments psyciio-social
particulier et trés caracteristique dans toute la déposition du témoin, elle
comporte de nombreuses spécificités par rapport a cette entité, nous avons
consacré notre attention dans cet ouvrage sur celles d’'entre elles qui tirent
leur origine de 1'dge different des temoins. Dans cet esprit, des questions de:
cgg{acité de reproduction du temoin, ont été traitées, sa suggestibilité et son
eideze.

La capacité reproductible du témoin et surtout la partie qui se rapporte
a la reconnaissance, manifeste, malgré quelques opinions contraires le niveau
le plus optimal entre 15—20 et 60 ans d’age. Cependant dans la période avant
et aprés cet age il y a, sur ce plan la, des écarts assez grands.

La suggestibilité du témoin change aussi avec les années. Ceci présente
un danger constant, & savoir, que par sa déposition le témoin ne réproduise
pas, qu'il a réellement remarqué, mais ce qu’on lui suggére sciemment ou
inconsciemment. Cette qualité bien que surtout exprimée chez les enfants,
se manifeste trés souvent chez les adultes aussi qui se trouvent en situation
de déposer dans un procédé pénal.

Enfin le phenoméne d’eidéze que trés souvent on appelle a tort, la mé-
morisation photographique, a de méme une grande importance, car si elle
existe vraiment elle donne a la déposition du témoin une trés grande valeur.
11 existe cependant assez de controverses tant en ce qui concerne la précision
de l'imagination eidéze que la longueur de sa durée et dans quelle mesure
ce phénomeéne est présent chez les differentes catégories d'age.
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