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Abstract

From a theoretical point of view, this paper considers the evidentiary action of
recognizing the voice of the perpetrator by the witness. It is the identification of the voice
by a person who is usually an "unprofessional listener". Due to the specificity of the voice
as an object of recognition, the involvement of forensics (linguists and phoneticians) in the
organization and immediate realization of the voice recognition action seems inevitable.
Their activity would be manifested in giving guidance to the authority on how to increase
the efficiency of voice identification and the accuracy of witness testimony. The witness
gives evidence based on his perceptual (auditory) abilities in a procedure prescribed by the
law, in which the credibility of his/her testimony is simultaneously checked and assessed.
The Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Serbia establishes the legal framework
for taking the voice recognition action, while the content of performing the direct
recognition action is determined by the criminal-tactical rules.

Key words: voice, auditory presentation, procedural rules, criminal-tactical rules.

3HAYAJ UAEHTUOUKALUJE T'JIACA'Y HOCTYIIKY
ITPEINIO3HABAIbA JIMIIA OJ1 CTPAHE CBEJJOKA

AncTpakT

V pamy ce ca TeOpHjCKOT acrieKTa pa3Marpa JOKa3Ha pajiba Ipero3HaBama riaca
YYMHHOLIA KPUBUYHOT [Iela Of CTpaHe cBemoka. Pedu je o mueHTH(UMKAIMju Tiaca of
CTpaHe JiMIa Koje je Hajuelhe ,HenpodecHoHanHu ciymanan”. Ycien crnenuduIHOCTH
aca Kao 00jeKTa Mperno3HaBarma, YKIbyIeHOCT (GopeH3niapa (JIMHrBUCTe U (hOHETHIapa)
y OpraHM3alyjy U HEMOCPEAHY pean3alyjy paibe Mpero3HaBama Iilaca YMHU Ce
Hen30eKHMM. FbrxoBa akKTHBHOCT orieiaia Ou ce y JaBarby CMEPHHUIIA OpraHy MOCTYIKa
Kako na ce nosehia edukacHOCT MICHTHU(HKAIMje IJaca M TaYHOCTH HCKa3a CBEIOKA.
CBemlok fJaje WCKa3 Ha OCHOBY MEPIENTUBHHX (CIYIIHMX) CHOCOOHOCTH Y 3aKOHOM
HPOIHCAHOM MOCTYIIKY y KOjEM C€ MCTOBPEMEHO IPOBEpaBa M OLEHYje BEPOIOCTOJHOCT
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CTOBOI' MCKa3a. 3aKOHMKOM O KPUBHYHOM MOCTYNKy PemyOmmke CpOuje yTBpheH je
NPaBHU OKBHp TIpely3uMarba pajiibe Mperno3HaBama Iiiaca, JOK je CaapKhHA BpIIcHa
HETOoCpeHe Pajiibe Mperno3HaBama oapeleHa KpIMUHATUCTHIKO-TAKTHYKIM TPABUIAMA.

K.Tby‘lHe peun: rjac, ayAuTUBHO IIpeao4aBambe, IIPOLCCHa IIpaBuiia,
KPUMHUHAJIMCTUYKO-TAaKTUYKa ITpaBUa.

INTRODUCTION

The need for identification is as old as humanity. At the beginning of
the development of human civilization, the ability to recognize certain
characteristics was the key to survival. In everyday life, we identify and
recognize people around us by looking at and/or listening to them. Biological
characteristics make each person a unique being on the planet (biological
differences exist even in monozygotic twins). It is this uniqueness that
underlies the identifying process, i.e. the identification (Tuthill,1994). The
human voice is a feature that contains physiological and behavioral
characteristics and is very specific. It is according to voice that people choose
friends, partners and inadvertently create a picture of the speaker. It is an
identity mark, because just as there are no two identical fingerprints, two
identical manuscripts and two identical retinas, there are no two identical
voices. In recent decades, there has been an increasing interest and need to
identify perpetrators of crimes based on voice, as recognized by witnesses.
The evidence they provide can be crucial to identifying the perpetrator,
indicting him and ultimately convicting him. Therefore, it is absolutely
necessary that the testimony of eyewitnesses is as accurate and complete as
possible. In cases where there is no recording of the voice of the perpetrator,
and the witness does not see the perpetrator but only hears their voice (for
example: rape in the dark or with a mask on the perpetrator’s face, robbery
done by perpetrators wearing masks, etc.), the organ of the proceedings
(which, depending on the phase of the proceeding, may be a public
prosecutor, police or court) is compelled to take a voice recognition action to
identify the perpetrator of the crime (voice line-up). The voice line-up is
based on the same principles, defined by procedural and criminal rules, much
in the form of the visual line-up. It is a complex identification procedure that
establishes the identity of the voice presented with the voice previously
heard. Auditory recognition can be organized, even if the voice recording of
the perpetrator exists, as a supplement to expert analysis. This maximizes the
use of all available information in a given case. The basic issue in case law,
i.e. evidentiary proceedings, is the evidentiary value of auditory recognition
(Hollien, 2012). Namely, it should be borne in mind that in wvoice
identification procedures, recognition is most often performed by "non-
professional listeners”, and that identification is based on acoustic and
linguistic features - information that carries the speech of the person to be
identified (Schreuder, et al., 2018). Therefore, the involvement of forensic
professionals (linguists, phoneticians) is required to help carry out the voice
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recognition work in an efficient and professional manner (Bojani¢, et al.,
2017). The basic requirement for taking and realizing a recognition action is
the ability of the witness to accurately describe and subsequently recognize
the characteristics of the perpetrator's voice. It essentially raises the question
of the discriminating characteristics in the speech of two speakers and
determining the criteria on the basis of which it can be determined with
greater or less certainty whether there is a similarity between the speakers.
No matter what methodological procedure is involved, recognition involves
comparing a set of features and determining how similar or different the
features are.

ACOUSTIC AND PERCEPTIVE CHARACTERISTICS
OF THE HUMAN VOICE

The human vocal tract is a specific source of acoustic signal. It
generates a signal (voice) that has speech-specific features. The frequency
range of speech goes from 80Hz to 12kHz and is the so-called speech
frequency range. However, the most important is the frequency range
between 250 and 5000Hz in which speech intelligibility is 100% (Nesi¢, et
al., 2011). The research work conducted in this area has shown that the
frequencies of 500Hz, 1kHz and 2kHz are the most important for a good
understanding of speech. Vowels in the lower frequency range are known to
provide the required power (loudness), and consonants, which are higher than
vocals at higher frequencies, give intelligibility to speech. This indicates that
the voice message is audible enough thanks to the wvowels, and
understandable thanks to the consonants. The average vowel power in speech
is about 50W (in the case of a man's loud voice the power can reach the value
of 2000W), the power of the quietest consonants is only 0.03W (Hedever, et
al., 1997, p, 104 - 119). Therefore, although on average vowel power is about
1600 times greater than the power of the consonants, still the consonants are
more important for speech intelligibility. This confirms that objective
acoustic values do not always correlate with the subjective feeling. When it
comes to speech communication, how we perceive voice or speech is equally
important, along with the acoustic characteristics of the speech signal and its
production (Musiek & Chermak, 2007, p.78). We perceive our own speech
through hearing and proprioception, and perceive the speech of the other
person using our auditory and visual apparatus (in direct contact). In terms of
perception, we can talk about three basic characteristics of sound. These are
the intensity, pitch and color of the sound. The normal voice (speech)
intensity of an individual in a quiet environment is between 60 and 65db. The
disturbing factors in speech perception and comprehension are: the distance
between the speaker (sound source) and the listener, noise levels (interfering
noise) and reverberation time (echo).
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COMPLEXITY AND VARIATIONS OF SPEECH EXPRESSION

People communicate using speech that is shared by their language
community. However, this common language (speech) is at the same time the
carrier of the individual characteristics of each speaker individually, in terms
of spoken expression and in terms of the use of linguistic means. This
individuality in the use of the common language can be used to confirm or
deny one's identity on the basis of what has been said (uttered). Every
communicative situation, even the short-lived one, reveals individual
characteristics in both terms: in terms of speech expression, and in terms of
the use of linguistic means at all levels of the linguistic structure. The
appearance of personal speech characteristics and the personal style of using
language means are major markers in determining the speaker's identity. The
presence of context-induced variations in phonetic and linguistic terms in
spoken expression is very important, as they form the basis of verbal
expression. There are also variations of emotional nature. Other variations
come to light depending on the conditions of conversation (speech in a noisy
environment, in a hurry, in a café, etc.). Each feature in the speech signal has
its own variation field or volume. This means that its variation can be caused
by different factors controlling the organs of the articulation, and that the size
of that field or volume depends on the physiological characteristics of the
vocal tract. Thus, the basic frequency of the voice depends on the
physiological characteristics of the vocal cords, on the psycho-emotional
state, on the Lombard reflex when speaking in a noisy environment, etc. All
this indicates that a good knowledge of the causes of detectable acoustic
variations and their characteristics is a prerequisite for successful recognition
of the speaker's speech (Josuunh & Kammih, 2009). It should also be borne in
mind that hearing-based testimony is generally less reliable than eye-witness
testimony. The height, color and volume of sound and noise, its duration, and
speech are audited and registered. Furthermore, the ability to adapt the sense
of hearing, which is an individual characteristic of the listener, is very
significant.

The hearing sense in situations where it is exposed to large noise,
reflexively without the influence of willpower and consciousness, reduces its
sensitivity, so that long-term exposure to large noise gradually diminishes its
sensitivity. On the other hand, listening to noise and quiet tones directs
attention, which increases the sensitivity of the hearing sense (Taylor, 2011).
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AUDITIVE PRESENTATION (VOICE LINE-UP) —
PROCESS AND CRIMINAL ASPECT

The Process Rules for Implementing a Voice Recognition Action

Voice recognition action is a complex evidentiary action that legally
determines the perpetrator's identity based on his or her voice. The Serbian
legislature foresees the possibility of taking a voice recognition action
throughout the proceedings, which is why we will use the term perpetrator
for the person whose voice is to be recognized, which encompasses both the
suspect when their voice is recognized in pre-trial or in the investigation, as
well as the accused when recognizing is performed at the main trial.

The voice is recognized when the witness, who subsequently hears it,
declares that he/she remembers the voice he/she has already heard and
described (Markovi¢, 1972, p. 437). The Criminal Procedure Code of the
Republic of Serbia (Sluzbeni glasnik Republike Srbije, 72/2011, 101/2011,
121/2012, 32/2013, 45/2013, 55/2014, 35/2019) in the provisions of Articles
100 and 90 provides for a voice as an object of the recognition action, but
when determining the manner and conditions of performing the recognition
action, it refers to the appropriate application of the provisions on taking the
recognition action of a person or object.

The voice recognition action will be taken by the procedure authority
when it is necessary to determine whether a witness recognizes a particular
voice. The witness recognizes the voice by being presented, at the same time,
with the perpetrator's voice, together with other voices unknown to them
whose basic characteristics are similar to the voice described earlier by the
witness. The presentation of voices is done by requiring the perpetrator and
other persons to utter the same words or phrases in an identical manner (loud,
quiet, or whispering) (Cumonosuh, 2004, ctp. 269).

After the witness has been presented with a number of voices, he/she
is required to say whether he/she recognizes any of them, and in the case of a
positive (affirmative) response, to indicate to the recognized voice and to
state whether they recognize the voice with certainty or with a certain degree
of probability. There are, in fact, two degrees of belief — greater in the form
of certainty and lesser in the form of a certain degree of probability. The
degree of probability is expressed by witnesses as a percentage, seeking to
more accurately express the degree of belief in their ability to accurately
identify the voice of the perpetrator they have previously observed, taking
into account the preponderance of the grounds in support of or at the expense
of recognizing the voice (Mmuh u cap., 2013, ctp. 288; Atanacos, 2016.).
The outcome of the recognition action may consist of the correct or incorrect
recognition of the voice. The correct outcome occurs when the witness
recognizes the perpetrator’s voice among multiple voices, or doesn’t point to
one of the voices presented when the perpetrator’s voice is not present. The
inaccurate outcome of the act of the recognition occurs when the witness
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misidentifies and points to a voice that is undoubtedly found to belong to a
person other than the perpetrator (so-called false alarm), or when he/she fails
to identify the perpetrator's voice by stating that he or she is unable to
recognize the voice described previously, although the perpetrator's voice
was among the voices presented (Kozar, et al., 2013, p. 251).

When a voice recognition action is taken in a pre-trial or during an
investigation, it will be conducted in such a way that the person whose voice
is being recognized cannot see or hear the witness, and in such a manner that
the witness doing the identification cannot hear the perpetrator — the suspect,
before the recognition procedure begins. The purpose of such an act of
recognition is to protect the witness from any possible threat and harm that
might occur by the person whose voice is being recognized, and at the same
time to prevent the suggestive influence on the witness to identify a particular
person by the voice heard just before the recognition action is taken, and not
at the scene of the crime (Mmh u cap., 2013, ctp. 304). The identification
action in the pre-trial procedure and in the investigation is carried out in the
presence of the public prosecutor. The course of the proceedings and the
results of the action taken should be recorded in minutes. Depending on how
the voice recognition is implemented, various items (e.g. audio and/or video
recordings) are an integral part of the record, which together with the content
fixed in the record, represent a unity manifest the whole process of voice
recognition action in an original way (Aranacos, 2014, ctp. 228 — 240).

Unlike some foreign legal solutions, The Criminal Procedure Code of
the Republic of Serbia regulates the manner of performing the recognition
action. However, all questions related to the number of voices presented, the
similarity of voices, taking the description of a voice, the moment when the
authority takes the recognition action and other issues of importance for the
effectiveness of the recognition action are left to criminal theory and practice.

Criminal and Tactical Rules for Voice Recognition

Recognizing the specificity of a voice as an object of recognition,
criminal tactics have built a number of rules based on the facial recognition
action, the proper application of which reduces the possible dangers of
inaccurate recognition. Some of these rules are specifically mentioned as
follows (Markovi¢, 1972, p. 438 - 439):
= Prior to the immediate realization of the voice recognition action, it is
necessary to determine the witness' ability to perceive the voice. This means
that individual differences arising from the personality of the witness should
be determined. First of all, the age of the witness should be determined
(emotional sensitivity to other human senses is the first one that begins to
weaken, which is why it is estimated that about 25% of the elderly have
hearing impairment) (Simic¢ et al., 2007, p. 82), the psychic personality of the
witness (determining which type of observer the witness belongs to, auditory,
visual, visual-motor or neutral), the witness' job (occupation) (musicians
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perfectly notice the differences between voices), cultural background (in
theory, there is an understanding that people who are closer to the natural
way of life have a better ability to perceive and observe sounds and voices),
etc. (Markovi¢, 1972, p. 438).

= The witness should be required to describe the conditions in which he/she
observed the voice: where, when and under what circumstances he/she
observed the voice. For example, where he/she stood and how far he/she was
from the source of the voice, the perpetrator, because distance completely
prevents or greatly reduces the ability to perceive, as well as to determine
differential features (e.g., at the end of the 19™ century, one survey found that
at 8 meter’s distance from the speaker, 56% of listeners between the ages of
50 and 60 would hear whispers, 11% of them between the ages 60 and 70
and only 10% of listeners between the ages 70 and 80. Persons older than 80
will be able to hear whispers only at a distance of 2 meters (about 40%)
(Smiljani¢, 1999, p. 54). Furthermore, how long the speech and speech
observation lasted (a short observation would make it impossible to perceive
specific voice traits, that is, the length of the observation positively affects the
accuracy of identification (Deffenbacher, 1991; In: Bornstein, 1995, p. 342);
whether the observation was made outdoors or indoors (this significantly
affects the content and scope of observations) (Markovi¢, 1972, p. 438 —
439); what were the weather and ambient conditions (e.g., whether it was
raining and thundering, silent or noisy, whether other disturbing factors were
present and which ones, because every aspect of the event that interferes with
the perception of the perpetrator's voice has a negative impact on the later
memory of the witness) (Deffenbacher, 1991 In: Bornstein, 1995, p. 342),
whose voice he/she heard, what the characteristics of that voice are that make
it specific to identify, whether he/she heard the whole speech or only part of
it, etc. (Vodineli¢ et al, 1986, p. 241).

= |t is crucial to determine the emotional state of the perpetrator at the
moment when the witness observes his/her voice, because depending on the
emotional state of the perpetrator, his/her voice also changes (Altavilla,
p.322). For example, the voice of the perpetrator in anger or hatred can
become squeaky, hoarse and metallic, and tremble in fear. The velvety voice
of a woman in anger can become uncomfortable and stiff, while the voice of
a man when addressing a beloved woman can get a feminine sweetness. The
tone of the voice is also very important to determine, because depending on
the tone of a single word or phrase, one speech may have different meaning
(Altavilla, p.121).

= The interview with the witness should also include questions that
determine the psycho-physical condition of the witness at the time the voice
is observed, that is, whether he/she was rested or tired, intoxicated, whether
his/her attention was focused on the voice to be recognized or whether he/she
heard it suddenly and by chance, and whether the witness' memory of the
acoustic contents is good or bad, and what the state of his hearing sense is,
etc. (Vodineli¢ et al, 1986, p. 241).
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= [t is necessary to require the witness to describe in detail the voice he or
she will recognize, taking care not to ask questions that would suggestively
affect the witness, and that the witness’ ability to describe and recognize does
not have to be developed to the same extent. Voice descriptions have value
only if they indicate individual and, at the same time, differential features that
make it possible to distinguish and recognize the voice (Markovi¢, 1972, p.
439). In describing the voice, an effort should be made to determine the
color, pitch and volume of the voice, determine whether the voice has been
communicated in a whispered or altered voice, whether the voice has any
particular characteristics and whether a specific characteristic is present in the
mode of speech, in the mode of pronunciation of individual sounds, i.e.,
individual letters, especially the letter "r", what the speaker’s accent is,
whether the speech belongs to a particular dialect, slang, jargon, and the like
(Pegjak, 1981, p. 458-459). Moreover, did he/she perceive the voice of a
known or unknown person, because if the witness believes that they heard the
voice of a known person, when he/she hears that voice again, the witness will
not be able to correct that mistake.

= Due to the specific characteristics of the voice, experts (linguist and
phoneticians) should be used during the first interview or examination of the
witness. Reasons for this are to be found in the inability of most witnesses to
describe the necessary characteristics of a voice suitable for its identification.
Most witnesses perceive and remember the characteristics of the perpetrator's
face and clothing better than the perpetrator's voice and speech, which is why
the knowledge in the field of linguistics and phonetics related to the
articulation and acoustic features of the voice and speech possessed by the
linguist and phonetician will help the witness to accurately describe the voice
that he/she has heard. If the authorities do not have the basic knowledge in
this field, it is necessary to consult the experts mentioned above and to
engage the linguist and phonetician in the course of drawing up voice and
speech descriptions, selecting similar voices, and during the direct realization
of the voice recognition action (Joki¢, 2018, p.120).

= Voice recognition can be immediate and indirect in nature. Immediate
voice recognition is performed with the witness listening to voices of persons
in the adjacent room, while indirect recognition is realized with the witness’
conclusion on the identity of the voice after hearing multiple recorded voices
from the tape (Cumonosuh, 2004, ctp. 269). Whether the recognition action
will be taken directly or indirectly will depend on whether the perpetrator is
cooperative and whether the perpetrator wants to participate in the
recognition action, that is, whether the perpetrator is available to the
authorities and whether there are recordings of the perpetrator’s voice
recorded by audio devices. Due to the need for auditory presentation to be
carried out in a professional and efficient manner, a linguist should be
involved in the organization process and the implementation of the voice
recognition action. (Araunacos, 2016.; Bajin, 2010, p.301.).
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= The presented voices must be similar and the recognition must be of an
optional character, i.e. the witness, among a number of similar voices, should
point to a voice he/she has heard and described before. That is why the leader
of the identification action should assemble a group of similar voices, which
will be presented to the witness and which, by their characteristics, provide
an adequate basis for identification.

= This means that the group of voices should be composed in a way that the
voice of the perpetrator does not stand out by any means. Beside the suspect,
the group consists of other persons (fillers), who are selected according to
certain characteristics possessed by the perpetrator, for example, social
affiliation and ethnicity, educational level, intensity, height and the color of
the voice, etc. The spoken statement (pronouncement, content) should be the
same as the one the witness originally heard at the time when the perpetrator
uttered it. Some police agencies carry out this action by capturing the speech
of each individual with special equipment (which must meet certain technical
characteristics), and afterwards presenting them to the witness. Technical
characteristics imply that the equipment can record and reproduce
frequencies from 120 to 5500Hz, with an amplitude deviation not exceeding
+/- 6dB. Other agencies find it more efficient to "perform a live presentation
of the group.” This is achieved by having a group of persons — voices of the
presentation line — in a separate room from the witness listening behind the
screen, or from the room next door (Stacey et all., 2018).

= The number of voices to be presented simultaneously will depend on the
simultaneous capacity of the witness, which is an extremely individual
matter. It is the witness' ability to receive a number of stimuli, which is the
consequence of the selectivity of the sensory organs. Some psychologists
believe that an adult should not be presented with more than six voices, and
no less than three. Children, tired and frustrated witnesses, should not be
presented with more than three voices; though there are different opinions
(e.g. in England the number is at least 8, whereas in domestic literature the
opinion is that this number should not exceed 8) (Aleksi¢ & Milovanovic,
1993, p. 215). With the increase in the number of stimuli, i.e. voices,
attention becomes distracted, the witness cannot focus on the voices
presented, and therefore, the result of the recognition taken may be incorrect
(Vodineli¢ et al, 1986, p.242).

= Although it is indisputable in domestic theory and practice that the
recognition action is performed by presenting multiple voices in order to
identify them, and that there are no dilemmas about selective recognition,
there are other opinions that highlight certain negative aspects of selective
representation. Namely, the supporters of a different understanding
emphasize the suggestive influence of the recognition action on the witness,
i.e., they state that such recognition should be approached only when the
witness declares that he/she remembers the voice heard during the critical
event, and instead of presenting similar voices to the witness, different voices
should be presented in order to be recognized by the witness. Vodineli¢
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believes that these complaints are not justified and can be remedied by a
number of appropriate measures. In the first place, he points out that the
suggestive influence of the recognition action on the witness can be
eliminated by removing the critical object of recognition — the voice will not
be presented alone, but always with similar voices.

The Criminal Procedure Code prohibits asking suggestive questions
during the interrogation of the witness, except at the main hearing when the
witness is cross-examined, and consequently the creation of situations that
would have a strong suggestive effect on the witness (e.g. giving only one
voice to the witness for the sake of voice recognition) is prohibited
(Vodineli¢, 1985, p.575-576). Furthermore, leading a witness to hear the
perpetrator before recognition is considered to be a suggestive act in the
most dangerous way, and consequently no voice recognition action is
allowed afterwards (Vodineli¢ et al, 1986, p. 241).
= Before the act of recognizing the voice, the witness must be asked a
specially formulated question for this action: "Is there among the presented
voices the voice you described earlier, or is that not the case?" (Vodineli¢,
1996, p. 232), which will lift off the burden of the witness to necessarily
label one of the voices as the voice that he/she heard at the critical moment.
However, according to some psychologists who have dealt with the range
of recognized material, if the voices are very similar in perceptual
characteristics, the recognition success may be "somewhat better than
accidental guessing" (Pecjak, 1981, p. 263).

CONCLUSION

Voice recognition action is a complex evidentiary action taken by the
authority when it is necessary to determine whether the witness recognizes a
voice heard earlier. When the witness has not seen the perpetrator but only
heard his/her voice, the organ of the proceeding will take a voice recognition
action, the result of which is evidence that can be used in the perpetrator’s
guilty plea and upon which a verdict can be based and reached. The
perpetrator’s voice is characterized by color, volume, strength and speed, i.e.
a series of individual characteristics that make each individual's voice,
regardless of the variations expressed, suitable for identification. Some of
these characteristics are natural features, determined by hereditary and
physiological factors, and some are acquired habits. Voice recognition is a
complex evidentiary action. The completion of this action requires the proper
implementation of legal provisions and criminal-tactical rules (especially
those concerning the number of voices to be presented to the witness,
meeting the criteria of the similarity of voices, eliminating suggestiveness,
protecting witnesses, using phoneticians, linguists, etc.). Principally, it should
be borne in mind that voice-based perpetrator identification is most
commonly performed by “non-professional listeners”, which is why the
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participation of phoneticians, i.e. linguists, represent the conditio sine qua
non (a necessary condition) of the effective realization of the voice
recognition action.
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3HAYAJ UAEHTUOUKALUJE T'JIACA'Y HOCTYIIKY
NPEINIO3HABAIbA JIMIIA Ol CTPAHE CBEJOKA

Jaapanka Oramesnh’, Cama Atanacos?
YYuupepsuter y Beorpazy, @akyirer 3a ClelujaiHy e1yKalujy 1 peXabuinTarjy,
Beorpan, Cpbuja
2YHI/IBep?sI/ITeT y [pumtuan ca npuBpeMeHnM ceaumuteM y KocoBckoj MutpoBuiu
[paBuu dakynrer, KocoBcka Murposuiia, Cpouja

Pe3ume

Pamma mpeno3HaBarsa I7aca je CIOXKEHa JOKasHa paira KOjy OpraH MOCTYIIKa
Tpeay3uMa Kaja je oTpeOHO YTBPANTH Ja JIM CBEIOK TPENo3Haje riac Koju je paHuje 4yo.
KaJia cBe10K HHje BUICO YUHHHOIA KPUBHYHOT JieNa, Beh je camo uyo HeroB riac, opra
mocTyTka fie mpesy3eTH paarby Mpero3HaBamba Iiaca, YMju Pe3ysITar IpeacTaBba A0Ka3
KOJH Ce MOYKe KOPUCTHTH Y TIOCTYIIKY [OKa3HMBarba KPHBULC YINHUOIA KPHBAYHOT JeTa 1
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Ha KOME Ce MOXE 3aCHMBATH CyJCKa Ipecyna. Pamma mpeno3HaBama Ijlaca MOXe ce
Hpey3eTH TOKOM IIENIOT TIOCTYIIKA, C TUM JIa je OpraH IOCTYIIKa Ty)KaH Ja HojadyaHe Mepe
3aIITATE CBEIOKA IPUMEHH KaJla CE 0BA Pa/iEba MPeIy3iMa y MPEAHNCTPAKHOM IOCTYIKY K
uctpasy. [ac yunHHoONA KPHBHYHOT Jiena KapakTepuiie 6oja, jaunHa, cHara U Op3uHa,
OIHOCHO HH3 MHMBUIYAJIHHX KapaKTEPUCTHKa KOje IJIac CBaKOr I0jeMHIIA, HE3aBHCHO
0]l M3paXCHUX BapwWjallvja, YMHH MOTOAHMM 33 uaeHTH(uKanujy. Heka ox HaBemeHnx
o0eneskja IpUpoHa Cy AaTOCT Kojy oapelyjy HacneqH! U (PH3HOIOIIKH (DaKTopH, a HeKa
CTEUCHHX HABHKA, YCJIEJl Yera He MOCToje ABa MCTa IJiaca, Kao LITO He MOCTOje [Ba UCTa
OTHCKa WJIM BE HcTe Mpexkmade. Crora je Moryhe Ha OCHOBY IJ1aca IMOCPEHO ca3HaTH U O
BHILIC JPYyrUX KapaKTepUCTHKA YYMHHOL[A KPHBHYHOT [eNia, KOje Cy OpPHjEHTAIl[HOHOT
KapakTepa, Kao IITO Cy: CTapoCT M IT0JI TOBOPHHKA, 3[]PaBCTBEHO CTame. Paqma npemnosHa-
Bamba IJ1aca MPeICTaBba CIOKEHY JJOKa3Hy paliby 3a YHjy pealn3aly]jy je HelxoaHa mpa-
BHJIHA TPHMEHA 3aKOHCKHMX ofipenaba M KPUMHMHAIMCTUYKO-TAKTHYKHMX TpaBWia (Hapo-
YHUTO OHHX KOja ce T4y Opoja riacoBa Koju he OUTH MpeIovYeHr CBEIOKY, HCITYHCHa KPH-
TEepHjyMa CIMYHOCTH IJIacOBa, OTKJIAamha CYreCTUBHOCTH, 3allTUTE CBEIOKA, Kopuihe-
ma (oHeTHYapa, TMHTBHCTA U 1p.). Tpeda nMaTu Ha yMy Ja WACHTU(HUKALHN]Y YIHHHOLA
KPUBHYHOT JIeJIa HAa OCHOBY IJiaca Bplie Hajuenihe ,,HenpoQeCHoHAIHH CITyIaonu”, 300r
yera yuemhe QoHeTHnuapa, Tj. JIMHTBHCTE, IpeAcTaBiba conditio sine qua non edukacHe
peanm3anuje paarbe Npeno3HaBama raca. tbuxoso ydemthe yiHH ce HAPOUNTO BKHUM Y
MOMEHTY KaJia CBEIOK BpIIIH OITKC IJIaca KOjU je 4yo, TOKOM (opMHUparma rpyre riiacoBa
koju he OHWTH MpenoYeHM CBENOKY, Ka0 M TOKOM HEMOCPEIHE peaH3aluje paambe mpe-
HO3HABAbA.



