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the subject the grave consequences of a continuation of

hisfher "criminal behavior". This is an argument which falls .

flat on its' face, is a guaranteed failure with politically

motivated suspects who are motivated out of a sense of -

righteousness. This ploy quite often works with social crime
suspects because during the course of their ill chosen
cnmlnal careers many repeat offenders experience a fleeting
desire, or possess intentions, to rehabilitate or reform
themselves.

15. Sometimes interrogators rather than seek a
gener_al admission of guilt will first ask the suspect a
question about some aspect or detail of the crime or make
inquiries as to the "reason” for its commission as if puzzled
as to why it happened? This is nothing more than a play on
the impulse to confess which becomes more intensified the
longer most people are grilled and especially with the young
and inexperienced.

_ 16. When suspects are questioned after previously
listed grilling techniques have met with failure or it is
surmised they will fail if employed, interrogators will often
take pleasure in pitting suspects against another. They are
separated during questioning and each told the other, or
others, gave statements placing primary blame on the
subject each interrogator is questioning. The person is
asked to "Set the record straight before he/she/they make
you the fall guy!" or "You are stupid for not making a
statement! Your buddy gave you up so you may as well tell
us what happened!" Revelations such as these are
accompanied by angry gestures and bullying. If a suspect
shows weakness he or she is then displayed mock
sympathy. Know the people you are with when you do a
direct action! Have your stories straight before you go on
any action! Keep your mouth shut! Depend on them as
they are depending on you. Don't fall for transparent games.
This most successful of questioning techniques requires no
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capitalize on any information you may provide, tum it around
and throw it back at you to extract additional information.

3. The interrogator often calls attenton to a
subject's physical or psychological manifestations that may
predict guilt, pulsation of the carotid artery, excessive activity
of the Adam's Apple; avoidance of eye contact, foot wiggling,
wringing of hands, finger tapping, picking at fingernails, other
individualized nervous mannerisms or gestures evidencing
themselves when a person is under stress/pressure. These
are common "tells" high roller gamblers are aware of when
exhibited by players. If a suspect is emotional then the
questioner calls attention to the “peculiar feeling inside",
playing on the concept of moral guilt attempting to extract a
confession.

4. Interrogators often sympathize with subjects
being questioned by commenting to the person something to
the general effect of "...I might have done the same thing
myself.” or "..Anybody else under similar conditions
(circumstances) might have done the same thing". This is to
portray themselves as an “ally” or "friendly” in a hostile
environment who can be trusted to help the subject...but only
if the targeted subject accepts the offered "common ground
of friendship and understanding” deception bonding and
confesses, opens up, to incriminate themselves or others.

5. An interrogator often will attempt to extract a
confession during a questioning session by using phrases to
reduce a subject's guilt feelings by minimizing the
seriousness of the offense/crime, especially with charges of
murder or violence. Examples: "Lots of other people would
have done the same thing under the circumstances of your
situation.” "If somebody done me the way he/she/they done
you, | would have done the same thing myself!"

6. A skillful questioner may suggest a less revolting,



7

more morally acceptable motivation or reason for the offense
you are charged with than that which is presumed.

7. In order to break an accused will to extract a
confession a skilled interrogator will often sympathize with
the suspect by (a) Condemning the victim; (b) Condemning
any possible, or charged, accomplice suspects; or (c)
Condemning anybody that any degree of moral responsibility
might conceivably be bestowed on for commission of the
offense in question or already charged.

8. Interrogators fake understanding and sympathy
to urge a subject to confess while making some physical
contact, pat on a hand or shoulder, grip of a hand often
followed by proclamations by the interrogator that if his
mother, father, brother, sister, wife, child, girlfriend, gay
lover, etc., was charged with the subject's crime he would
"...advise them to confess...", "...speak (tell) the truth..."
Interrogators will often invoke moral concepts with phrases
like "Confessing is the only decent and honorable thing to
do.” or "You should relieve your conscience and get it over
with so you feel better..." in low, sympathetic tones to
attempt to establish an emotional link with a subject,
particularly with a person who has been subjected to several
lengthy periods of intensive questioning and underwent an
emotional battering from continuous questioning most often
with interrogators performing in "shifts". The infamous
"Good Cop-Bad Cop" or friendly/unfriendly routine is most
often used after other tried techniques and ploys utilizing
mock sympathy and understanding have proven ineffective
to the dismay of Chief Inspector Impotent, Officer Orifice or
Detective Dinky Winky. Whoever hasn't seen this Mutt &
Jeff routine used to death on television and in movies, please
raise your hand? However, believe it or not, as sad as it is,
these theatrics often work after a dullard is subjected to a
prolonged period of psychological battering. Falling for this
merits a groaned Duh!
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9. A skilled interrogator often uses a ploy of pointing
out the possibility of exaggeration on the part of the accuser
or victim or exaggerates the nature or seriousness of the
offense charged in order to frighten a subject into making a
"justification statement” wherein they attempt to explain
away "what really happened" and thereby hopelessly
incriminate themselves! This merits a double "Duh!"!

10. An interrogator will attempt to have a questioned
person hypothetically place themselves at the scene of the
crime, in some sort of contact with the victim or the
occurrence giving rise to the crime or crimes they are
subjected to questioning about to gather information or
attempt to have the person inadvertently make an admission
of guilt through a slip of the tongue.

11. If a person is naive enough to admit to being at
the scene of a crime the interrogator will watch for
inconsistencies in the subject’s version of what happened by
requesting repetitious telling of the subject’s story then point
out discovered inconsistencies to seek admissions of lying

~ about some incidental aspect of the occurrence or crime.

Each such admission elicited from a subject makes the
subject more psychologically susceptible to coughing up the
"whole story".

12. An interrogator will often appeal to the subject's
ego and pride through well selected flattery or a direct
challenge to honor thereby using against a subject, and
capitalizing on, the basic human trait to seek and enjoy the
approval of others as if predator and prey are in a normal
societal environment or setting.

13. The futility of resistance to telling the truth or
confessing will be repeatedly pointed out during questioning.

14. A skillful interrogator will repeatedly point out to



