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WHY SHOULD WE CARE?

Increased
pressure
during
Interrogations

A polygraph
= a lose-lose
situation

Coerced
confessions

[Does the Confessions rule = protection from coercion? ]

[Do criminal justice workers experiences reflect case law findingse J




METHODS

)

Case-Law Analysis ]

» Explores practical use of the confessions rule.

e 8 Supreme Court cases.

[Semi—S’rruc’rured Interviews ]

* Explores alternative perspectives.

e 2 Interviews:
e |1 former polygraph examiner.

e |1 criminal defence lawyer.




MAIN FINDINGS

Case-Law Analysis

Court stresses
legal rights.

Yet, often
dismisses coercive
inferrogations.

Semi-stfructured interviews

Participants stress
importance of
voluntariness.

Interrogations/polygraphs
canleadto coercionif
misused.




WHAT IS THE IMPACT OF THIS<?

= - -

Offers a practical

. Offers new av enues @
Analyzing Case law. . huowgrsé?gg’rlig% s(')gf . fo explore coercion g
coercion are used. in the CJS. QUV
\_ J \_ J \_ J

-y N N




REFERENCES

Avous, A., & TAHR, M. A. (2016). FORENSIC POLYGRAPH IN CRIME INVESTIGATION: A CASE STUDY. ARAB JOURNAL OF FORENSIC SCIENCES AND FORENSIC M EDICINE, 1(3), 340-345. Hrips://DOLORG/10.12816/00264 67

BARNES, B., MYERS, B., POND, R., & M EYER, K. (2023). THE INFLUENCE OF FALSE EVIDENCE PLOY VARIANTS ON PERCEPTIONS OF COERCION AND DECEPTION. JOURNAL OF FORENSIC PSYCHOLOGY RESEARCH AND PRACTICE, 23(1), 1-24. Hirps://poLORG/10.1080/24732850.2023.2178992

BEN-SHAKHAR, G., & |ACONO, W . (2021). FALLACIES IN THE ESTIMATION OF THE VALIDTY OF THE COMPARISON QUESTION POLYGRAPH TEST: A REPLY TO GINTON (2020). JOURNAL OF | NVESTIGATIVE PSYCHOLOGY AND OFFENDER PROFILNG, 18(83), 201-207. Hrips://pol.orG/10.1002/Jp. 1576

BEYER, B. J., & HERNDON, J. (2018). INTERROGATIVE SPECIALISTS AND FALSE CONFESSIONS: DEBUNKING THE CON ARTIST MYTH. JOURNAL OF POLICE AND CRIMINAL PSYCHOLOGY, 33(3), 233-243. Hrips://pol.orG/10.1007/511896-018-9263-3

CHAPMAN, F. E. (2013). COERCED INTERNALIZED FALSE CONFESSIONS AND POLICE INTERROGATIONS: THE POWER OF COERCION. SSRN ELECTRONIC JOURNAL, 37(1), 159-192. HriPs://DoLORG/10.2139/5sR N. 2467049

DA SiLva, C. S., & LEACH, A.-M . (2013). DETECTING DECEPTION IN SECOND-LANGUAGE SPEAKERS. LEGAL AND CRIMINOLOGICAL PSYCHOLOGY, 18(1), 115-127. Hres://Dol. orG/10.1111/1.2044-8333.201 1.02030.%

EAsTWOOD, J., DUNK, M., & AKCA, D. (2022). ASSESSING THE DIAGNOSTICTY OF A PERSUASION-BASED AND A DIALOGUE-BASED INTERROGATION APPROACH. JOURNAL OF POLICE AND CRIMINAL PSYCHOLOGY, 37(3), 569-575. Hi1ps://Dol.orRG/10.1007/s11896-020-09410-1

ELAAD, E., GINTON, A., & BEN-SHAKHAR, G. (1994). THE EFFECTS OF PRIOR EXPECTATIONS AND OUTCOME KNOWLEDGE ON POLYGRAPH EXAMINERS' DECISIONS. JOURNAL OF BEHAVIORAL DECKION M AKING, 7(4), 279-292. Hrips://pol. orG/10.1002/80Mm. 39 60070405

FEDERAL BUREAU OF | NVESTIGATION. (1970). ADMINSTRATION OF THE POLYGRAPH [IMAGE]. HITPS://MUITIMEDIA FRL GOV/I ARGE/334

Furepy, J. J. (1985). CREDULOUS VS. CRITICAL POLICE USE OF THE POLYGRAPH IN CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIONS'. CANADIAN JOURNAL OF CRIMINOLOGY, 27(4), 491-495. Hites://pol.10.3138/CICRIM. 27. 4.491

GINTON, A. (2013). A NON-STANDARD METHOD FOR ESTIMATING ACCURACY OF LIE DETECTION TECHNIQUES DEMONSTRATED ON A SELF-VALIDATING SET OF FIELD POLYGRAPH EXAMINATIONS. PSYCHOLOGY, CRIME & Law, 19(7), 577-594. Hrtes: //Do..orG/10.1080/1068316X.2012.656118

GINTON, A. (2017). ASSESSNG POLYGRAPH ACCURACY: THE IMPORTANCE OF CHOOSING AN EVALUATION TECHNIQUE WHICH IS COMPATIBLE WITH THE WAY THE EXAMINATIONS WERE CONDUCTED. POLYGRAPH & FORENSIC CREDBILTY ASSESSMENT, 46( 1), 40-43. Hitps://pol. orG/10.4324/9780429036590-18

GINTON, A. (2019). BASIC VS. APPLIED PSYCHOLOGY PERSPECTIVES LEAD TO DIFFERENT IMPLICATIONS FROM THE SAME DATA; REEVALUATING THEIMPACT OF PRIOR EXPECTATIONS ON POLYGRAPH OUTCOMES. SOCIAL SCIENCES & HUMANTIES OPEN, 1(1), 1-6. HiTps://pol. orG/10.1016/J.55AH0.201 9. 100005

Honrs, C. R., FORREST, K ., & STEPANESCU, A. (2019). POLYGRAPH EXAMINERS UNABLE TO DISCRIMINATE TRUE AND FALSE JUVENLE CONFESSIONS. POLYGRAPH & CREDBLTY ASSESSMENT, 48(1), 1-9.

lacono, W . G. (2008A). ACCURACY OF POLYGRAPH TECHNIQUES: PROBLEMS USING CONFESSIONS TO DETERMINE GROUND TRUTH. PHYSIOLOGY & BEHAVIOR, 95(1), 24-26. Hrtps://Dol. oRG/10. 1016/J.pHYSBEH. 2008.06.001

Iacono, W . G. (20088). EFFECTIVE POLICING: U NDERSTANDING HOW POLYGRAPH TESTS WORK AND ARE USED. CRIMINAL JUSTICE AND BEHAVIOR, 35(10), 1295-1308. nrres://DolorG/10.1177/009 3854808321529

IsTock. (2019). DETECTIVES INTERROGATING A MAN PRISONER [IMAGE]. HIIBS:/. ISTOCKPHOTO COM /PHOTO/DETECTIVES-INTERRQ GATING-A-MAN-PRISONER-GM11 64 199204-3211 727452 SE ARCHSC OPE=IM AGEZA2CEIl M

KAPLAN, J., & CUTLER, B. (2022). CO-OCCURRENCES AMONG INTERROGATION TACTICS IN ACTUAL CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIONS. PSYCHOLOGY, CRIME & Law, 28( 1), 1-19. Hrtps: //bol. orG/10.1080/106831 6X.2021.187 6051

KASSIN, S. M. (1997). THE PSYCHOLOGY OF CONFESSION EVIDENCE. AMERICAN PSyCHoLOGKT, 51(1), 221-233. Hrtp://ox. 0oL orG/10. 1037/0003- 06 6X. 52.3.221

KASSIN, S. M . (2008). CONFESSION EVIDENCE: COMMONSENSE MYTHS AND MISCONCEPTIONS. CRIMINAL JUSTICE AND BEHAVIOR, 35(10), 1309-1322. Hitps://Dol.0rRG/10.1177/0093854808321557

KASSIN, S. M. (2017). FALSE CONFESSIONS: HOW CAN PSYCHOLOGY SO BASIC BE SO COUNTERINTUTIVEZ AMERICAN PSYCHOLOGKT, 72(9), 951-964. Hites://0ol.orG/10.1037/AmP0000195

KAssIN, S. M ., DRI, S. A., GRissO, T., GUDIONSSON,  G. H., LEo, R. A., & RepLiICH, A. D. (2010). POLICE-INDUCED CONFESSIONS: RISK FACTORS AND RECOMMENDATIONS. LAW AND HUMAN BEHAVIOR, 34( 1), 3-38. Hrips://pol.0rG/10.1007/510979-009-9188-6

KAsSIN, S. M ., ReoLicH, A. D., ALCESTE, F., & LUKE, T. J. (2018). ONTHE GENERAL ACCEPTANCE OF CONFESSIONS RESEARCH: OPINIONS OF THE SCIENTIFIC COMMUNTY. THE AMERICAN PsycHoLocist, 73(1), 63-80. mrres: /ool orG/10.1037/Amp00001 41

KLAVER, J. R., LEE, Z., & ROSE, V. G. (2008). EFFECTS OF PERSONALTY, INTERROGATION TECHNIQUES AND PLAUSIBLTY IN AN EXPERIMENTAL FALSE CONFESSION PARADIGM. LEGAL AND CRIMINOLOGICAL PsycHoLoGY, 13(1), 71-88. hiips://Dol.0RG/10.1348/135532507X193051

LARMOUR, S. R., BERGSTR@M, H., GILLEN, C. T. A., & FORTH, A. E. (2015). BEHIND THE CONFESSION: RELATING FALSE CONFESSION, INTERROGATIVE COMPLIANCE, PERSONALTY TRAMS, AND PSYCHOPATHY. JOURNAL OF POLICE AND CRIMINAL PsycHoLOGY, 30(2), 94-102. wrtes://Dol.orG/10.1007/511896-014-9144-3

LuNA, S. (2022). DEFINNG COERCION: AN APPLICATION IN INTERROGATION AND PLEA NEGOTIATION CONTEXTS. PSYCHOLOGY, PuBLIC POLICY, AND LAwW, 28(2), 240-254. Hrtps://pol.orRG/10.1037/L Aw 0000345

M EDum. (2018). RIGHT OR WRONG? [IMAGE]. HIIPS://MEDIIM COM/@PAIIL KISSEI OW/RIGHT-OR-WRONG= 3c09e 08BN EC

M oorE, T. E., & Frzsmmons, C. L. (2011). JUSTICE IMPERILED: FALSE CONFESSIONS AND THE RED TECHNIQUE. CRIMINAL LAW QUARTERLY, 57(4), 1-19.

M YERS, B., LATTER, R., & ABDOLLAHFARENA, M . K. (2006). THE COURT OF PUBLIC OPINION: LAY PERCEPTIONS OF POLYGRAPH TESTING. LAW AND HUMAN BEHAVIOR, 30(4), 509-523. Hrtps://pol.orG/10. 1007/510979-006-9041-0

PATRY, M. W ., CONNORS, C. J., ADAMS-QUACKENBUSH, N. M., & SMITH, S. M. (2017). W HEN BOTH SIDES ARE MISTAKEN: LAYPERSON AND LEGAL PROFESSIONALS' MISCONCEPTIONS OF CANADIAN SUSPECTS' LEGAL RIGHTS UPON ARREST. JOURNAL OF POLICE AND CRIMINAL PsYCHoLOGY, 32(1), 56-65. wrips://poLorG/10.1007/511896-016-9198-5

PATRY, M. W, SMITH, S. M., & ADAMS, N. M. (2014). RECENT SUPREME COURT OF CANADA RULINGS ON CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS' RIGHT TO COUNSEL. PSYCHOLOGY, CRIME & LAw, 20(8), 741-755. purrps://pol.orG/10. 1080/1068316X.2013,.854795

ScHrRANTZ, K. N., NESMITH, B. L., LIMKE-MCLEAN, A., & VANHOY, M. (2023). |'LL CONFESS TO BE INCLUDED: SOCIAL EXCLUSION PREDICTS LKELHOOD OF FALSE CONFESSION. JOURNAL OF POLICE AND CRIMINAL PSYCHOLOGY, 38(2), 293-298. nrips://poLorRG/10.1007/511896-020-09414-x

SNOOK, B., BARRON, T., FALLON, L., KASSIN, S. M ., KLENMAN, S., LEO, R. A., M ESSNER, C. A., M ORELLO, L., NRIDER, L. H., RepLicH, A. D., & TRANUM, J. L. (2021). U RGENT ISSUES AND PROSPECTS IN REFORMING INTERROGATION PRACTICES IN THE U NTED STATES AND CANADA. LEGAL AND CRIMINOLOGICAL PsYCHOLOGY, 26(1), 1-24. wrrps: /Dol oRG/10.1111/CcRp. 12178

SPARROW, K. (2012). DO NOT ENTER SIGN [IMAGE]. STOCKVAULT. prres: IOCKVAINT NET/PHOTO/13129 1/D0- NOT-ENTER=SIGN

STUART, D. (2001). OicKLE: THE SUPREME COURT'S RECIPE FOR COERCIVE INTERROGATION. 36 CR-ART 188 CRIMINAL REPORTS ( ARTICLES)

VERHOEVEN, W .-J., & STEVENS, L. (2012). THE LAWYER IN THE DUTCH INTERROGATION ROOM: |NFLUENCE ON POLICE AND SUSPECT. JOURNAL OF |NVESTIGATIVE PSYCHOLOGY AND OFFENDER PROFLING, 9(1), 69-92. prrps://polorc/10.1002/11p. 1354



https://doi.org/10.12816/0026467
https://doi.org/10.1080/24732850.2023.2178992
https://doi.org/10.1002/jip.1576
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-018-9263-3
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2467049
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8333.2011.02030.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-020-09410-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/bdm.3960070405
https://multimedia.fbi.gov/large/3341
https://doi.10.3138/cjcrim.27.4.491
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2012.656118
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429036590-18
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssaho.2019.100005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2008.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854808321529
https://www.istockphoto.com/photo/detectives-interrogating-a-man-prisoner-gm1166199204-321172765?searchscope=image%2Cfilm
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2021.1876051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.52.3.221
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854808321557
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000195
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10979-009-9188-6
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000141
https://doi.org/10.1348/135532507X193051
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-014-9144-3
https://doi.org/10.1037/law0000345
mailto:https://medium.com/@paul.kissflow/right-or-wrong-3c09e08bd9ec
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10979-006-9041-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-016-9198-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2013.854795
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-020-09414-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/lcrp.12178
https://www.stockvault.net/photo/131291/do-not-enter-sign
https://doi.org/10.1002/jip.1354

	Slide 1: Between a rock and a hard place
	Slide 2: Why should we Care?
	Slide 3: Methods
	Slide 4: Main findings
	Slide 5: What is the impact of this? 
	Slide 6: References 

