Chapter 3 – Police Investigations, False Confessions, Criminal Profiling 

Interrogations:
· A process whereby the police interview a suspect for the purpose of gathering evidence and obtaining a confession

Case Study
Brown v. Mississippi (1936)
Raymond Stewart, a white planter, was murdered on March 30, 1934. Three black tenant farmers were arrested for his murder. At the trial, the prosecution's principal evidence was the defendants' confessions to police officers. During the trial, however, prosecution witnesses freely admitted that the defendants confessed only after being subjected to brutal whippings by the officers. One defendant had also been subjected to being strung up by his neck from a tree in addition to the whippings. Torture was then used in order to extract confessions from the defendants
· Sentenced to death; on appeal they plead no contest (will not contest plea – similar to guilty) to manslaughter to avoid potential death penalty  - 6 months 2 yrs and 7 yrs sentences confessions that is extracted by police violence cannot be entered as evidence

Miranda v. Arizona (1966)
Had confessed to rape and kidnapping after two hours of interrogation, and the appeal to the Supreme Court alleged that Miranda was not aware of his rights to remain silent (the Fifth Amendment) and to counsel (the Sixth Amendment). The Court ruled in favor of Miranda, and the decision instituted what we've come to know as the "Miranda Rights." To safeguard against a suspect falling into an involuntary confession because he thinks he has no choice but to speak, the police must expressly, clearly and completely advise any suspect of his rights to silence and counsel before beginning an interrogation or any other attempt to get a statement from a suspect. The Miranda decision attempts to eliminate suspect ignorance as a contributing factor to involuntary confessions.
· An Ironic Ending for Ernesto Miranda, Ernesto Miranda was given a second trial at which his confession was not presented. Based on the evidence, Miranda was again convicted of kidnapping and rape. He was paroled from prison in 1972 having served 11 years.In 1976, Ernesto Miranda, age 34, was stabbed to death in a fight. Police arrested a suspect who, after choosing to exercise his Miranda rights of silence, was released.
· Miranda warning
· You have the right to remain silent. Anything you say or do can and will be used against you in a court of law. You have the right to an attorney. If you cannot afford an attorney, one will be appointed to you. Do you understand these rights as they have been read to you?

History of techniques:
· 1930: whipping was considered find to obtain confession; physical violence
· Police interrogations weren't always so complex. Until the early 1900s in the United States, physical abuse was an acceptable (if not legal) method of getting a confession. Confessions obtained by "third degree" techniques -- deprivation of food and water, bright lights, physical discomfort and long isolation, beating with rubber hoses and other instruments that don't leave marks -- were usually admissible in court as long as the suspect signed a waiver stating the confession was voluntary.

Interrogation Room:
· Integrations rooms: physical layout is designed to maximize suspect discomfort and sense of powerlessness,
· Reid: 3 chairs (2 detective 1 suspect) desk and nothing on walls, create a sense of isolation, heightened the suspect wish to “get me out of here”
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REID Technique: 3 stages
1. Gather evidence from witnesses/victims
2. Non-accusatorial interview to assess evidence of deception
3. Accusatorial to secure a confession using a nine-step procedure
· For instance some techniques include: confront the guilt, interrupt denials, physical distance, sympathy/face-saving suggestions, etc. 




Nine Step Procedure Following step 3:
· Developed by John Reid a polygrapher in Chicago 3 interrogator should talk 95% of time, don’t ask question purpose is to get confession
· Step 1: Direct positive confrontation – reference the evidence real or fictional, (yes ok to provide verbally false evidence – in one case police falsified a lab report – not accepted called judge as manufactured evidence) suspect told that it is known they are involved in the crime, increase level of confrontation, invade suspect personal space
· Step 2: theme development: interrogator creates a story of what happened; see what parts the suspect latches on to; does he pay closer attention to some aspects, speaks in a soft, soothing voice
· Step3: stopping denials: interrupts if suspect claims innocence or can’t remember, do not let the offender deny guilt, interrupt so the offender does not have the chance to ask for a lawyer – Box 3.2 describe case of false confession of child abuse in Canada – suspect denied 34 times police kept We are beyond that point we know you did it…
· Step 4: overcoming obstacles: suspect provides reasons for not committing crime, listen to these reasons, then help overcome their resistance; 
· Step 5: Getting suspect’s attention: Suspect is tense and confused, act sincere, move closer, to suspect to get his attention; expression understanding and concern, touching suspect on shoulder to reassure him that cooperating with police is the way out of the situation 
· Step 6: Suspect get quiet; physical signs the suspect is about to confess, may be tears, head down, try to maintain eye contact in order to increase suspects stress level and desire to escape
· Stpe7: Alternatives: get the suspect to commit to a reason for committing crime, attempting to get an admission of guilt
· Step 8: Bring suspect into conversation: encourage to talk about different aspects of crime, reassure him that there is a socially acceptable reason for the crime 
· Step 9: confession. The suspect is usually willing to do anything at this point to escape – have him write out or tape the confession
· Inbau – claims confrontational interrogations techniques do not lead to false confession because police do not interrogate innocent suspects

Reid Technique: Limitations
· Detecting deception
· Reid manula; claims police are accurate at 85% in detecting deception
· Investigator bias
· Coercive nature leads to false confessions
· 25% of DNA exonerated cases the person had falsely confessed (see Innocence Project; www.innocenceproject.org)

Police Detection Abilities
· There is no scientific evidence to support the claim that police, trained or not, can distinguish truths and lies simply by observing a person’s interview behavior.
· However, police believe they are more accurate

Clues to deception:
· How to interrogate: brief answers, excessively detailed answers, repeating the question, hesitating, memory problems, reference to honesty, references to religion, being overly polite, show short-lived anger.
· TWO aspects police believe related to deception are: gaze aversion and fidgeting
· Reid: fidgeting, licking lips, playing with hair or shirt sense of guilt

Case Study

Studies:
· Six studies have shown that trained police officers – and even trained college students – perform no better than chance – and actually perform worse than untrained college students – at detecting deception.  Police and college students trained in the Reid method exhibited strong bias – invariably, they believed that truthful subjects were lying. 
· But despite their lack of performance, those trained have far greater confidence in their erroneous judgments. Saul M. Kassin and Gisli H. Gudjonsson, Psychology of Confessions: A Review of the Literature and Issues, 5 Psych. Science 

Investigator Bias:
“Interrogation is by definition a guilt-presumptive process, a theory-driven social interaction led by an authority figure who has formed a strong belief about the suspect and who measures success by the ability to extract an admission from the suspect.” Kassin (2005) 
· Step two:  INTERROGATION.  Guilt-presumptive process, highly choreographed to achieve purpose, which is obtaining a confession. 
· Most dangerous aspect, based on studies so far, are presentation of false evidence and minimization
· Problem: Confirmation Bias:  occurs in interrogations just as it occurs in forensic science. 
· Confirmation bias: look for evidence to support what you believe and ignore contradicting information. In all, investigators who were lead to thinking the suspects were guilty exhibited a 23% higher rate of post-interrogation judgments of guilt. See Study in your text book by Kassin et al (2003) page 31; manipulated mock interrogators belief about whether the person is guilty or not.

Interrogation Techniques:
· Minimization: Soft sell tactics that provide a sense of false security
· Max: exaggerating seriousness, go to adult court, facing death penalty; false evidence  (good cop)
· Maximization: Scare tactics that attempt to intimidate suspects
· MIN: blame the victim, minimizing the charges, mitigating circumstances (bad cop)

Case Study

US Interrogation Techniques: (Kassin et al., 2007)
· 66% of these interrogations found that, suspects are isolated from family and friends, half interrogated in small private rooms. 
· 73% - said no don’t physically intimidate. 

Confessions:
· Large number of criminal cases are solved by confessions
· Voluntary confessions are admissible in court
· Confessions are “a prosecutor’s most potent weapon” (Kassin, 1997, p. 221)
· Saul Kassin – very strong impact on judges and jurors

What are the factors related to false confessions?

· Japan: 90% of people confess; Canada 40 – 55%; UK 60%
· Mental state (fatigued, withdrawal from drugs, Limited cognitive ability (developmentally challenged get used to agreeing with others)
· Young age, cultural background, false evidence (failed polygraph, co-accused confessed, physical evidence….)
· Lengthy, repeated interrogations
· Use of hypnosis
· Promise of release
· Threat of violence
Prevalence is unknown: Study in Iceland asking offenders if they ever falsely confessed 12% said yes (protect somebody else, to escape police interrogation, or to avoid detention)

Case Study
Michael Crow Case:
· http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GW6Nl9PRhYo
·  “I am not sure how I did it. All I know is that I did it.” Michael Crow
· Why do you think Michael falsely confessed?

Michael Crow Case:
· Jan 21, 1998 – police called to home – Stephanie 12 found stabbed 9 times and dead in her room
· Her brother14 year old, Michael was taken to police, over the next 3 days 27 hours of interrogation, given false evidence (her blood in his room, all doors were locked so killer was from inside the house, convinced he had a split personality “good Michael and the Bad Michael confessed to the murder
· Police accused of psychologically torturing him 
· Police charged Michael and his friend with the murder but DNA prior to trial exonerated them (Stephanie blood found on his clothing) – he had been scene, police picked him up, kept his clothing and released him 
· Focused on 14 year old Michael instead
· 6 months in jail
· Judge watched the interrogation and deemed it was involuntary
· Homeless person found guilty 13 year sentence Richard Tuite 

Why Confess: 
· WHY: young age, vulnerable (upset since his sister just been killed), not clear if his parents or lawyer is with him, false evidence presented, length of interrogation (10 hrs total of 27 hrs over 3 days), threatened he would go to adult prison, provide with a justification (good vs bad Michael) to explain his lack of memory

1. Voluntary:
· A false confession provided without elicitation from police
· Fame
· Fact from fantasy
· Pathological guilt
· Protect others from harm
Voluntary Note:
· Example Mark Kerr:, August, 2006 in Thailand questioned on a sex crime, where he confessed to killing, DNA cleared him
· Wanted to be in the limelight,  
· JonBenet Ramsey 1996, 6 year old, murdered in her home, Dec 26, 1996,found dead 8 hours after parents reported her missing, found a ransom note in kitchen
· 2003 DNA obtained 

2. Coerced-Compliant:
· A false confession that results from the desire to escape coercive interrogation or gain benefit promised by police
· Often recant
· Most common

Case Study

Example: Marty Tankleff Case
· Marty Tankleff had just turned 17 when he was arrested for killing his parents
·  His conviction was based on a dubious, unsigned "confession" extracted from him following hours of interrogation
· 50 year sentence
· July 22, 2008 – dismisses all charges (served 17 yrs in prison)
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GW6Nl9PRhYo
· Why did he confess?

Marty Tankleff/False Confession (Oprey)
1) Vulnerable state (in shock due to murder)
2) Unfamiliar with police procedures (thought he was a witness not a suspect)
3) Young age
4) False evidence (father said he was the killer)
5) Naïve – trusted the police
6) Hostile environment confessed to escape
7) Several hours interrogation

3. Coerced-Internalized:
· A false confession that results from a suggestive interrogation, whereby the confessor comes to believe that he or she actually committed the crime
· Vulnerable suspect (confused, tired, anxious)
· Use of highly suggestive interrogation methods (often includes presentation of false evidence)
· Very Rare 
Case Study
Example: Paul Ingram
· "Ingram was detained, hypnotized, provided with graphic crime details, told by a police psychologist that sex offenders typically repress their offenses and urged by the minister of his church to confess." 
· “I taught my children not to lie. I must have done it.”
· 5 months, interrogated 24 times
· Confessed, pled guilty to 6 rapes
· 20 year sentence



Case Study

Paul Ingram Case:
· 1988: 18 and 21 year daughter accuse father of sexual assault
· Ericka had gone to a retreat, in which sexual abuse was discussed, she went into therapy where her therapist said she had been sexually abused, bizarre claims of satanic rituals.
· Ingram: told that he had MPD, and he had abused his daughters, he claimed his daughters would never lie.
· Plead guilty to 6 rapes, sentenced to; 20’ Released in April, 2003 But here's what the Sheriff's Department's own report shows that Paul Ingram, who had just spent a week praying about the matter, actually said to Sheriff Edwards: "I know if this did happen we need to take care of it. There may be a dark side of me that I don't know about. "Paul also told the Sheriff: "I can't see myself doing this." At that point the Sheriff asked him if his children were lying. "I taught the kids not to lie," Paul said.

Evaluating a potential false confession:
1. Was there transparency in interrogation process?
2. What interrogation methods used?
3. Analyze the confession itself
· Independent knowledge
· Any new evidence?
4. Was defendant “vulnerable” to police coercion?
In Canada, it is up to the judge to determine weather or not a confession is admissible, it is admissible when there is a belief that the criteria has been met that it is a voluntary confession. 

Scientific study of interrogations and confessions:
· Field Study  Observational: watch police interrogations and code for methods used to obtain a confession; later examine number of false confessions
· Archival: go back to known false confessions and look a individual characteristics (age, mental health, crime type)
· Survey: Ask police and judges and lawyers, what they think is related to false confessions
· Lab Study  Experimental paradigm, Scenario-based study. 






Case Study

False Confession Study (Drizin & Leo, 2004): Study looked at 125 cases where it was proven that someone falsely confessed to a crime. 
· 125 proven false confessions
· 35% juveniles
· 19% “mentally retarded”
· 10% “mentally ill”
· Majority charged serious offences
· 81% murder, 9% rape
· 91% went to trial
· 35% convicted
· North Carolina Law Review, 2004, 82, 891-1001
· Proven: Actually perpetrator identified and found guilty – usually via DNA
· Even if not convicted: nearly all were deprived of liberty, stigma of being accused, damage to personal and professional reputation, loss of saving, loss of jobs, divorce. 

False Confession Study (Drizin & Leo, 2004): 
· Length of interrogation
· 16% lasted less than 6 hrs
· 34% lasted 6-12 hrs
· 39% lasted 12-29 hrs
· 11% lasted 30 or more hrs
· Length of sentence
· 30% served 1 to 5 yrs
· 24% 6 to 10 yrs
· 27% 11 or more yrs
· Average length of interrogation was 16 hours (whereas typically 90% of cases only 2 hours long)
· Study looked at 125 cases where it was proven that someone falsely confessed to a crime.

Case Study

Example: False Confessions in the Laboratory
· The famous computer key study by Kassin & Kiechel (1996)
· A situation was set up where participants were accused of committing a “crime”
· Suspect’s vulnerability was manipulated as was the presence of false evidence
· Percentage of false confessions were recorded under various conditions


False Confessions in the Laboratory Note:
· Vulnerability slow VS fast pace slow 47 letters per minute VS 67
· Told it was a RT study; type in letters as fast as possible
· Co-conspirator: false evidence: I saw her hit the ALT key, vs I did not see what happened
· Asked to sign a written confession: experiment left to go get his appoint book to reschedule experiment
· Recorded comments the subject made to confederate student – if they said I did it
· Confabulation: actually made up a story of how they hit the ALT key

Results (Table 3.3 in text): (Kassin & Kiechel, 1996)
· No sex differences
· False confession: signing form saying you did it
· Internalization: accepting blame for what you did  - meet another student (confederate) outside lab who asked What happened (I hit the wrong key and made the computer crash; I hit the button I was told not to)
· Brought back into the lab: shown a printout of the numbers and asked how did they hit the wrong button; Yes, I remember, it was right here that I hit it with the side of my left hand as you called out the number A” 
· Confabulation: making up a story of how you did it
· Limitations: how well does this study extend to real world, Minor consequences for falsely confessing, not like the real world

Example: Experimental false confession paradigm: Important Factors: (Klaver et al., 2008)
· Goal: examine factors related to false confessions
· Suggestibility (Gudjonsson Suggestibility Scale) 
· Interrogation techniques
· Min
· Max
· Plausibility (added to this experiment)
· High (ALT key)
· Low (ESC key) 
· Z key trigger computer to crash
· Min: Don’t worry it was just an accident; Several other participant so far have also made the mistake (more people confessed, 23% w/ ESC key and 70% w/ ALT key)
· Max:  WE have run over 50 people in this experiment in the last 3 weeks. The computer hasn’t crashed any of those times. I know that the only time it crashes is when he push the ALT/ESC key. You must have pressed it, didn’t you. You have destroyed all the data. Why did you press it.
· GSS – described in your textbook; measures how susceptible you are to leading questions and will you change your answers under pressure (Depart of psychiatry in London) – increase likelihood of false confessions with higher scores on GSS 
· GSS sample question:  read story, asked to recall details, answer 20 mc questions, some are leading questions, told they made errors (even if they were correct), asked to answer questions again and told to try to be more accurate, 
·   Yield: misleading questions do they answer yes to these
·   Shift: do they change their answer under pressure

What do you see as limitations to these types of lab studies. 
· Problem: lack ecological validity – no consequences to students for falsely confessing; level of stress, length of interrogation, types of techiniqes… confession was immediate after event
1) Min technics worked better with the students
2) More likely it was to happen more likely the accepted they had pressed the key 
3 things related to false confession
1) GSS shift scores
2) Minimization techniques
3) How plausible the event was
4) Females more likely to confess in the high plausibility condition
5) No racial differences between Asians and Caucasian
· Overall false confession rate was 43% (59% for Kassin and Kiechel) and internalizing was (10% ad 16%)


Criminal and Geographic Profiling

Theodore Robert Bundy (1946-1989):
· Brutally murdered in excess of 35 young women across the United States between 1974 and 1978
· Executed by electric chair on January 24, 1989 
Profile:
· I earned a scholarship to Stanford University
· I have studied both psychology and law
· In my spare time, I volunteered at a rape crisis center
· I was commended by Seattle police for saving the life of a three-year-old drowning boy

What is Offender Profiling: Look at characteristics left behind at the crime scene. 
· Technique for identifying the personality and behavioral features of an offender based on an analysis of the crimes he/she has committed (Douglas et al., 1986)

Goals of Profiling:
1. Suspect prioritization
2. New lines of enquiry
3. Interview strategies
4. Predict dangerousness
5. Flush out offender

How is a Profile Constructed?
· What + Why=Who	
· What = what evidence is seen at the crime, what details are avail
· Why= why crime committed, crime of passion? Motive
· Who= who Is the profile about, age, ethnicity, gender

Inductive Profiling: Profiling an offender from what is known about other offenders (Compare what is learned to other similar cases)
· 80% of serial killers who attack people in parking lots are white males 
·  Our offender has attacked three people in parking lots; therefore, it is likely that our offender is a white male.

Deductive Profiling: Profiling an offender from evidence relating to that offender (Look at the evidence and characteristics left behind at the crime scene, that relates to that particular offender)
· The mutilated body of a female victim is found with little blood and no clothing at the scene.  This location is not the primary crime site due to the lack of blood and clothing found at the scene.

FBI Model of Offender Profiling: The “Organized-Disorganized Model” (Hazelwood & Douglas, 1980)
· Dichotomous classification
· Crime scene behaviour said to reflect one’s background characteristics
· Organized VS disorganized 

Offence Behaviours
Organized 
· Planned
· Ante mortem
· Control over victim
· Use of restraints
· Use of vehicle
· Destroys forensic evidence

Disorganized 
· Impulsive
· Post mortem
· Position body
· Keep body
· No vehicle
· May leave forensic evidence

Offender Characteristics:

Organized
· Above average intelligence
· In traditional relationship
· Skilled occupation
· Follows crimes in the media
· Car in decent condition (Organized: Blue (sign of success)

Disorganized
· Lower intelligence
· Lives alone
· Sexually inexperienced
· Unemployed or works odd jobs
· Lives close to crime (no car)

Case Study

Example: The Disorganized Offender - Ed Gein
· Serial Killer, USA
· Dig up dead bodies and steal skin
· Necrophilia with his victims   
· Lived alone, no job
· Low in education
· Left behind a lot of evidence @ crime scene 

Case Study

Example: The Organized Offender - Russell Williams
· Coronal in the Canadian Military
· Murdered several woman, fulfilling a sexual fetish of his.
· Break into women's home, molest, rape, and then murder 
· Very smart, and successful, good family 

What is a common criticism of offender profiling?
1. Profiles tend to be ambiguous: Fit a lot of people, ex. mid 20’s white male, highly educated 
2. The practical utility of a profile is questionable: Doesn’t really help law enforcement when it is so broad
3. Lack of empirical evidence
4. All of the above

Criticisms of Profiling:
1. Theoretical underpinnings
2. Prevalence of “mixed” crime scenes: Doesn’t fit into the organized or disorganized crime scenes
3. Ambiguous advice
4. Myth of the expert

1. Theoretical Underpinnings
· Many forms of profiling are based on a classic trait model, whereby we infer traits from behaviours and use these traits to predict other behaviours (i.e., traits stable cross-situationally)
· Problem?
· Lack of empirical evidence to support this

2. Prevalence of “Mixed” Crime Scenes
· Crime scenes are rarely exclusively “organized” or “disorganized”
· Many crime scenes are considered “mixed” (Crime Classification Manual, 1992)
· Leads to problems with classification

Case Study

Example: “Mixed” Offenders: Jeffrey Dahmer
· Committed many times of mixed crimes.
· Some of his crimes he planned it and some very impulsive
· All victims male
· First murder was a random man he brought home had sex with him and then he killed him, because he didn't’t want him to leave that morning. (very impulsive) 
· Other crimes against young boys very planned 

3. Ambiguous Advice
· Many profiles are ambiguous
· Barnum effect
· finding personal meaning in vague statements that could apply to many people
· Vague statements, which can describe a lot of people. 

4. Myth of The Expert
· Profilers may be no better than bartenders at deriving characteristics from crime scene behaviour (Campbell, 1976)

What does the FBI have to say?
· Many FBI profilers tend to downplay the need for empirical support by stating that the fact that their services are in such high demand proves its utility

Geographic Profiling: Look at where the crimes where committed to narrow down where suspect is likely to live.
· Technique used in serial crime investigations that involves an analysis of crime scene locations in order to determine the most probable area of offender residence
· Usually murder, rape, arson

Example: When Would Geographic Profiling Be Useful?
· Green River Murders
· 18,000 suspects (as of 1992 only 12,000 investigated)
· 8,000 items of evidence
· Single TV special resulted in 3,500 tips
· Took place is Washington 
· Up to 100 victims
· Where he dumped the body was close to where he lived.	

Principles and Assumptions Behind: Geographic Profiling
· Circle Hypothesis
· Offenders tend to live within a circle defined by a diameter that it dictated by the two farthest crimes

Principles and Assumptions Behind: Geographic Profiling (cont’d)
· Distance Decay Hypothesis
· [bookmark: _GoBack]As the distance of an offender’s home increases, the probability of committing a crime decreases
· People that are going to commit crimes is going to be closer to home, since they are familiar with it – and can easily have an escape route.

Limitations of Geographic Profiling:
· Geographic profiling works because serial offenders typically travel short distances to commit the majority of their crimes
· What about cases like Ted Bundy or Robert Pickton? - No

A Cheaper Alternative?
· Some evidence to suggest that individuals trained to use simple heuristics (e.g., circle hypothesis, distance-decay) can make profiling predictions as accurate as computerized systems (e.g., Snook, Taylor, & Bennell, 2004)


Case Study

Profiling a Serial Killer: “The Trailside Killer” San Francisco Mount Tamalpais: 
· San Francisco Mount Tamalpais August 1979
· Edda Kane (44 years) found dead
· Facedown, kneeling position
· Single gunshot wound to back of head
· No evidence of sexual assault
· No robbery
· March 1980
· Barbara Schwartz (23 years)
· Stabbed in chest
· Naked, kneeling position
· October 1980
· Anne Alderson (26 years)
· Shot in head
· BUT: not naked, not kneeling 
· November 1980
· Shauna May (25 years)
· Found in a shallow grave NEXT TO Diana O’ Connell (22 years) who had been missing for one month
· Both shot in head
· Same day: two more bodies
· Richard Stowers (19 years) and fiancee Cynthia Moreland (18 years)
· Determined to have been killed the same weekend as Anne Alderson in mid-October
· March 1981
· Henry Cowell Redwoods State Park
· Ellen Marie Hansen (20) & Steven Haertle
· Threatened to rape Ellen, shot & killed her when she protested
· Steven was shot but survived
· Able to give a description of the man

Trailside Killer: Constructing a profile (John Douglas)
· Crime scenes in secluded areas only accessible by foot: Killer was comfortable in area, a local
· Victims attacked from rear in blitz-style attack: Killer was asocial, not able to charm victims with conversation. Blitz-style attack was the only way he could control victims
· Victims ranged in ages and appearance: Killer didn’t know victims. He is acting out a fantasy
· Victims were white: Killer is white
· Able to evade police: Low to mid 30’s
· Probably spent time in jail, possibly attempted rape
· Blue-collar work

Trailside Killer: Constructing a profile Results:
· Very intelligent
· Not random act - precipitating stressor
· History of bed-wetting, fire-starting and/or cruelty to animals (as a child)
· SPEECH IMPEDIMENT
· Secluded, didn’t want to be seen
· Relied on over-powering victim
· Indicates a disability, but unlikely physical because was able to control victim
· David Carpenter
· White male, 50 (*profile of age incorrect)
· Industrial arts teacher
· History of attacking women and served jail time
· Domineering and abusive mother
· Bed-wetting & cruelty to animals as a child
· SEVERE STUTTER
· John Douglas successful because he is able to take the characteristic of a particular crime scene and narrow down the characteristic that are likely to be possessed in an individual. 
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