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INTRODUCTION

• Forensic science

• Used to find out information 
about a crime scene

• Forensic science is focused 
on evidence collection http://kidsahead.com/subjects/3-forensics



INTRODUCTION

• Evidence can be organized into 
four categories:

• Biological

• Chemical

• Physical

• Miscellaneous
(Saferstein et al. 2008)

http://www.wisegeek.com/what-is-spoliation-of-evidence.htm



INTRODUCTION

• Interrogation tries to find out 
information which has around a 54% 
accuracy rate (Bond et al. 2008)

• The suspect is being asked questions

• The Strategic Use of Evidence is a 
technique that brings evidence and 
interrogation together https://undark.org/article/rethinking-the-rules-for-police-interrogations/



REVIEW OF LITERATURE

• SUE uses previously collected evidence

• The evidence is disclosed to get 
information out of the suspect (Granhag et 

al. 2008)

• The evidence is compared to the 
suspects story



REVIEW OF LITERATURE

• System Evidence Consistency is a 
principle that compares how similar 
the story of the suspect is to the 
evidence

• For this reason, disclosing the 
evidence towards the end of the 
interrogation is better (Sorochinski et al. 
2013)

(Luke et al., 2013)



REVIEW OF LITERATURE

• Innocent people would have a high 
consistency

• Guilty people would have a low 
consistency                                                      
(Luke et al., 2013)



RESEARCH QUESTIONS

• What is the effectiveness of the Strategic Use of 
Evidence technique?



HYPOTHESIS

• Participants who gain information on the Strategic 
Use of Evidence Technique and Statement-
Evidence Inconsistencies will be more accurate 
than those who received no instructions.



METHODS

• A survey was given to self-
selected participants including

• Instructions (positive or negative)

• Questions

• 2 mock-interrogation videos 
(guilty or innocent)



METHODS

• Qualtrix was used to make the survey

• Participants signed up on a website called MTurk to 
take it

• Each participant was given one dollar



METHODS

Participants receive instructions 

Participants watch videos

Participants judge the suspects

No instructions Only negative 
instructions

Only positive 
instructions

Both 
instructions



RESULTS



RESULTS



RESULTS



DISCUSSION

• The accuracy rate was greater with people who 
received positive instructions 

• The SUE technique is helpful to teach those 
interrogating



RESULTS & DISCUSSION

• The accuracy rate of the SUE technique measured in 
our experiment was 57%

• Close to 54% (Bond et al.  2008)

• The best scenario was getting both instructions
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