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Abstract  

The author want to provoke about tactics hearing`s proceedings development during the criminal 
investigations. The purpose is the development of the knowledge in listening proceedings area of persons aiming 
at significant modifications for the progress and better results of the criminal investigations. The interview and 
the interrogation is describes. It can’t be realized a significant reform in the judiciary system without the inquiry 
improvement. It is known that the investigation activity isn’t constantly, there isn’t any kind of practical 
directions which can guide investigating officers behavior and civil servants evaluations. Really important is to 
develop collaboration between investigators, graphoscopic expert and graphology expert to interpret both the 
written statements and rest behaviors, some of communication. Investigating activities are one of the major 
concerns of society knowing their importance, all the other activities centered on investigations and that’s why it 
is in many cases the main source of useful information. It is good to be known that all the efforts of investigators 
are looking for a concrete result but because of the absence of concern in the investigations activities 
development we are faced with errors and mistakes or at the end it can be noticed a lots of abuses. Even the 
scientific speech cantered to be as an informational support is dominated by a kind of formalism it isn’t enough 
developed knowing the fact that we can face a lot of practical elements regarding of doctrine avoid to say 
anything – it is known that often the educational curriculums and university courses have a limited time of 
scientific speeches and debates. 
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Introduction  

Many things can be said about the 
interwieu and interrogations of individuals 
facing a judiciary investigation. In this 
particular case, I consider it necessary to only 
underline that the hearing of individuals is the 
most frequently working activity of the 
judiciary bodies; consequently, it seems 
obvious that the larger majority of information 
should be necessarily obtained for the 
advancement of any investigation. 

In the basis of a logical reasoning, we 
do accept the idea that we can get - from the 
examined person1 - the necessary information 
for the evolution of the investigation, in two 
possible ways: oral or written. 

 How to proceed, how and if the truth 
can be discovered, how can possible lies be 
detected, whether to begin with a written or 
with an oral declaration, or vice-versa - all 
these are themes to be considered, and 
which - until now - could not be given a 
general available answer2. 

All the behavioural manifestations of 
the individual in the hearing room are of 
much interest for the investigators: speech, 
writing; attitude while speaking, writing or 
keeping quiet. I consider that the scientific 
procedure shall be made in two stages:  
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- Identifying “the specifically normal 

behaviour” - that complex of external 
actions specific to an individual who 
makes something - in the present case, 
for instance - makes a declaration in 
front of the investigator, without being 
influenced by any emotional stress 
generated by lies; 

- Identifying and appreciating any 
behavioural elements that might have 
connection with the lie. 

 The conclusion is: whatever is normal 
means truth, whatever overruns the normal 
might have connection with lie. It is very 
important to accept that fact that simplistic 
conclusions are beyond our attempts to 
draw them in advance, such as: ”truth” - 
“lie”; it is very important for us to first 
analyze any behaviour that might have any 
connection with lie; more precisely, to 
explain any deviation from normality by a 
simple approach to lie. 

 
Normal behaviour – unnormal behaviour 

I consider that at this stage, a 
distinction should be made between “normal 
behaviour” and “specific normal 
behaviour.” If taking into account the 
complexity of the human behaviour we 
should agree that a “normal behaviour” 
belongs to the theoretic domain, being 
considered as a model - which cannot be but 
theoretical - and which means the response 
of an individual to a complex of external 
stimuli that are perceived and assumed 
idealistically. “The specific normal 
behaviour” is the behaviour of an individual 
who finds himself in specific situations and 
under the influence of specific stimuli, 
being thus able to be investigated from the 
point of view of two levels of interest. 

The specific normal behaviour - generic 
- of the persons finding themselves in a 
special situation - in the present case - the 
specific behaviour of individuals finding 
themselves in front of an investigator, obliged 
to give declarations in connection with 
interesting deeds, persons or events that might 
help the evolution of the criminal 
investigation. 
- the specific normal behaviour  - individual 

- face-to-face, of the person facing the 
investigator. 

  
As for me, I personally consider it 

interesting for the investigators to be interested 
in both the specific generic behaviour and in 
the specific individual behaviour, as well; if 
we accept the generic specific behaviour as 
being made up of the common elements of 
the behaviour of the individuals meant to 
stir the interest and the individual specific 
behaviour as being that behaviour able to 
include all, the majority or only a few of the 
generic elements, but which, compulsorily, 
include elements of high specificity 
essentially connected with the heard person. 

Methodologically speaking, the 
investigators should: 
- have a clearer representation of the 

specific generic behavior, deriving from 
a sound doctrinal documentation, 
personal experience and, why not, 
professional folklore; 

-  to identify the characteristic elements 
of the specific individual behavior;  

-   to identify those behavioral elements 
that deviate from or overrun the 
normality of a specific individual 
behavior; 

-    to interpret the nature, the moment of its 
being manifested, the amplitude, the 
consequences of each behavioral 
identified element, as non-conform with 
the specific individual behavior; 
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-  to check any possible digression 
which might have connection with lie. 

Let us exemplify with the first moment the 
investigator and the would-be heard  
person   meet   each   other   in   the 
investigation room - the greeting; “the 
individual’s photograph”; “staring into 
each other’s eyes”, the invitation to sit at 
the table and on previously arranged the 
chair; “first moment of silence.” 

Without entering into a minute 
description of what strategic elements the 
investigator chooses to use in connection 
with  the  person  to  be  investigated  -  for 
instance, the investigator might consider it 
useful to start by asking a written 
declaration followed by the oral part of the 
investigation, to offer the respective person 
a break for him to evaluate the results and 
only after to continue the hearing in 
conformity with the new targets in view - 
we can notice that once the individual is 
brought in by another officer and once in 
the investigation room: 
- The investigator - can stand, can remain 

seated; can greet in both of the above 
mentioned situations, can “keep silent;” 
can look at the person to be 
investigated, can pretend to be busy and 
not look at all at the individual, can 
indicate him/ her where to sit; can 
continue to keep silent or can escort the 
person to the previously prepared place; 
can ask a general question and ask the 
individual to write a declaration in 
answer to the question; can start a 
dialogue with the person to be 
investigated and to ask for the written 
record of one or another aspects under 
discussion; etc. 

- The investigated person - can greet or 
can wait to be greeted; 

 can go alone to the seemingly awaiting 
place ad continue to wait in silence; can 
motivate why he/she agreed to be at the 
disposition of the investigator; can ask 
various questions; can show amazement, 
frustration or indignation in connection with 
his/her being involved in a criminal 
investigation or in connection with the 
investigator’s behaviour; can ask what is 
he/she supposed to de, etc.The moments 
mentioned above - the greeting; “the 
person’s photograph;” “the staring in each 
other’s eyes;” the invitation to the seating 
place; “the first silence” - are experienced 
by each of the two partners with the aim to 
get certain advantages: each of them wants 
to dominate the other one, to make use of 
his position in order to impress, to ruin or 
to, at least, destabilize the partner’s 
previously prepared plan3 and for this 
reason, the “surprise”4 is very important  - 
something  the  partner could not anticipate, 
something unexpected, something different 
from the envisaged plan. 

There are not many regulations in such 
a situations but this does not mean that there 
are no limits. 

The salutation is a question provided 
by the statute - the inferior rank greets the 
superior rank; a question of personal respect 
- the one deserving to be greeted is greeted 
by the one who owes him his respect; a 
problem of morality and observance of the 
general social regulations - men greet 
women, youth greet elders, etc. 

“The person’s photograph” 
presupposes a short and condensed 
examination of the exterior aspect of the 
person and of his/her first gestures or/and 
words. This is a moment for a general 
examination and there is laudable to be 
retained as many details as possible. 
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The speed of such an examination 
and the accuracy of the detail are essential - 
the more things and the faster you can see 
them, the better and the more rapidly you 
can pass to the next stage. He who finishes 
the first obliges the other one to finish the 
examination as well, as “staring in each 
other’s eyes” includes the identification of 
whatever reaction of the one who examines 
in connection with any detail, so that each 
in his/her turn avoids to be examined and 
regarded by the partner, for fear of failing 
to control his/her own reaction regarding 
the examined details. For more 
explanations, it is not indicated to look at 
someone’s legs, lips, trousers, tie, breasts 
or hands at the moment the examined 
person is able to see what you are looking 
at. Whatever is it inadmissible to do in 
society, it is allowed to do in the 
investigation room lest you are not 
ostentatious. 

Staring at the partner’s eyes, or better 
said, looking at the partner’s eyes is a very 
controversial aspect. 

Very often, the professional 
investigators demonstrate that the reason 
why they consider the person they hear is 
lying is the fact that the latter avoids a 
direct visual contact with the investigator; 
he/she simply refuse to look or to be 
looked in the eyes. At a certain moment, 
during the investigation we can notice that 
the person to be investigated maintains a 
normal visual contact even when there are 
asked questions that do not contain any 
element to be considered accusing or 
provocative, but simple introducing 
questions meant to establish a dialogue, 
when the hearing is directed towards a 
realistic area unable to bring prejudices or 
in  no  way  to  hurt   the  position  of  the  

 investigated. The motifs of avoiding the 
visual contact shall not be treated 
superficially, and in no way, reduced to the 
level of a definite of lie. This state may 
appear with timid, humble persons, 
submissive personalities or having 
neurological problems. There are situations 
when the investigated person appears to be 
scared or discomfortable in the presence of an 
investigator. It is important for the investigator 
not to consider that the investigated person 
proves to be mala fide when refusing to look 
into the eyes of the investigator when he 
introduces his/her name or when he/she 
answers questions referring to identity, address 
or other neuter elements currently used in 
initiating a dialogue, and to a-priori consider 
that the respective person tries to hide his/her 
participation in the investigated illicit activity. 

It is better for the investigator that, 
immediately after finishing the general 
examination of the interlocutor, to look into 
the eyes of the one who is going to be heard. 

This is a very appropriate moment to 
almost master the latter all his/her 
movements. The investigator will make a 
real analysis of the person to be heard, as 
the latter will find him-/herself into a very 
delicate hypostasis - should he have an 
insisting look it can be considered a 
provocative gesture generated by a 
conflictual attitude; if ignoring the looks of 
the investigator the person who entered the 
investigation room can be considered to 
have been preoccupied of not making 
mistakes in reproducing the already 
prepared “story,” to be concerned with 
his/her self control, not to let anything 
he/she is preoccupied by be noticed. It is 
very difficult to keep one’s equilibrium and 
it cannot be found but in a person who has 
nothing  to  hide,  a  person  who  comes  in  
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front of the investigator preoccupied, but at 
the same time, with the express wish to co-
operate in helping the aim of the criminal 
case.  

When inviting the individual to be 
investigated to the specially prepared place 
for him to sit, it appears a possibility for 
the investigator to test the individual’s 
reaction as concerning the intimacy area - 
0.46-1.22 m5. Emotions can determine 
perspiration, paleness, a higher reactivity to 
others’ gestures; the investigator shall 
profit by this opportunity and check if 
“everything is in order”, more because the 
interlocutor may stumble, take a violent 
turn and hit the table or the chair he is 
suppose to sit, hurry up and drop the bag, 
the glasses or any other object on the floor, 
apologize for the excitement by saying that 
he/she is for the first time in an 
investigation room, that he/she crosses a 
difficult period,  has a state of general 
discomfort or that he/she never experienced 
such a thing. 

The first moment of silence - the first, 
because others may follow, created by the 
investigator himself - shall be turned to 
better account by the investigator in order 
to draw conclusions related to the state of 
the person facing him. There are situations 
in which this stage can be skipped over, but 
this decision shall be taken then when the 
investigator has ready at hand a direct 
question to ask, as part of a direct 
confrontation,  under  the  conditions  the  

 

 person is prepared and ready to master 
his/her reactions to whatever the 
investigator might think of - this is the case 
of individuals who were subjects of similar 
investigations and were confronted with 
“difficult” investigators. During the 
“silence” period, the investigator shall - this 
time - examine everything concerning the 
person in front of him as to notice the first 
behavioural modifications comparable with 
the state the person entered the investigation 
room. 

The order I suggest shall not 
compulsorily be followed by the 
investigator: the position in the chair, the 
inclination of the head, the position of the 
hands, of the legs, the paleness, the eyes, the 
eyebrows, the lips, the canthi/corners of the 
eyes, the chin. 

To understand the body language it is 
fundamental to observe the position in the 
chair of the investigated individual. The 
position of the individual’s body very often 
generates the movement of the hands and 
legs and sometimes the direction of his/her 
looks - that is the visual contact. When 
analyzing the position of the investigated 
person there can be collected information 
about the way he/she is interested in: 
- the hearing proper, the way the 

investigation is held and the results 
obtained;  

- emotional implication;  
- the trust inspired by the investigator and 

in the activity he/she is a participant in; 

The behavioural manifestations specific to the person who is writing a declaration 
 I will try to speak about the 

behaviuoural manifestations specific to the 
person who is writing a declaration6 
irrespective of the fact that he/she has 
already given an oral declaration or not. 

 I place this scientific step at the border 
between what we - at present - consider to 
be an area specific to graphoscopy and the 
one specific to graphology.7  
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In contrast with the oral or written 

aspects of the hearing/investigation, in the 
case of a written declaration one cannot 
speak about a dynamic position, a static 
position and of an intermediary position. In 
this case it is about the observation of a 
person’s position in the chair, a position 
that enables him/her to transmit written 
information. In order to interpret this position 
the investigator shall analyze the 
modifications in the person’s position while 
writing, in an interval of 20-40 minutes.Out 
of various reasons, an innocent person will 
change position several times while writing 
the declaration. Each position taken, the 
way the change of positions is made, the 
moment the person changes positions - all 
these are closely connected with the 
content of the written declaration, with the 
emotional state they generated, with the 
attitude towards the investigator, with the 
latter’s possible direct or indirect 
interferences.  

A person, who is trained and knows 
that will lie, will have an already prepared 
position to be adopted during the 
investigation; he/she will never give up this 
position lest an exception appears. 
Out of motivations related to the 
equilibrium of a person, one can appreciate 
that such a person makes use of a large 
amount of energy as to make his/her 
declaration credible - irrespective whether 
the declaration is oral or written - so that 
the oral investigation shall be drastically 
reduced or even eliminated. 

A static position obviously 
presupposes an effort, a certain 
concentration and a lack of trust in the 
investigator.8 

  
If analyzing what happens with the 

person who is writing, modifications at the 
level of the upper part of the body will be 
noticed: bending and straightening now and 
again. When an investigated person 
stretches forwards while writing or while 
concentrating upon an important aspect, 
he/she - due to the body language - 
expresses trustfulness. This is usually 
noticed with persons speaking out the truth 
and hitting important aspects for the 
investigation, indifferent of their position on 
the chair. As a rule, the person who is 
writing adopts a more and more erected 
position - more distanced from the sheet of 
paper - the more he/she is going away from 
truth; this is an unwilling gesture showing 
that the more he/she writes the more he/she 
diverges from what is writing. 

In principal, in the process of writing, 
the individual instinctually tries - 
irrespective of the position he/she adopted 
when sitting at the writing table - to find 
more relaxing and comfortable positions. A 
preoccupied person will have a quite 
unusual position and, without any doubt, 
less comfortable on the whole period of his/ 
her writing the declaration. This situation is 
very similar to the one in which a person - 
and the typical example is that of a child 
fixing his parent with his eyes and begging 
forgiveness while being scolded - feeling 
him/herself guilty looks for a position meant 
to self-punish him/her all along the 
investigation or of the confession, in case 
he/she is a church goer. 

A partial-seated position means that 
the hands, the legs and the whole body 
cannot easily move; the less the individual 
uses the space of the  seat  the  more  he/she 
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detaches from the lies he/she is writing 
about, keeping a forced connection 
between the whole unusual position of the 
body and the place and the lying situation 
described. 

The liar will keep the hand he/she is 
not writing with in an uptight position, the 
fist will be - more often than not - closed, 
or the palm of the hand will strangely press 
the table or the sheet of paper, and 
sometimes perspiration may appear. The 
hand he/she is writing with will be also 
uptight, the elbow will not have a normal 
flexibility, the angle formed by the arm and 
the forearm will thus be forced to stay 
within rigid limits and the fingers will 
exercise an extra pressure over the writing 
instrument while the blood will no longer 
normally flow in the contact areas. 
Whatever means rigidity, in the position of 
a liar who is writing a declaration, is meant 
to block expressiveness, gesture or reaction 
that might show if he/she lies, the moment 
of the lie and the message according to 
which he/she lies. More or less 
instinctually, the one who writes wants to 
make him/ herself sure that no one, not 
even him/herself shall know whether one 
or another of the offered written 
information are reliable, true or, on the 
contrary, forged or artificial. 

Generally, a sincere person is 
interested in convincing the investigator of 
with his/ her attention and emotional 
involvement, and even succeeds. 

In practice, the investigators can quite 
easily notice the fundamental difference 
between the reliability the individual wants 
to give to the written text in whose pages a 
systematization of the conclusions and 
arguments and, in general, the message the 
person writing the declaration meant to be  

 sustained are awaited, and the rest of his/ 
her behaviour expressed by the body 
language of the respective person. 

Sometimes a real fight is fought 
between the way the one who is writing 
forces his whole being to assimilate, to 
accept whatever he writes and the way the 
lying behaviour is rejected; man’s biological 
nature opposes lie. 

As for the writing proper, as a 
technical operation, an educated/ trained 
person will have a cursive handwriting 
and.... for sure, there will be certain stops/ 
breaks. As a rule, there is an important 
difference between the stops/breaks of the 
one writing the truth and the stops/ breaks 
of the one who lies. The one who writes the 
truth will stop before embarking upon 
important aspects, striving to formulate as 
clearly and expressively as possible 
whatever he wants to declare, as to be 
clearer and more useful in the investigation. 
The one who lies will, generally, stop when 
he does not remember exactly the 
previously made text, the one prepared “at 
home” and consequently, is not interested in 
the clearness of the text; he/she will simply 
transmit a message because he/she was 
urged to, and he/she ....just does it. 

A controversial aspect is represented 
by the existence of the communication 
barriers in both oral and written 
declarations. For example, the fixing of the 
eyes on the sheet of paper and thus, limiting 
the universe at the area around the writing 
table and the chair. As any kind of 
immovability or lack of flexibility, it 
inspires distrustfulness. 

An honest person has no reasons - and 
the investigator shall not try to create them - 
to sieve or block the communication with 
the exterior world;  
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so, generally he/she will evaluate the 
impact of his/her behaviour in his own 
natural atmosphere - the investigation 
room, in the given example.If the 
investigator will have an encouraging 
attitude, will not be stressing, will be 
respectful versus the person in front of him 
and of what the individual is doing, 
everything will be all right, the answer will 
receive a higher degree of transparency, 
more and more valuable details will be 
obtained; we shall not forget the fact that 
we are not supposed “to spy” as to see that 
whatever we do is or not welcomed. The 
individual who intends to lie needs nothing 
that might diminish his/ her level of 
concentration; all forces shall be 
concentrated as less energy be lost, energy 
that could, otherwise,  alter the “afore 
story.” Such a person needs not to evaluate 
whatever happens around because around 
him/ her nothing shall happen, or at least, 
nothing significant. In that room, he/she - 
an important person in the evolution of the 
investigation - has to write the declaration 
and, if something is going to happen, that 
“something” must happen after he finishes 
writing the declaration. 

What might happen if the investigator 
considers it necessary to intervene a little, 
as for example: ”may I help you madam, 
sir?” 

In general, the honest persons accept 
the normal message, finish writing the 
word, the sentence or the idea, look at the 
investigator and answer in a 
commonsensical way: “No, thank you.” or 
“Yes, please, I should...” The persons 
intending to lie are tempted to give various 
meanings to the message, give credit to 

 which at least a part of the body is 
confronted with suffering; it is about a self-
flagellation - the body has to suffer to 
reprimand any predisposition in speaking 
out the truth. We can see that the individual 
changes his/her position, crosses and 
uncrosses his legs or “rubs” him/herself to 
the chair, using the hands to sit up and then 
sit in a better position. The investigator shall 
be attentive at these changes of position, as 
they generally appear under the following 
conditions: 
- Previous to the moment the investigated 

person should describe an important 
aspect, or answer a key question asked 
by the investigator - as for instance: 
“Have you left domicile that night?” - the 
person changes the position on the chair 
and writes: ”No, it was bad weather, I 
stayed home, I had no wish to go 
anywhere, I went to bed early as I was 
tired, I did not feel quite well and the 
next day I had a lot of work to do in the 
office.” 

- While the investigated person gives a 
written answer9 to a question: ”Have you 
noticed something strange in the 
behaviour of your brother in the last two 
months?” “Nothing” - the person changes 
position and continues writing - “I cannot 
remember something in particular; he 
celebrated his birthday last week and he 
seemed to flirt with an office mate; what 
I really remember is that his wife, my 
sister-in-law, was mad about it.”  

What is really important is the 
position of the investigated person seated on 
the chair; if and when the position changed 
are very important elements for the 
investigator as they can influence the 
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duplicity and answer very promptly: ”No, I 
am finishing right now” or “I will ask you 
if there is anything unclear” They have to 
quickly resume their writing lest they 
forget something from the previously 
prepared declaration, but the real 
answering message might be:  

”Can’t you see that I have something 
to do? After finishing it I’ll see what you 
want.” 

Another important aspect of the 
context is connected with the changes in 
the positions of the sitting individual who 
is writing a declaration. There are two 
hypotheses to be taken into account: 
- the person gives a written ”narration” 
- the person answers in written the 

questions asked by the investigator. 
In the first hypothesis the honest 

person is expected to change the sitting 
position at regular intervals, practically to 
find a more comfortable position. A person 
sitting on a chair for a longer period of time 
has to instinctively change the position, for 
a better one he/she would never find, 
because a certain state of tiredness will 
appear; the greater the tiredness the more 
frequent the change of the sitting position, 
yet in decent limits, as the person does not 
simply sit on a chair but sits and writes a 
declaration, and the body will dissipate the 
effects of the tiredness in the favour of the 
cause he/she is involved in. Other 
behavioural manifestations might appear: 
leg-crossing, parting legs, forehead 
wrinkling, lips thinning, chin upholding, 
arching eyebrows, modifications in the 
mouth canthus, etc., as a body participation 
in the description of the facts, as a personal 
involvement, a manifestation of feelings, 
an evaluation of consequences - at a 
personal level or at the level of the persons  

involved - the wish to inform the judiciary 
body about the knowledge he/she has. 

What should happen to those persons 
who entered the investigation room with the 
intention of sustaining their interests at all 
price, even if lying. 

First, a certain immovability will be 
noticed, a certain position of the body, in 
evolution of the investigation; everything 
has to be interpreted in the general context 
of the person’s behaviour during the 
investigation. 

We shall notice the other external 
manifestations mentioned above, but, there 
will be fundamental differences in as far as 
the moment they will appear is concerned. 
To be clearer, if in the case of honest 
persons such attitudes as those referred 
above appear in connection with those 
already described and have predictable 
consequences, with lying persons such 
attitudes appear in connection with the way 
they succeed or not to correctly reproduce 
whatever they learned by heart, and are, 
generally, attitudes showing at least a 
duplicative satisfaction about the perfection 
of the lie, of the deceiving mechanism 
applied. 

I started by referring to the 
manifestations that appear in the behaviour 
of the persons who are giving written 
declarations, by reasons that they involve a 
certain difficulty in noticing and interpreting 
them. Within the oral declaration, the 
majority of the manifestations referred to, 
appear and develop within a very short 
interval of time - the doctrine refers to it as 
microexpression10 - which differs from the 
written text, where  the gestures, the 
expression of the face or a certain position 
lasts longer, as compared with time required 
by writing the text connected with the 
respective attitude.  
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The majority of the scientific papers 
speaking about this theme admit that man 
is a bio-psycho-social being, a balanced 
creature having a rough, instinctual, 
pulsing, sensual side acting in harmony or 
disharmony and mastered by the biologic 
and a second side which is educated, 
refined, conditioned, in full manifestation 
and self-control. 

Connected to the subject of this paper 
one can say that the man thinks something 
and speaks a totally different thing - says 
something, and in the long run does 
something else. 

Whatever a man says, at least in 
principle, is the message of the social, 
while his body shows whatever cannot be 
censured. The man, caught between wishes 
and reality, accepts the travesty, accepts to 
alter reality - to be accepted or/ and 
admired by society - looking for 
justifications for no matter what minor 
faults or inadvertencies. 

 Whenever a man refuses the context, 
he feels it necessary to substitute reality 
with a fabricated truth. One might accept 
that man11 is the only one species.... who 
integrated the filter of lying in the order of 
his everyday necessities and is able to lie in 
a “natural“  way whenever he needs it. 

A honest individual who comes to the 
investigation room wishing for the “right 
thing to be done” instinctually strives to 
communicate with the investigator in the 
best of terms, facing him even in the period 
of his/ her writing the declaration - the head 
and the shoulders will be directed towards 
the investigator. The one who wants to hide 
something or to lie will turn the legs and 
shoulders from the investigator, sitting in a 
biased position and will show only one 
shoulder. Such a position may be considered 
as a lack of interest and an emotional 
detachment.  

 

 
Conclusions  

To conclude with, I consider that the 
observation, evaluation and the 
interpretation of the person’s behaviour all 
along the investigation - irrespective if the 
person gives a written or an oral  declaration 
- are fundamental for the success of the 
investigation and for discovering the truth 
in the investigated case. 

It is also very important for the 
investigators to analyze each behavioural 
attitude of the investigated person in the 
context of his/ her whole behaviour all 
through the period of investigation in close 
connection with what it is considered to be 
a normal behaviour of the person during 
the respective investigation. 

 We shall never agree or accept the 
promotion of certain verdicts or conclusions 
related to the fact that a certain person is 
lying or is telling the truth only in 
connection with the way he/she behaves in a 
single one circumstance. What has to be 
done, and I really think it very important, is 
the interest that shall be granted to those 
behaviours that exceed the normal 
behaviour,  which  may  indicate  a  certain 
level of emotional stress; this result can be 
satisfactorily obtained if technological 
instruments are used: the polygraph or other  
more  or  less  sophisticated  versions meant 
to identify changes in the limits of “various 
functional parameters  of  the  human body” 
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 (writing, voice, the activity of the cetonic 
corps, reaction of certain zones of the 
cortex) and the casual interpretation of 
their appearance and of the way they 
manifest themselves.  

I do not think it necessary to 
generate a dispute in connection with what 
should be more important: to analyse and 
interpret the informational content of the 
declarations or to analyse and interpret the  

 behaviour of the investigated persons during 
the investigation period.  

What really matter, is the natural and 
normal evolution of the professional aim so 
that the investigator should be able to obtain 
the maximum of truth out of what the 
investigated person says and, in the basis of 
the results, to be able to advance in the 
investigation as to clarify all aspects of 
interest. 
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Endnotes 
                                                 

1 N.A. – irrespective of the procedural quality one or another of the heard individuals holds or can hold 
during the evolution of the penal case   

2 See for example Gisli H. Gudjonsson - The Psychology of Interrogations and Confessions: A Handbook, 
2003, John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, The Atrium, Southern Gate, Chichester, West Sussex PO19 8SQ, England, pag. 
42; Amato Fargnoli, Sonia Moretti – L’ incredibile testimone, UTET  Libreria  – Torino,  2005, Instituto 
Geografico De Agostini SpA, Novarra, pp 128 

3 N.A. – both the investigator and the investigated person prepare for the hearing in advance; each of them 
has ready at had a plan according to which they consider the hearing would take place, a certain attitude and a 
certain allocution able to allow him/ her to carry out the professional aims (in case of the investigator) or the 
personal aims (in the case of the investigated person)    

4 Most of the native or foreign specialized papaers speak about the ”surprise” - see the papers published by 
Stancu E., Aioniţoaie C., Butoi T., Pletea C., Ciopraga A. or Baldwin, J. Gudjonsson, G.H. Ekman, P Reid, 
J. Inbau, F.E. Kassin, S.M. 

5 See Allan Pease – Bodylanguage - How to read others' thoughts by their gestures, Sheldon 
Press, London, 1992. Edition 18, pp 23 Intimate zone between 15 and 46 cm. Among all zonal distances this is, 
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from far, the most important; the man protects this distance as his own property. Only those emotionally close are 
allowed to penetrate it: lovers, parents, espouses, children, very close friends and relatives. There also exists a sub-zone 
extending up to 15 cm from the body, which can be penetrated during the physical contact only. This zone/area is more 
reduced; Personal zone/ area - between 46-1.22 m. This area is the distance we keep against the others in official 
meetings, official ceremonies and friendly meetings. The social area/zone - between 1.22 m and 3.60 m. this is the 
distance in front of unknown persons, against eventual day workers or menders who work in the house, against the 
postman, the shop assistants, against a new employee and in general against all the unknown persons. The public 
area/zone – over 3.60 m. This is the corresponding distance when addressing a mass of people.  

6 N.A. I take into account the written declaration   
7 N.A. In Romania, graphoscopy is considered to be a domain specific to forensic research whose final 

conclusion in to identify the person who had written a certain text, and graphology is considered a research 
domain connected with psychology and meant to establish the particularities of the character of a person in the 
basis of his/ her handwriting.  

8 N.A. We can consider - for example - the case of a student who, in a written paper examination - if having 
learned everything mechanically - will stiffen in a certain position trying to remember as much as possible from 
what he strived to memorize.   

9 N.A. Things are similar in the case the person gives an oral declaration  
10 See for example P. Ekman, W. F. Friesen – Unmasking the face, Malor books, Cambridge, 2003 
11 Philippe Turchet – Synergology - from the body language to the art of reading the others thoughts. 

Polirom Printing House 2005, pp.  


