766 AMENDMENTS TO CRIMINAL STATUTES OF D.C.

- Petitioner and one of his grown nephews disappeared
from the apartment house shortly after the crime was
committed. The former was apprehended the following
afternoon between two and two-thirty p. m. and was
taken, along with his older nephews, also suspects, to
police - headquarters. At least four officers questioned
him there in the presence of other officers for thirty to
forty-five minutes, beginning the examination by telling
him, according to his testimony, that his brother had said
that he was the assailant. Petitioner strenuously denied
his guilt. He spent the rest of the afternoon at head-
quarters, in the company of the other two suspects and
his brother a good part of the time. About four p. m.
the three suspects were asked to submit to “lie detector”
tests, and they agreed. The officer in charge of the poly-
graph machine was not located for almost two hours,
during which time the suspects received food and drink.
The nephews were then examined first. Questioning of
petitioner began just after eight p. m. Only he and the
polygraph operator were present in a small room, the
door to which was closed.

Following almost an hour and one-half of steady inter-
rogation, he “first stated that he could have done this
crime, or that he might have done it. He finally stated
that he was responsible. . . .” (Testimony of polygraph
operator, R. 70.) Not until ten p. m., after petitioner
had repeated his confession to other officers, did the police
attempt to reach a United States Commissioner for the
purpose of arraignment. Failing in this, they obtained
petitioner’s consent to examination by the deputy coroner,
who noted no indicia of physical or psychologieal coercion.
Petitioner was then confronted by the complaining wit-
ness and “[p]lractically every man in the Sex Squad,” and
in response to questioning by three officers, he repeated
the confession. ‘Between eleven-thirty p. m. and twelve-
thirty a. m. he dictated the confession to a typist. The




