582 usm or "POLYGRAPHS AS “LIE DETECTORS™

o As the cﬁaﬁinan of the committee was advised on Aprll 20,1965,

- the Department of Defense has undertaken a ‘coordinabed,program”of3

 researc in this connection to include four major tasks:

-~ 1. Astudy of the validity of lie detection based'onﬁiexisti;ig;;Eec‘ords»

~ of security o
- 2. An experimental study of interrogation methodology.

i “3.‘A‘Stddyfo'f“ﬂinﬁerexaminer*reliabil_ity .a,nd.examin’ers’f=pei*fopmance‘f, i

- differences. ©

4. A study of th‘eklie]ié,bi]itybf ‘iraridus"physidlogical measures with

~actual or potential relevance to lie detection.

: A Joint Service Group has been formed, made up;‘Of?Eé v ent ves
of the Office of the Director of Defense Research an ngineering,

Departments of.the Army, Navy, and Air Force an"d;\é;"rep'reseﬁtatiire

ntists from the research components of each service

an; ent polygraph research, ~  ~  ©
~ 1he group currently is exploring external ‘polygrapk
criteria against which the validity of polygraph examinatidns

~ Returning agaiﬁ; tofhe directive, it permits eXcéptiQfI‘isfﬁo\ v,bfe, ma,de v

Afor cause by the Sécﬁt'et&ryf()‘f;_‘a; ilitary departmemt},,,‘As:si‘stant Seere--

se (Administrat

n) acting in*ther()fﬁceiof‘the Secretary

~ tary of Defen:
‘ ’of“%

efense; or head of the Department of Defense component con-

‘ icétned,iasfsappropriate, with written notice of such exce

~ the basis therefore to be sent to the Assistant Secreta

. By way of general comment, it is recognized that the directive is g
- afirst step toward bringing polygraph examinations unde :

: ! ippropriate
controls. Over a period of time actual experience uld in
~ the desirability of amending its provisions to assure that the po
is used only under appropriate circumstances and then with

safeguards. " T
I welcome uestions from the committee. ! i s

Mer. TK;I;NG.{gThank You very much, Mr. Skallerup, i
The Chair would ‘Tecognize the gentleman from Michigan, Mr.

 Griffin. {fI‘:knowv‘y‘ou’ff‘haiver'someééquestions. .

M. Groeenv. My, Skallerap, T nati in the directive that the

authorization to use the ‘polygraph is limited to situations in which

~information furnished by the individual cannot bo chocked through

the use of other investigative methods. It seems a- e odd to me

that it would be used only in those situations. =

- If you are conducting a research program to detél‘?*ﬁiin’e~"the :-validityf ‘
- of the polygraph, wouldn’t it be best to use the polygraph in cases in-

which you could check the :i;riformation‘ iny.“othe’pf ways, rather than

:f’.-;;»;rel‘ xclusively on the polygraph? ‘ e e ;
. Mr. SxavrErUP, Well, the purpose of that provision is to ‘Trequire

- the use of, say, conventional investigative methods up to the time of
- the polygraph examination. After the polygraph examination, infor-

‘mation may be disclosed which could be sub,sbequentlyc’he;,_c‘kefdfi?hro;jugﬂh‘ o
~normal investigative methods. This kind ‘of ,inform&tion{;cptjlldi:'be,
used to validate the effectiveness of the polygraph examination.

and criminal cases =Wherje,*evi»d'e,ncejihdependén‘itﬂ of the

of Defense Analysis.  The Joint Service Group is =~
polygraph specialists. _The gro'upf has:fbgenr‘eviéwing ‘

judged. The group also is developing proposals for research on equip- - L
~ ment reliability and exploring measures for judging -examiner relia-

ons including
ry of Defense
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