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Declaration of Charles R. Honts. Ph D. 

There is a blood pressure cuff placed on the upper part of one arm. That cuff is attached to 
polygraph instrument by a rubber tube. Two electrodes are place on the palmar surface of two 
fingers and are held in place by velcro bands. Those electrodes are attached to the polygraph 
instrument by wires. Polygraph examiners are taught to have the sensors attached to the 
subject for the least amount of time posmble as almost everyone finds being attached to the 
instrument to be unpleasant. Some people find being attached to the polygraph instrument as 
highly aversive. To leave a subject attached to the instrument for five hours is in my opinion 
abusive. The only reason I can imagine for leaving a subject attached to this instrument for that 
length of time is to cause stress. If this occurred as Deskovic described, then such stress could 
be conducive to the elicitation of a confession, but it would be highly-counterproductive to the 
goal of conducting a valid polygraph examination. There were other factors in the context of 
the examination that were also likely to be stress inducing. Mr. Deskovic reports that he told 
Mr. Stephens that he had not eaten that day. Mr. Stephens states that he does not recall that 
statement by Mr. Deskovic, but that he (Stephens) knew that Mr. Deskovic had nothing to eat 
between l lAM and 5PM. Again this is completely contrary to accepted practice. I cannot 
imagine any polygraph examiner allowing a subject to go that long without food. Certainly no 
polygraph training program of which I am aware would condone such behavior. Mr. Deskovic 
states that he recalls Mr. Stephens raising his voice and being very aggressive in his questioning. 
Mr. Stephens states that he does not recall doing this. Raising the voice and aggressive 
questioning are techniques for raising stress as part of an effort to obtain a confession, they 
have no part in conducting a valid polygraph examination. If Mr. Stephens did those things it 
would be consistent with the goal of obtaining a confession. Fmally, Mr. Deskovic recalls 
drinking coffee during the examination. Mr. Stephens does not deny offering Mr. Deskovic 
coffee. Caffeine is a powerful drug that increases general physiological arousal and could be an 
adjunct of the stress induction used as part of an effort to obtain a confesmon. Any effects of 
caffeine would be heightened by the fact that Mr. Deskovic was deprived of food. 

4. In 1990 the standard method for evaluating a polygraph examination was 
numerical scoring. Although Mr. Stephens was originally trained in a school that 
taught numerical scoring, he did not use numerical scoring in his examination of 
Mr. Deskovic, he instead used the global scoring approach that is part of the 
AEP. Research conducted in the late 1970s at the University of Utah clearly showed that 
numerical scoring was significantly superior to the global evaluation approach used in the AEP. 
The improvement in validity for numerical scoring was particularly pronounced in significantly 
reducing false positive errors with innocent individuals. By 1990, the superiority of numerical 
scoring over global analysis was generally known in the polygraph profession and global 
analysis was, by then, rarely used. The superiority of numerical scoring over global analysis 
was the topic of number of publications in Pol!Ygraph since the late 1970s. Numerical scoring 
techniques can be applied to data generated by the AEP. I have scored charts generated by 
AEP examinations in the past including at least one case where the AEP examiner concluded 
deception, but the numerical scorings indicated truthfulness. 
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5. It was well known in 1990 that valid assessments of credibility could not be 
made from. a single repetition of the questions. It was highly improper for Mr. 
Stephens to make decisions based on single repetitions of the questions. In 1990 
all the validated version of the CQT require that at least two repetitions of the questions be 
scored before rendering an opinion about credibility. The Utah and U. S. Federal technique 
required three repetitions before rendering an opinion. In 1990 many state licensing laws 
required three repetitions of the questions before rendering an opinion. It appears from the 
materials provided to me that Mr. Stephen's provided a series of opinions about credibility 
based on single repetitions of the questions. In 1990, all the scientific literature and standard 
practices in the profession would have indicated this was an invalid way to evaluate an CQT 
examination. 

Summary Of Opinions 

Based up on Stephen's polygraph training and experience by 1990 and the undisputed conditions of the 
polygraph: at least five hours in length, leaving at least some of the sensors on the Mr. Deskovic for an 
extended period of time, failing to use a valid polygraph technique with numerical scoring, and 
providing Mr. Deskovic coffee and no food for at least six hours, are so out of the normal range for the 
normal procedures in conducting an actual polygraph examination as to be considered professionally 
and scientifically outrageous, and in my opinion, the conditions of this examination were simply abusive. 

This interaction between Stephens and Deskovic is not consistent with a deception detection CQT, 
rather this examination is consistent with a guilt presumptive interrogation where the polygraph was 
used as an evidence ploy to elicit a confession. Moreover if Mr. Deskovic's testimony concerning, for 
example the aggressive nature of the questioning, the false reporting of incriminating statements, and 
the threats and promises made by the Peekskill Police are credited (I make no assessment regarding 
credibility) the conduct of Stephens would be even more outrageous with regard to accepted practice in 
1990. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on 7 July 2011, in Roanoke, Virginia. 

Charles R. Honts, Ph. D. 
Professor of Psychology 

Attachment: Curriculum Vitae of Charles R. Honts. Ph. D. 
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Endnotes 

1 Raskin, D. C., & Honts, C. R. (2002). The comparison question test. In M. Kleiner (Ed.), Handbook of 
pol:Jgraph testing. London: Academic (1-49). 

2 The Journal of Applied Psychofugy is a peer-reviewed scientific journal. It has a very high rejection rate 
and is considered one of the highest impact journals in all of Psychological Science. 

3 Horvath, ES. (1977). The effect of selected variables on interpretation of polygraph records.Journal of 
Applied Psycho/JJ~ 62, 127-36. This research also functioned as Dr. Horvath's dissertation, please see the 
dissertation document for complete detail about the examiners, Horvath, ES. (1974). The accuracy and 
reliabil~ of police pol:Jgraphic (''lie detectm'') examiners' judgments of tru.th and deception: The effect of sekcted variables. 
A dissertation submitted to Michigan State University in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the 
degree of Doctor of Philosophy. 
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