Reflective questions Module 4

1. Can you think of an example of a suspect interrogation at the
investigative stage which went well in your opinion (and why)?

2. Can you think of an example of an interrogation which went
badly (and why)?

3. Can you remember of an example where you have intervened
effectively in an interrogation (and how did you do it/what was
it effective)?

4. Can you remember of an example where you hadn’t intervened
during an interrogation, but thought afterwards that you
should have intervened (why did you think so)?
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