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 Executive Summary

A confession from someone accused of a crime has long been 

considered the gold standard because it is such compelling 

evidence, so powerful that it cannot easily be overcome, even 

by DNA evidence. We now know, however, due to the revelation 

of exonerations proven by post-conviction DNA testing, that 

wrongful convictions driven by false confessions happen with 

greater frequency than we ever might have imagined and 

represent a serious challenge within the criminal legal system. 

Recent studies show that modern psychological interrogation 

techniques, including tactics such as using false evidence, 

downplaying the severity of punishment, or promising case 

outcomes, have contributed to false confessions, as have 

isolation, lengthy questioning, and vulnerabilities related to age 

or mental capacity.

This report evaluates the interrogation policies of law 

enforcement agencies in the United States’ 50 most populous 

jurisdictions. We examined whether the largest agencies, 

particularly well-resourced and best-positioned to incorporate 

evidence-based research into their policing practices, have 

established policies that comport with recent research. The 

evaluation used a 15-question rubric derived from the American 

Psychology-Law Society’s (AP-LS) recent scientific review on 

police interrogations, titled “Police-Induced Confessions, 2.0: Risk Factors and Recommendations.”1 The AP-LS is a 

division of the American Psychological Association focused on the intersection of psychology and the legal system. This 

AP-LS scientific review is considered a consensus document that not only synthesizes scientific knowledge on false 

confessions, but also provides recommendations for safeguarding against them. 

In the 50 jurisdictions evaluated, we found notable gaps between agency policies and the scientific recommendations 

made by the AP-LS, as well as meaningful opportunities for agencies to strengthen their interrogation policies. Most 

agencies have not yet fully updated their written policies to reflect best practices—the clearest exception being 

electronic recording, which many agencies have adopted through statutory or self-imposed mandates.
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Interrogation policy Percentage of 
departments evaluated 
with respective 
interrogation policy 

Video Recording 

All felony interrogations are required to be recorded with video or audio 72%

All interrogations are required to be recorded with video AND audio 40%

All interrogations are required to be recorded (audio/electronic) 32%

Policy addressescamera angle, framing, or view of interrogator 10%

Safeguards 

Interrogators are required to have an evidence-based suspicion prior to 
conducting guilt-presumptive interrogations

24%

Policies are in place to limit contamination 12% 

Confession corroboration is required 6%

Accusatorial Tactics 

There are time limitations on interrogations 44%

There are time limitations specific to juvenile interrogations 36%

There are time limitations on detention 52%

Suspects are required to be given breaks from interrogation 58%

There are limits on the use of false evidence ploys 16%

There are limits on the use of minimization techniques 28%

There are limitations on the use of threats 56%

Vulnerable Populations 

Juveniles are permitted to have an attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations

70%

Juveniles are permitted to have an adult present when appropriate (e.g., 
parents or counselors)? 

98%

Vulnerable adults are required to have an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogation

14%

Summary: Interrogations Policies Across 50 Major US Law Enforcement 
Departments
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This report aims to serve as a resource for police agencies to improve interrogation policies and better align them with 

scientific recommendations. The ultimate goal is to prevent law enforcement from focusing on the wrong person, which 

not only leads to wrongful convictions but also risks public safety by allowing the true perpetrator of the crime to remain 

undetected and in a position to commit additional crimes.

Agencies need to move beyond one-time training and adopt a culture of continuous learning. 

Continuing education on modern investigative interviewing practices should be an expectation, 

not an exception. I've seen training records where detectives had not received any formal 

interview training since attending a class 20 years earlier. It's difficult to expect officers to 

abandon outdated practices if we never provide them with updated knowledge and skills. 

Accountability should include a commitment to keeping officers’ training current. Agencies 

need to move beyond one-time training and adopt a culture of continuous learning. Continuing 

education on modern investigative interviewing practices should be an expectation, not an 

exception. I've seen training records where detectives had not received any formal interview 

training since attending a class 20 years earlier. It's difficult to expect officers to abandon 

outdated practices if we never provide them with updated knowledge and skills. Accountability 

should include a commitment to keeping officers’ training current.”

—	 David Thompson, Certified Forensic Interviewer / Law Enforcement Trainer
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 Introduction

In February 2022, 15-year-old Martell Williams 

falsely admitted to attempted murder.2 Waukegan 

police arrested Martell at school, wrongfully 

accused him of the crime, and detained him 

for two days in jail.3 During that time, officers 

questioned Martell for hours without food, an 

attorney, or a chance to contact his mother.4 They 

even tried to persuade him using a McDonald’s 

cheeseburger.5 Police told Martell he could go 

home if he said that the shooting was not his fault 

and that he was acting in self-defense.6 Martell 

was eventually released after his family showed 

police a timestamped photo of him playing at 

his school’s basketball game at the time of the 

crime.7 In a statement following the arrest, Interim 

Police Chief Zupec stated that “he (Martell) should 

not have been brought to the juvenile detention 

facility” and he “should not have remained in that 

detention facility for a day and a half.”8 The case 

sparked changes, including a bar on interrogating 

minors without notifying parents and a state law 

barring law enforcement from lying to minors.9 

To prevent false confessions like these from occurring, the AP-LS has published recommendations based on several 

decades of research. The AP-LS scientific review, Police-Induced Confessions, 2.0: Risk Factors and Recommendations 

(2025), provides the most comprehensive and current synthesis of empirical research on police-induced false 

confessions to date. Drawing on wrongful conviction databases, laboratory experiments, and field studies, the report 

identifies key situational risk factors, including guilt-presumptive interrogation, false evidence ploys, prolonged 

isolation, sleep deprivation, and the practical limitations of Miranda warnings as a safeguard, alongside personal risk 

factors including youth and intellectual disability.10 Critically, the review demonstrates that evidence-based reforms 

reduce false confession rates without impairing the ability to obtain truthful admissions of guilt.  
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Background: The Science of False Confessions 

The research described below summarizes the AP-LS scientific review, which in turn reflects the current scientific 

and legal consensus on how interrogation policy can be strengthened.  

﻿ 
a. Types of Confessions
Researchers have identified three categories of false confessions: voluntary, coerced-compliant, and coerced-

internalized.11 First, voluntary false confessions occur when a person admits to a crime they did not commit without 

any pressure from law enforcement. There are a variety of reasons a voluntary false confession may occur, including 

the desire for notoriety, a wish to protect a guilty party, or mental illness. Voluntary false confessions are less typical 

than coerced confessions and are less likely to be believed by police.12 Second, coerced-compliant false confessions 

occur when a suspect, who knows they are innocent, admits to something they did not do in an effort to appease 

their interrogator and end the interrogation. Third, coerced-internalized false confessions are the result of a suspect 

incorrectly believing police suggestions that they committed a crime. Coerced-compliant and coerced-internalized 

false confessions often result from a combination of factors like suspect vulnerability, investigator bias, and 

interrogation tactics.13

﻿ 
b. Vulnerable Populations – Juveniles and Vulnerable Adults 
The AP-LS identifies vulnerability as any factor that impairs a suspect’s capacity to understand rights, respond to 

questions, cope with interrogative pressure, or make rational decisions.14 Thus, people at an increased risk of false 

confession are considered vulnerable suspects. These include people who are particularly suggestible, eager to please, 

or compliant.15 Juveniles are among the groups most vulnerable to false confessions because they have a short-

term understanding of consequences, and they have been conditioned to obey and trust adults, particularly those in 

positions of authority.16 As of 2022, 34% of false confessions in cases of persons who had been exonerated in the 

United States were from juveniles.17 Statistics show that youth and young adults under 21 are overrepresented in false 

confession cases.18 The AP-LS scientific review attributes this trend to extensive research indicating that children and 

young adults aged 10 to 25 are more likely to submit to authority figures.19 Specifically, studies show that young people 

are more vulnerable to interrogation tactics because of their increased sensitivity to rewards, decreased impulse 

control, and tendency to seek immediate gratification over long-term interests when put in high-pressure, emotionally 

stimulating situations.20 Additionally, research indicates that youth are more prone to comply with authorities and less 

likely to understand or assert their Miranda rights.21 

Other vulnerable groups include marginalized populations, who may be overly compliant out of fear, evasive or nervous 
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Vulnerable populations

As of 2022:

34% of false confessions 
in cases of persons who had 
been exonerated in the U.S. 
were from juveniles. 

69% of known false 
confessions in cases of 
persons exonerated in the 
U.S. were from people with 
mental illness or cognitive 
disabilities.

due to negative past encounters with police, or less likely 

to be believed due to investigator prejudice.22 Similarly, 

adults with neurodevelopmental disabilities, including 

intellectual disability, autism spectrum disorder, attention 

deficit/hyperactivity disorder, and fetal alcohol spectrum 

disorder, are more vulnerable to interrogation tactics and 

are at higher risk of compliance and false confessions.23 

Studies indicate that these individuals struggle more to 

understand their rights and make informed choices.24 

Research also suggests that these conditions often 

overlap, which can further hinder suspects with these 

conditions from comprehending the situation.25 They may 

be more susceptible to suggestions and have a strong 

inclination to please their interrogator.26 

Likewise, adults experiencing depression or anxiety 

disorders may be more compliant due to apathy or a 

desire to end the interrogation.27 Additionally, many 

baseline symptoms of mental illness or cognitive 

disabilities are commonly associated with lying or guilty 

behavior, making those populations especially targeted.28 

As of 2022, 69% of known false confessions in cases 

of persons exonerated in the United States were from 

people with mental illness or cognitive disabilities.29 

The International Association of Chiefs of 

Police (IACP), the world’s largest professional 

police membership organization, serves as a 

resource for law enforcement agencies that 

would like to update their policing practices 

with globally recognized best practices. 

The IACP has recorded training and other 

resources, such as model policies to increase 

the effectiveness of interrogating juveniles and 

individuals with intellectual and developmental 

disabilities. These resources can be found at: 

https://www.theiacp.org/IDD.

 c. Situational Factors
While some individuals with vulnerabilities are at a 

greater risk of falsely confessing, even adults without 

these vulnerabilities can be susceptible to false 

confessions under certain circumstances or tactics 

employed by law enforcement. These are known as 

“state vulnerabilities”30 and include factors such as 

hunger, exhaustion, sleep deprivation, grief, intoxication, 

withdrawal, and trauma.31 State vulnerabilities can 

induce compliance due to decreased stamina and can 

even lead to coerced-internalized false confessions.32 

https://www.theiacp.org/IDD
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Memory distrust syndrome, where a suspect begins to doubt their own recollection of events, is often a product of 

several state vulnerabilities.33 Many of these vulnerabilities are a product of Reid technique interrogation practices, 

where suspects are isolated from familiar people and environments and placed in bare, windowless rooms for an 

extended period of time.34 Research shows that the longer suspects are detained in these conditions, the more likely 

they are to admit guilt.35 

﻿ 
d. Investigative Bias & Guilt-Presumptive Interrogations
“Investigator bias” refers to confirmation bias in investigative reasoning, or the tendency to interpret information that 

supports one’s theory while rejecting contradictory evidence. This arises when an investigator forms an early belief of a 

suspect’s guilt and subsequently interprets all information through that lens. As the AP-LS scientific review documents, 

investigators who begin with a strong presumption of guilt are more likely to apply guilt-presumptive pressure tactics 

and less likely to pursue exculpatory leads, which can compromise the overall accuracy of the investigation.36 

Research consistently shows that neither trained officers nor laypersons can reliably detect deception from behavioral 

cues alone, underscoring the importance of evidence-based suspicion standards before formal interrogation begins.37 

The hazards associated with confirmation bias during criminal inquiries are twofold: investigators may ignore evidence 

of innocence and stop exploring other suspects, which undermines the reliability of the case; second, this bias often 

shifts the objective toward securing a confession at the expense of seeking thorough and trustworthy information, a 

practice that serves neither the ends of justice nor the search for truth.38 An officer employs guilt-presumptive tactics 

when they ask questions that force a yes/no response, have a presumptive premise, or are repetitive. In contrast, the 

“productive questioning” approach involves asking open-ended questions and using closed-ended questions only when 

appropriate (e.g., to clarify issues previously discussed). By definition, guilt-presumptive tactics reject this productive 

questioning approach. 

﻿ 
e. Evidence-Based Suspicion or Corroboration
Unlike guilt-presumptive interrogation, evidence-based suspicion involves questioning individuals only when there is 

substantial and direct evidence that incriminates them.39 This method helps eliminate potentially innocent suspects 

before interrogation, lowering false confession risks.40 Investigators must not interpret a suspect's body language as 

proof of deception or base a presumption of guilt on circumstantial evidence.41 Additionally, any direct evidence should 

be independently verified to confirm its objectivity and absence of bias.42 

﻿ 
f. Confrontational Tactics 
Certain interrogation methods have been shown to cause false confessions. A major contributor to false confessions 

is the use of deceptive tactics during interrogations.43 Deceptive tactics commonly include misleading statements 
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regarding Miranda rights and waivers, minimization, and maximization. Minimization and maximization refer to 

the minimizing or maximizing of the legal or moral severity of a crime by interrogators.44 These techniques involve 

presenting theories of the crime that downplay its seriousness or point to a sympathetic motive, exaggerating the 

possible consequences, and implying leniency. Minimization and maximization tactics typically work in tandem, 

frightening a suspect regarding the consequences of the crime, then offering relief by suggesting a more sympathetic 

version of events that may carry a lesser punishment.45 

Additional deceptive tactics known as False-Evidence Ploys (FEPs, also called “ruses”) use fabricated evidence to 

convince the suspect that investigators possess more evidence than they actually do.46 FEPs may be either simple or 

orchestrated. Orchestrated FEPs involve fabricating evidence, such as presenting a fake murder weapon to a suspect, 

presenting false lab reports, or staging the interrogation 

room with boxes of files to imply a large amount of 

evidence exists.47 Simple FEPs involve investigators 

verbally lying to suspects, such as falsely claiming that 

the suspect failed their polygraph examination or that 

their fingerprints were found at the scene of the crime.48 

Researchers have further categorized simple FEPs as 

either implicit or explicit. Explicit FEPs falsely claim direct 

evidence against a suspect (e.g., “Your DNA was found on 

the victim”), and implicit FEPs falsely claim the existence 

of evidence that could be linked to the suspect (e.g., “We 

found DNA and are testing it right now”).49 

While courts have placed limits on excessively coercive tactics and extreme forms of deception, and scientific research 

demonstrates that deception undermines reliable confessions, lying to suspects is generally acceptable under the 

law.50 Courts require that any suspect under arrest must be informed of their right to remain silent and their right to an 

attorney, and a suspect must waive these rights before submitting to police questioning, using the well-known Miranda 

warnings.51 Recitations of Miranda warnings may be accompanied by deceptive tactics, for example, when officers 

present an interrogation as a voluntary interview, cloak Miranda warnings in conversational speech, or refer to the 

waiver of these rights as mere formalities.52

I would have to state how disappointing 
it is, at least to now, that the courts and/
or state legislatures have not banned 
old- time deception, lying to suspects 
about evidence. There is absolutely no 
ambiguity about the effect on innocent 
suspects.” 

—	 Dr. Saul Kassin, American psychologist and  
pioneer in the scientific study of false confessions
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 Methodology

This analysis evaluates the interrogation policies of 50 U.S. law enforcement agencies. The 50 agencies were selected 

from U.S. cities by highest population according to 2025 United States Census Bureau population data.53 They include 

all geographic regions in the U.S.

We limited our scope to the AP-LS recommendations that relate to the interrogation and pre-trial review process. We 

focused on four reforms recommended in the AP-LS scientific review: (1) mandating video recording of all suspect 

interviews and interrogations from a neutral camera angle capturing both the suspect and the interrogator; (2) requiring 

evidence-based suspicion before commencing a formal interrogation, limiting confession contamination, and requiring 

corroborating confessions; (3) imposing meaningful limits on confrontational tactics, including banning false evidence 

ploys and minimization themes that imply leniency; and (4) protecting youthful suspects and vulnerable adults by 

mandating the presence of qualified defense counsel and/or a suitable support person during questioning.

The 50 agencies range from agencies with recently updated, research-informed policies to departments whose core 

interrogation procedures have not been revised in more than a decade.54 Evaluations draw on publicly available general 

orders, standard operating procedures, departmental manuals, statutory law, and court rules. As a result, we only 

examined written policy. We cannot say whether agencies also adopt additional procedures not incorporated in their 

written policies. Written police procedures matter because they provide clear, consistent guidance for officers and 

supervisors about how law enforcement duties should 

be carried out. By documenting expectations, agencies 

can reduce confusion, promote consistency across 

personnel, and help ensure that actions align with legal 

requirements and professional best practices. Where a 

department's written policy did not expressly address a 

given practice, the agency was contacted and given the 

opportunity to provide additional relevant policy. Of the 

50 agencies surveyed, 17 were contacted for additional 

information. Of the 17 contacted, 11 responded. All 

50 agencies are reflected in the percentages reported 

throughout this analysis.55 

A series of 15 “yes/no” coding questions was developed based on the expert recommendations and research identified 

in the AP-LS scientific review, focusing on whether a particular policy prescription exists. Questions were phrased such 

Many agencies have internal policies 
that reflect good-faith practices, but 
those policies must be documented in 
writing to establish a clear standard 
against which officers can be trained, 
evaluated and held accountable.” 

—	 David Thompson, Certified Forensic 
 Interviewer / Law Enforcement Trainer
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that a “yes” answer would generally indicate alignment with the recommended policy. The evaluator then noted the 

source of the policy, a link to it, and any clarifying notes. Additional guidelines were provided to assist in answering 

certain questions.

Policies that addressed a specific population category were included in the assessment of general policy, with a note 

indicating that the policy addressed that population. For example, because the evaluator did not create a specific 

“Juvenile Video-Recording" category, a department policy that requires video-recording for juveniles but not adults is 

logged under the general “Video-Recording” category. This means that such a policy is scored as meeting the video-

recording standard in this analysis, even though it does not extend to adult suspects. Once the coding questions were 

answered, the results of each category were summarized and evaluated. Category summaries reflected how closely 

policies adhered to expert recommendations by assessing the totality of the policy.56
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In this section, we examine the extent to 

which the policies of police departments 

serving the largest populations in the 

United States follow key scientific 

recommendations. At the time of publication, 

the written policies of 50 law enforcement 

agencies that were publicly available or 

submitted via public records request have 

been evaluated by the Wilson Center for 

Science and Justice.

 Recommendations and Results

As for the adoption of reforms, I continue 
to be offended by the fact that twenty 
states, as of 2025, continue to not require 
the recording of interrogations from start to 
finish. In this digital age, there is simply no 
excuse.” 

—	 Dr. Saul Kassin, American psychologist and  
pioneer in the scientific study of false confessions

 a. Video Recording and Framing
A foundational practice is to video-record all suspect questioning.57 Video recording protects both suspects and 

investigators.58 Defendants may present a video of an interrogation at trial as evidence that a confession was 

involuntary or that facts were fed to them, and investigators can use recordings to refute claims of coercive tactics 

or confession contamination. Research suggests that jurors can more accurately assess voluntariness and guilt 

when the camera focuses at least as much on the interrogator as the suspect.59 For this reason, experts advise that 

investigators should record using camera angles that show all participants equally.60

The Major Cities Chiefs Association (MCCA) recommends that all law enforcement agencies implement a policy that 

makes electronic recording mandatory.61 The MCCA believes that mandatory electronic recording will improve the 

accuracy of the investigation by allowing the investigator to focus on the subtle facts presented in the interview.62 The 

MCCA also believes that recordings will protect the innocent and the investigator by removing doubt about how the 

interrogation was conducted.63 The IACP also conducts research on police interrogations and currently has a model 

policy on the electronic recording of confessions included in its resources for IACP members.64

1. Video Recording of Interrogations

In our survey, 36 of the 50 departments (72%) reviewed had a departmental mandate to record custodial 

interrogations. Police agencies, however, differed in how they defined a recording. Some were clear that the recording 

must be both audio and visual, while others allowed for audio-only or “electronic recording,” which could mean audio, 
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video, or both. Twenty departments (40%) specified that the recording had to be audio and video, while 16 (32%) 

allowed for audio only or left the mandate open to electronic recording. While audio recordings are useful, video 

recordings are recommended because they provide judges and juries with a fuller understanding of the circumstances 

surrounding the confession. 

The strongest policies require video recording of all custodial suspect interrogations regardless of offense category: 

Baltimore, Omaha, Las Vegas, Milwaukee, DC, Tucson, Fresno, and Jacksonville maintain this standard. Baltimore’s 

policy stands out as one that most aligns with recommended practices:

Policy 1105 CUSTODIAL INTERROGATIONS 

It is generally preferred that a Custodial Interrogation occur in a controlled environment that contains audio/video 

recording equipment to memorialize the Interrogation. Members shall make all reasonable efforts to make an audio 

and visual recording of all Custodial Interrogations (including advisements and completion of waiver forms) whenever 

practicable. Recording preferences are as follows: 2.1. The preferred method is to record the interview in a controlled 

environment with audio/video equipment. 2.2. The second preference is to use a video and audio recording device that is of 

a higher quality than the body-worn camera (BWC). 2.3. The third preference is recording via BWC. 2.4. Fourth preference is 

to utilize an audio recorder, either one provided by the BPD, or the member’s Departmental cell phone.  

2. Camera Framing

How the camera is positioned and who is captured in the frame shapes how factfinders, like judges and juries, 

later perceive voluntariness. A recording that excludes the interrogator from frame can conceal whether the police 

intimidated the suspect, and can make the suspect appear guilty, regardless of guilt or innocence. The dual focus 

requirement, however, remains a pervasive gap in the dataset. Of the 50 departments evaluated, only Raleigh and 

Charlotte-Mecklenburg have written policies explicitly requiring dual-framing of both the interrogator and the suspect, 

which represents 4% of the dataset. This policy mirrors North Carolina's statutory requirement in G.S. § 15A-211(c)

(2). Philadelphia and DC Metro represent 4% of the departments that require the suspect to face the camera, but treat 

interrogator capture as a best-effort standard. Jacksonville requires suspect-facing placement but does not address 

interrogator framing. The remaining 45 departments (90%) have no standard for camera angles. The Raleigh Police 

Department policy captures a dual focus requirement as follows: 

1110-10 Interviews and Interrogations 

The recording must be uninterrupted. An uninterrupted record begins at the first moment of the interrogation, and ends 

when the interview has completely finished, and clearly shows both the interrogator and the suspect throughout. If the 

suspect is in custody, then the recording will include the officer’s advice to the person of that person’s constitutional rights. 

If the record is a visual recording, the camera recording the interrogation must be placed so that the camera films both the 

interrogator and the suspect  
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﻿ 
b. Safeguards and Contributing Factors
The AP-LS recommends three principal procedural safeguards: (1) requiring officers to have evidence-based suspicion 

before commencing a guilt-presumptive interrogation, (2) shielding investigators from inadvertently leaking details to 

a suspect, and (3) determining the potential impact of a confession by requiring confessions to be corroborated.65 

All three recommendations address what the research describes as confirmation bias. In his 2015 analysis of 66 

Innocence Project false confession cases, Brandon Garrett found that 94% were contaminated and contained accurate 

nonpublic crime details, most attributable to contamination during the interrogation itself.66

1. Evidence-Based Suspicion

Because officers are trained to monitor non-verbal communication like body cues and suspect demeanor as 

indicators of guilt—a practice without scientific support—research recommends that law enforcement agencies 

implement policies that reduce investigator bias by requiring the investigator to have an evidence-based suspicion 

prior to subjecting a possibly innocent person to a guilt-presumptive interrogation.67 A guilt-presumptive interrogation 

is driven by an investigator’s belief in a suspect’s guilt and motivation to obtain a confession. Engaging in a guilt-

presumptive interrogation before establishing an evidence-based suspicion, by contrast, could unnecessarily 

pressure an innocent person to confess to a crime. Requiring investigators to build an evidence-based suspicion 

lowers the chances that an innocent person will be subjected to interrogation tactics meant to extract a confession.68 

Experts also suggest that an investigator assign a “devil’s advocate” to explore alternate theories, or implement a 

“work backward” approach that assumes the suspect’s innocence and tests that assumption for weak points to limit 

investigator bias and tunnel vision.69

We focused our evaluation on whether there were policies in place that required the investigator to have a level 

of suspicion beyond reasonable suspicion and mandated that the investigator either conduct an independent 

investigation before the interrogation or engage in fact-finding interview-style questioning to gather information. Only 12 

of the 50 departments (24%) set an evidentiary threshold, while the vast majority did not go beyond the constitutionally 

required probable cause for arrest. Several departments show partial movement toward best practices. The Phoenix 

Police Department best captures the open investigatory standard: 

Initial Investigative Procedures 7.3.00 

Interrogations - Interrogation, within the meaning of Miranda, is defined as whether, under all of the circumstances 

involved in a given case, the questions are reasonably likely to elicit an incriminating response from the suspect. (1) See 

section 4 of this order for Miranda warning information. (2) If the suspect does not request an attorney or to remain 

silent, attempt to interrogate them. (a) All suspects should be interrogated, even if the suspects were caught during 

the commission of a crime. (b) Document everything said by the suspect in a CR. (c) Suspects may make contradicting 

statements that will help impeach later testimony. (d) Officers should keep an open mind and allow for the possibility the 

suspect did not commit the crime.  
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2. Confession Contamination

Experts further recommend policies that limit confession contamination. At times, interrogators can inadvertently feed 

the suspect facts only the true perpetrator would know, so it is critical that interrogation safeguards be in place to help 

reveal whether the facts of the case align with the narrative provided by the suspect. Policies should be in place requiring 

that a confession provide information that the suspect could not possibly have known, provide details that would be 

difficult to guess, or lead to new information that is supported by other evidence.70 

 When we evaluated whether departments had policies that limited an officer's ability to inadvertently disclose 

information to a suspect, we found that such policies were largely absent from departments’ policies. Only six of the 

50 departments (12%) evaluated had a policy in place to limit contamination. Of the six, two were limited to juvenile 

suspects, and one was limited to suspects preparing for a polygraph test. The Oakland Police Department policy has 

language that closely aligns with best practices: 

Interview Protocols and Considerations P&P 19-01 

It is essential that all questions be neutral, non-leading, and do not make assumptions that are not based in facts or 

previously-stated assertions by the person being interviewed. 

3. Confession Corroboration

Another near-universal gap directly relevant to the reliability of confession-based convictions is the absence of 

requirements for confession corroboration. Research cautions that “confession is not the end of the investigation,” yet 

documented patterns of wrongful convictions show the opposite in practice.71 Of the 50 departments evaluated, only 3 

(6%) have a corroboration requirement, with one of the three policies limiting its corroboration requirement to juvenile 

suspects. The Austin Police Department policy most closely aligns with best practices: 

403.4 STATEMENTS AND CONFESSIONS

Written and oral statements or confessions should not be utilized as the sole basis for the filing of charges; any statement or 

confession should be corroborated by other legally obtained evidence or verified in an appropriate manner.  

﻿ 
c. Limits on Accusatorial Tactics
The third AP-LS recommendation calls for limits on four specific features of the accusatorial approach: (1) detention 

and interrogation time, (2) the presentation of false evidence, (3) minimization tactics that involve promises of leniency, 

and (4) the use of threats. Each is supported by decades of research and evidence. Research based on an analysis of 

125 proven false confessions found a correlation between the average length of an interrogation and the likelihood of 
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a confession.72 Other research has found that aggressive interrogation tactics like lying about evidence or downplaying 

a crime can make innocent people four times more likely to confess to crimes they did not commit.73 

1. Interrogation Time Limits and Breaks

Confession experts have come to a consensus that “sleep deprivation lowers resistance to influence,” providing 

additional context for why time-limit policies matter independently of the interrogation tactics themselves.74 Experts 

suggest implementing safeguards to protect against false confessions due to state vulnerabilities.75 These include 

ensuring adequate sleep and rest, food, water, and bathroom access during questioning, limiting the length of 

interrogations, and acknowledging the increased risk of false confessions when suspects are in vulnerable states. 

While the average interrogation lasts less than two hours, interrogations that produce false confessions last an average 

of 16.3 hours, suggesting that longer interrogations increase the risk of a suspect falsely confessing.76 

The policies evaluated show a pattern of regulating juvenile interrogation time, whereas adult interrogation time is 

rarely regulated. In our survey, 22 of the 50 departments (44%) had a policy limiting the time a suspect could be 

interrogated, and 18 (36%) limited their scope to juveniles, while only four of the departments (8%) had a policy 

covering both adult and juvenile suspects. The Baltimore Police Department’s policy most closely aligns with 

recommendations, although this policy is limited to juvenile suspects: 

Youth Interrogations 1207 Sec. 30

Normally, the Interrogation of a Youth should not go 

beyond a two-hour session, and a reasonable amount 

of breaks should be taken. The member should 

obtain supervisory approval for extending any Youth 

Interrogation and note the reason for the extension in 

the investigative file, along with the supervisor who 

approved the extension. If it is evident and observable 

that the Youth is exhausted, the Interrogation shall 

not proceed. 

In our survey, we found that 29 of the departments 

(58%) have some provision for breaks, water, and 

restroom access during interrogations. We also 

observed that the adult-juvenile disparity in breaks 

during interrogations did not persist. Nineteen of the 

departments (38%) had a policy for both juveniles 

and adults, whereas only 9 (18%) had a policy 

solely for juvenile suspects. One department limited 
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breaks to individuals with mental disabilities. The Fresno Police Department policy most closely aligns with best 

practices: 

Officers' Duties at the SVB Interview Rooms Policy 900.7.1

To prevent the appearance of a coercive effect during lengthy interviews, officers conducting interviews should provide 

reasonable breaks as needed, water and/or food, and access to a restroom. When the interview lasts over three hours, 

officers shall provide food if requested. 

2. Limiting the Use of False-Evidence Ploys 

False Evidence Ploys (FEPs) may cause suspects to doubt their own memories or believe that the evidence is 

overwhelming and resistance is futile. In our evaluation, we found that only eight departments (16%) had a policy 

limiting the use of FEPs. Of the eight, however, only one department extended protections to adults. The Baltimore 

Police Department was the sole agency that had a policy limiting FEPs for both adult and juvenile suspects: 

Using Deception in Interrogation Policy 1105 §20

 The member is strictly prohibited from manufacturing and using false documents or reports by the member conducting a 

Custodial Interrogation.  

3. Limiting the Use of Minimization and Maximization 

Research recommends limiting the use of tactics like maximization because they elicit feelings of fear, panic, and 

exhaustion and can increase a suspect’s compliance.77 Likewise, researchers advise against using minimization 

tactics, as they can lead the suspect to infer a reduced penalty or consequence without a direct promise of leniency.78 

In our evaluation, only 14 of the agencies (28%) had a policy limiting the use of minimization or maximization 

techniques, and five (10%) limited their policies to juvenile suspects. The Colorado Springs Police Department policy 

most closely aligns with best practices:

GO 1102 §.40

When engaged in an interrogation, department members will refrain from knowingly engaging in techniques that can 

reasonably be expected to compromise the voluntariness of a confession, including: Making promises that the member does 

not have the ability or authority to fulfill, such as freedom or prosecutorial leniency. Promises within the member's authority, 

such as recommending light bail or telling a judge or prosecutor that the subject cooperated, may be used, but with caution.  
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4. Limiting the Use of Threats

It has long been acknowledged that harming or threatening to physically harm a suspect is unduly coercive, and any 

confession that follows should be invalidated. Although the use of threats has been widely eradicated as a legitimate 

interrogation practice, there are still instances where threats have been known to be used. Our survey included the 

“use of threats” to determine how many departments had a policy on the largely accepted prohibition on the use of 

threats. Only 28 of the departments (56%) evaluated had a policy limiting the use of threats, even though evidence 

obtained through threats is widely prohibited. The Baltimore Police Department’s policy exemplified the best practice 

prohibition against the use of threats: 

Custodial Interrogation Policy 1105 §8.6

Threats of harm, threats of improper conduct, threats to violate the Constitution, or other improper forms of coercion to 

induce a confession or incriminating statements are prohibited. 

 

d. Vulnerable Populations
Vulnerable populations are divided into two main groups: youthful suspects and vulnerable adults (those with mental 

illness, neurodevelopmental disorders, or trauma histories). For juveniles, research recommends the mandatory 

presence of defense attorneys and, where required, a suitable adult, modeled on the UK PACE system, a landmark 

piece of legislation that governs police powers and suspect rights in England and Wales.79 

1. Juvenile Protections

Best practices for juveniles include requiring the presence of an attorney or guardian ad litem during questioning.80 

The presence of an attorney or guardian ad litem is found to be particularly important because the presence of a 

parent or guardian during questioning has not been shown to decrease the risk of false confessions.81 Indeed, parents 

or guardians who believe their child is actually guilty (even when they are not) encourage their children to confess, 

believing it is in their best interests. In our survey, we found that juvenile protections represent the most well-developed 

aspect of the policy landscape. In our survey, we found that 35 of the 50 departments (70%) allowed an attorney or 

guardian to be present during the interrogation, and 49 departments (98%) allowed a guardian to be present after the 

arrest and during the booking process. While the presence of an adult or guardian is a step in the right direction, a 

better model would be for departments to adopt a policy mandating the presence of an attorney during interrogations. 

The Baltimore Police Department’s policy most closely aligns with best practices:

Youth Interrogations Policy 1207 Sec. 15 

All youth must have a parent/legal guardian and/or attorney present with them during the questioning. A parent/legal 

guardian and an attorney being present during questioning is preferred, but is not required. 
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Youth Interrogations Policy 1207 Sec. 11 

Members must 'immediately make reasonable attempts to provide actual notice' to the parent/legal guardian (§11) and 

inform them of the youth's location, the reason for custody, Miranda rights procedures, and the right to be present. 

2. Vulnerable Adults

Additional directives for those with mental illness or cognitive disabilities should be included in policies and should 

be similar to the recommended policies for juveniles.82 However, the treatment of vulnerable adults is the most 

significant and consistent gap in law enforcement policies. Research identifies several personal risk factors that 

measurably increase susceptibility to false confession through elevated suggestibility, compliance, and difficulty 

understanding Miranda rights: neurodevelopmental disorders such as intellectual disability, autism spectrum disorder, 

Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder, and Fetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder; psychopathology, encompassing mental 

illness, personality disorders, and substance misuse; and additional risk factors such as life adversity and trauma.83 

Documented research shows that adults with mental health conditions are overrepresented in false confession 

cases.84 Yet the policy response remains essentially nonexistent across the U.S. system. In our evaluation, we surveyed 

agencies to determine whether they had a policy requiring attorneys or guardians to be present during an interrogation. 

Only seven of the agencies (14%) had a policy that aligned with best practices. The Baltimore Police Department’s 

policy most closely adheres to recommended best practices: 

Reasonable Accommodations for Custodial Interrogations Policy 1739 

Section 22.3. If the member suspects the individual has an Intellectual Development Disability or a Behavioral Health 

Disability, contact a supervisor or a State’s Attorney before they begin the interrogation to determine how to proceed. 

Section 23.8. Members will attempt to conduct the interrogation of any individual suspected of having IDD or a Behavioral 

Health Disability during reasonable hours and within a reasonable period of time, unless exigent circumstances dictate 

otherwise. 
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 Conclusion

Preventing false confessions serves law enforcement and public interests. False confessions can result in false arrests 

or wrongful convictions, imprisoning an innocent person, denying justice to the victim, and eroding public confidence 

in the justice system. This evaluation identifies meaningful opportunities for agencies across the country to strengthen 

their interrogation policies in alignment with scientific recommendations. Many departments have begun this work, 

and the practices of several agencies demonstrate that evidence-based policies are achievable. One recommendation 

that is widely adopted by agencies is the video recording of all law enforcement questioning. However, written policies 

should also include other key best practices, such as safeguarding vulnerable populations, requiring independent 

corroboration of confessions, and limiting highly coercive and misleading techniques. Revisiting interrogation policies 

in light of scientific recommendations can prevent false confessions, reduce wrongful convictions, and further the 

interests of justice. 
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https://www.policechiefmagazine.org/suggestibility-in-police-interviews-and-interrogations/
https://reid.com/resources/investigator-tips/reid-policy-on-the-use-of-deception-during-an-interrogation
https://reid.com/resources/investigator-tips/reid-policy-on-the-use-of-deception-during-an-interrogation
https://reid.com/resources/investigator-tips/reid-policy-on-the-use-of-deception-during-an-interrogation
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(“Investigators should not misrepresent any 
evidence when interrogating a youthful suspect 
with low social maturity”) [hereinafter Reid, Reid 
Policy on the Use of Deception]; see also AACAP, 
supra note 57 (determining that juveniles should 
have an attorney present, the right to consult with 
a parent or guardian, and simplified questioning 
and Miranda warnings during an interrogation, and 
that all juvenile interrogations should be video-
recorded); see also Am. Psych. Ass’n, supra note 
57 (recommending special police training and 
additional protections, such as the presence of an 
attorney, for interrogations of youth).  

81	 Kassin et al., supra note 1, at 9.

82	 Id. at 30 (recommending the mandatory presence 
of an attorney and specialized training for 
questioning of persons with cognitive disabilities 
or mental illness); see also Drizin & Leo, supra 
note 18, at 1004 (calling for specialized training 
and protective policies regarding interrogations 
of persons with disabilities); see also Inbau et 
al., supra note 70 (stating that deception should 

not be used when interrogating suspects with 
“diminished mental capacity”); see also Reid, 
Reid Policy on the Use of Deception, supra note 
80 (“Investigators should not misrepresent any 
evidence when interrogating. . . a suspect with 
diminished mental capacity or psychological 
disabilities”); see also Am. Psych. Ass’n, supra 
note 57 (recommending special police training 
and additional protections, such as the presence 
of an attorney, for persons with developmental or 
intellectual disabilities, cognitive impairment, or 
mental illness); see also Woody & Forrest, supra 
note 22, at 221(advising that law enforcement 
conduct a screening interview to assess cognitive 
or psychological impairments prior to interrogation 
and work alongside mental health professionals if 
impairment is suspected).

83	 Kassin et al., supra note 1.

84	 Allison D. Redlich et al., Self-Reported False 
Confessions and False Guilty Pleas Among 
Offenders with Mental Illness, 34 Law & Hum. 
Behav. 79 (2010).
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X SOP 2-68 §2-68-4-D-1-a requires an electronically recorded (audio/video) 
recording of all custodial interrogations that comport with the requirements 
of the statute, e.g., felony crimes,  in their entirety;

i. If the interview location has video capability, sworn personnel shall record 
the interview using the location’s recording equipment and their On Body 
Recording Device (OBRD).

ii. In the event the location does not have video recording capabilities, the 
officer shall use their OBRD to record the interview and/or interrogation.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X [The law] shall apply only to custodial interrogations when, at the time of 
the interrogation, the person is suspected of committing a felony offense.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X SOP does not explicitly require the suspect to be seated facing a camera, 
specify camera framing for the interrogator's face or demeanor, or mandate 
multi-angle fixed-room camera coverage.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X SOP 2-68 distinguishes between non-accusatory interviews (§2-68-3-D) 
and formal interrogations (§2-68-3-E),  with non-accusatory interviewing 
consisting of questioning witnesses and suspects with the goal of gathering 
information. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No APD policy explicitly addresses pre-interrogation disclosure of evidence 
to suspects.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No APD SOP explicitly requires corroboration of a confession before 
charging or prosecution.

Albuquerque Police Department

Appendix: Evaluations from 50 
Jurisdictions
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X No APD SOP establishes a maximum duration for custodial interrogations. 
SOP 2-68 contains no time-limit provisions for adult or juvenile 
interrogations.

New Mexico's Children's Code (NMSA 1978 § 32A-2-14) provides statutory 
limits on juvenile detention prior to court referral 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No APD policy provision mandates periodic breaks during custodial 
interrogations for suspects. 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No APD SOP explicitly addresses or limits the use of false evidence ploys 
during interrogations of adults or juveniles.

New Mexico has no prohibition on the use of false evidence ploys in 
interrogations 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No APD SOP explicitly restricts minimization techniques for adults or 
juveniles during an interrogation.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X NO APD SOP contains an explicit, standalone prohibition on threats, 
coercion, or false promises during interrogations.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Sworn personnel shall ask the juvenile if they desire to have a parent, 
legal guardian, custodian, or legal counsel present prior to taking a formal 
written statement. Sworn personnel shall make a reasonable attempt to 
accommodate the juvenile’s request.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Sworn personnel shall make all reasonable attempts to notify a parent, 
legal guardian, or custodian when sworn personnel make an arrest or 
issue a citation and shall document their notification attempts in a Uniform 
Incident Report

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No APD SOP explicitly requires a support person, guardian, or modified 
interrogation procedure for vulnerable adults.

Sources: SOP 2-68 Interviews and Interrogations (11/30/2022); SOP 2-22 (01/02/2026) Juvenline Delenquincy  NMSA 1978 § 29-
1-16 Electronic Recordings of Custodial Interrogations | Accessed via public.powerdms.com/COA | Evaluated: March 2026
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X There is no SOP provision specifically compelling officers to record suspect 
interrogations at fixed detention facilities beyond the BWC activation 
mandate.

APD.SOP.3133 (Eff. Jul 5, 2025) requires BWC activation for all actions in 
'official law-enforcement capacity,' defined to include investigations, arrests, 
interviews, and follow-ups (§4.3.4). 

SOP Manual 

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Georgia has no statutory mandate requiring electronic recording of 
custodial interrogations for any offense category 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

N/A. There is no statewide law requiring the recording of interrogations.

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No SOP provision mandates the suspect facing the camera, dual-angle 
coverage, or any specific interview room setup.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No APD SOP requires a pre-interrogation evidentiary threshold before 
commencing a custodial interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No APD SOP restricts pre-interrogation evidence disclosure, mandates 
witness separation before questioning

Note: APD.SOP.5210 §4.5.2 provides a robust contamination-prevention 
framework, but it applies to child abuse victim interviews

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No APD SOP requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Atlanta Police Department

https://public.powerdms.com/APD13/list/documents/488599
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No APD policy that covers 
adult interrogation 

X ADP.SOP.3190 sec. 4.11.3 states that “the questioning of juveniles should 
not extend over periods of time that could be considered unreasonable 
or harassing. Questioning should be limited to 2 hours, absent exigent 
circumstances, and should be conducted by one officer/investigator and 
one witness at a time if practical” (emphasis added)

4.11.3

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: No APD policy that covers 
adult interrogation

X ADP.SOP.3190 sec. 4.11.3 states that “at least once during each hour of 
questioning, the juvenile shall be given the opportunity to take a “personal 
relief” break and shall be offered water (or other non-alcoholic beverage 
and some food if the child is hungry.”

4.11.3.2

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: No APD policy that covers 
adult interrogation

X No APD policy directly prohibits the use of false evidence ploys, but ADP 
SOP 3190 § 4.2.1 instructs officers, when dealing with juveniles, should 
utilize discretion and use the least coercive actions among reasonable 
alternatives to effectively handle the juvenile and the particular set of 
circumstances in which the juvenile was encountered.

4.2.1

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: No APD policy that covers 
adult interrogation 

X No APD policy directly prohibits the use of minimization tactics, but ADP 
SOP 3190 § 4.2.1 instructs officers, when dealing with juveniles, to 
utilize discretion and use the least coercive actions among reasonable 
alternatives to effectively handle the juvenile and the particular set of 
circumstances in which the juvenile was encountered

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: No APD policy that covers 
adult interrogation

X No APD policy directly prohibits the use of threats, but ADP SOP 3190 § 
4.2.1 instructs officers, when dealing with juveniles, to utilize discretion 
and use the least coercive actions among reasonable alternatives to 
effectively handle the juvenile and the particular set of circumstances in 
which the juvenile was encountered

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X ADP SOP 3190 § 4.11.1 requires  that a parent, guardian, or attorney must 
be present and participating when a juvenile is in custody and needs to be 
questioned. 

4.11.1

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X ADP SOP 3190 § 4.11.2 states that  the arresting officer has the 
responsibility to ensure that the parents/guardians are present during any 
arrest or custodial interrogation of juveniles, with all statements of rights 
and waiver of rights signed by parents or guardians, legal counsel, and the 
juvenile.

4.11.2

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No APD SOP requires modified interrogation procedures, support person 
access, or guardian contact specifically for cognitively impaired or otherwise 
vulnerable adults during custodial interrogations.

Sources: APD.SOP.3133 Body Worn & In-Car Cameras (Eff. Jul 5, 2025); APD.SOP.5011 Major Crimes Response Unit (Eff. May 20, 
2025); APD.SOP.3030 Arrest Procedures (Eff. Jul 7, 2025); APD.SOP.5210 Special Victims Unit (Eff. Dec 31, 2022); APD.SOP.3089 
Field Supervisor Notification (Eff. Dec 31, 2025) ADP.SOP.3190 (Eff. Jun 4, 2019) Evaluated: April 2026 

https://public.powerdms.com/APD13/list/documents/488638
https://public.powerdms.com/APD13/list/documents/488638
https://public.powerdms.com/APD13/list/documents/488638
https://public.powerdms.com/APD13/list/documents/488638
https://public.powerdms.com/APD13/list/documents/488638
https://public.powerdms.com/APD13/list/documents/488599


2026 POLICE INTERVIEWING AND INTERROGATION POLICY30

Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X DM 6.16 states interview rooms 'may be equipped with audio and/or video 
recording equipment' — permissive, not mandatory. DM 6.11.4 encourages 
audio/video recording where 'appropriate

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X A peace officer must record custodial interrogations occurring in a 
permanent detention facility if the peace officer is investigating a class 1 or 
2 felony or a felony sexual assault. 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X DM 6.16 references video for officer security (observation windows) but 
does not address camera framing, angle, or recording the interrogator's 
conduct or perspective.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X DM 8.18 requires articulated reasonable suspicion before a field 
interrogation. DM 8.32 (Bias-Based Policing) requires that any contact be 
grounded in non-demographic, articulable factors. DM 6.11.4 directs all 
interviews/interrogations to follow constitutional standards referenced in 
DM 14.2.9 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy in place to limit contamination during an interrogation/interview. 

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No policy was found requiring corroboration of confessions prior to charging 
or prosecution.

Aurora Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X DM 8.18 limits detention to 'a reasonable amount of time.' DM 11.02.14 
(juveniles) requires that the duration be 'reasonable in light of the 
seriousness of the allegation and the age of the subject.' No specific hour 
caps are defined.

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X DM 6.16.5 states officers 'should remember that it is important to provide 
comfort breaks and restroom breaks' and that 'hydration is a necessity.'

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No policy was found prohibiting or limiting deceptive interrogation tactics. 
DM 6.11.4 references constitutional requirements broadly, and DM 6.13.13 
restricts coercion only for persons in a behavioral health crisis. No explicit 
prohibition on false evidence ploys in the general interrogation context.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No policy was found prohibiting or limiting minimization techniques during 
interrogation. The general constitutional policing framework.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X DM 6.13.13 directs members to 'refrain from coercion or tactics meant 
to confuse' persons in a behavioral health crisis. DM 6.11.4 references 
DM 14.2.9 - Constitutional Requirements as the governing standard for 
all interviews/interrogations, which implicitly prohibits coercive threats 
under the 5th and 14th Amendments. Explicit interrogation-specific threat 
prohibition limited to the behavioral health context.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X DM 11.02.14 mandates parental presence at custodial interviews unless 
the juvenile is emancipated, represented by counsel, or is an out-of-state 
runaway of sufficient age. If a parent declines, the juvenile must be advised 
of and waive that right in writing.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X See above

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X DM 6.13.13 provides guidance for interviewing persons in a behavioral 
health crisis (consider state of mind, avoid coercion, document Miranda 
understanding) but does not mandate the presence of an attorney, 
guardian, or advocate for vulnerable adults. 

Sources: DM 06.11 (Preliminary & Criminal Investigations), DM 06.16 (Interview & Interrogation Rooms), DM 08.18 (Field Interview 
& Interrogation), DM 08.32 (Bias-Based Policing), DM 06.13 (Behavioral Health Crisis), DM 06.01 (Arrest Procedure), DM 11.02 
(Juvenile Procedures).
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or audio 
recording of serious crimes? Note the 
requirement relating to audio or video & 
note which crime categories.

X GO 403.4(a) states that “employees shall make a complete 
electronic recording of all custodial interviews and interrogations. 
Employees shall make a separate audio recording of all custodial 
interviews and interrogations as a backup.  Audio recordings will 
be utilized for custodial interviews and interrogations when an 
audiovisual recording device is unavailable.

403.4   Statements and Confessions

Is there a statutory requirement that 
interviews be recorded? For which crime 
categories?

X Texas CCP Art. 2.32 (enacted 2015): All law enforcement agencies 
shall adopt a written policy requiring electronic recording of 
custodial interrogations for 12 listed offense categories: murder, 
capital murder, kidnapping, trafficking of persons, indecency with 
a child, sexual assault of a child, aggravated sexual assault of a 
child, continuous sexual abuse of a child, compelling prostitution, 
prohibited sexual conduct, burglary, robbery, aggravated robbery, 
and any first-degree felony.

Does the policy comport with statutory 
requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera angle, 
framing, or view of the interrogator?

X No policy in the reviewed documents addresses interrogation room 
camera angle, framing, or whether the interrogator must be visible 
in the recording.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have an 
evidence-based suspicion prior to 
conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable 
cause before an interrogation is conducted. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case 
evidence with suspects prior to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration required? X GO 403.4 states that “written and oral statements or confessions 
should not be utilized as the sole basis for the filing of charges; any 
statement or confession should be corroborated by other legally 
obtained evidence or verified in an appropriate manner.”

403.4   Statements and Confessions

Austin Police Department

https://austin.widen.net/s/sxb5rq9mz5/apd-general-orders-issued-9-18-2026
https://austin.widen.net/s/sxb5rq9mz5/apd-general-orders-issued-9-18-2026
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time limit was 
identified  

X GO 317.5.4(a)(3)(a)(3) states, “The juvenile may not be detained in 
the juvenile processing office for longer than six (6) hours.”

317.5.4   General Guidelines for Interrogating Juveniles

Are suspects required to be given breaks 
from interrogation?

X No APD General Order mandates break intervals during adult or 
juvenile interrogations. 

Texas has no break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No APD General Order restricts false evidence ploys for adults or 
juveniles. 

Texas has no statute prohibiting the use of false evidence ploys.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No APD policy restricts minimization or maximization techniques for 
any population. 

Texas has no minimization statute 

Are there limits on the use of threats 
during an interrogation?

X GO 403.4.3(a)(1 states that “oral confessions made in non-custodial 
interviews of juveniles are admissible if the statement is given 
voluntarily and not as a result of coercion, threats, promises, or 
an extensive interview with the oral admission being the primary 
objective.”

403.4.3   Juvenile Statements and Confessions

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have an 
attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

X GO 317.5.4(a)(3)(a)(2): At a JPO, "the juvenile is entitled to be 
accompanied by a parent, guardian, or attorney"

Are juveniles permitted by policy to have 
an adult present when appropriate (e.g., 
parents or counselors)?

X GO 317.5.4 states that “prior to conducting a custodial interrogation 
of a juvenile, employees will confer with the juvenile and parents or 
guardians to explain agency and juvenile justice system procedures.”

317.5.4   General Guidelines for Interrogating Juveniles

Are vulnerable adults required to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

Gap: Policy falls short of creating a 
mandate to have an attorney or lawyer 
present. 

X GO 445: CIT program; Peace Officer Emergency Detention (GO 
445.2.2 updated 3/2/26); general duty under GO 403.4 to consider 
mental and intellectual abilities before all interrogations.

Sources: Policy Manual GO 403.4 Statements and Confessions (Issued 7/12/2022); GO 317.5 Juvenile Interviews, Interrogations 
and Statements (Issued 7/12/2022); GO 303.3 Body Worn Camera (Rev. 3/25/2026); GO 318.5.1 Miranda Warning (Rev. 
6/20/2025); GO 445 Mental Health Response | Tex. CCP Art. 2.32 (12-offense recording, jury instruction); Art. 38.22 (admissibility 
bar); Fam. Code Sec. 51.09/51.095 (magistrate warning); Tex. Occ. Code Sec. 1701.657 (BWC activation) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://austin.widen.net/s/sxb5rq9mz5/apd-general-orders-issued-9-18-2026
https://austin.widen.net/s/sxb5rq9mz5/apd-general-orders-issued-9-18-2026
https://austin.widen.net/s/sxb5rq9mz5/apd-general-orders-issued-9-18-2026
https://austin.widen.net/s/sxb5rq9mz5/apd-general-orders-issued-9-18-2026
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Policy 600.3 states that custodial interrogations for violent felony suspects 
“should be electronically recorded”

Policy 315.13.1 mandates audio AND video recording for any under-18 
suspect in custody for murder at a fixed place of detention.

Policy 330.5.2 now explicitly requires all LEP custodial interrogations to be 
“recorded by video"

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Cal. Pen. Code §859.5: Mandatory A/V recording of the entire custodial 
interrogation, including Miranda advisement, for any person (any age) 
suspected of murder at a fixed place of detention. (2) WIC §625.6: 
Nonwaivable attorney consultation for all youth ≤17 before any Miranda 
waiver — the court considers failure when assessing admissibility. (3) Cal. 
Pen. Code §859.7: Evidence-based eyewitness identification procedures 
(implemented in Policy 607). The murder recording mandate remains one 
of the most technically rigorous in the cohort — both audio and video from 
Miranda through conclusion.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No BPD policy specifies dual-angle framing, interrogator capture, or 
interview-room camera positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit minimum-evidence standard for commencing questioning is 
stated.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy in place to limit contamination during an interrogation/interview.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X Policy does not mandate independent corroboration before charging.

Bakersfield Police Department



2026 POLICE INTERVIEWING AND INTERROGATION POLICY35

Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X No BPD policy establishes interrogation time limits for adults or juveniles 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: No explicit break 
interval requirement for adult 
interrogations exists.

X Policy 315.4.7 mandates food, water, and restroom access for juveniles in 
custody. 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: No explicit requirement for 
adult interrogations exists.

X Policy 315.13 states: “Threats, physical harm, deception, or psychologically 
manipulative interrogation tactics shall not be used by an officer during a 
custodial interrogation of a juvenile." (emphasis added)

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: No explicit requirement for 
adult interrogations exists.

X Policy 315.13 now states in SHALL language: “Threats, physical harm, 
deception, or psychologically manipulative interrogation tactics shall not be 
used by an officer during a custodial interrogation of a juvenile." (emphasis 
added)

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: No explicit requirement for 
adult interrogations exists.

X Policy 315.13 now states in SHALL language: “Threats, physical harm, 
deception, or psychologically manipulative interrogation tactics shall not be 
used by an officer during a custodial interrogation of a juvenile." (emphasis 
added)

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Policy 315.13: A juvenile 17 or younger must consult with legal counsel in 
person, by telephone, or by video conference before any Miranda waiver 
occurs, and this right cannot be waived by the juvenile.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Policy 315.4.9 After an officer has taken a juvenile into temporary custody 
for a violation of law, the following dispositions are authorized….The 
detective will contact the parents and advise them of the course of action. 

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

Gap: No guardian or attorney 
presence requirement for 
cognitively impaired adults.

X Policy 331.6 Custodial Interrogations reads: “This department will provide 
reasonable modifications before beginning an interrogation, unless exigent 
circumstances exist or the individual has made a clear indication that 
the individual understands the process and desires to proceed without 
receiving a modification."

Sources: BPD Policy Manual (Lexipol, LLC — Effective April 7, 2026)  |  Prior version: October 25, 2022, Policies reviewed: 600.3 
Custodial Interrogation Requirements; 315.13 Juvenile Interrogation; 315.13.1 Mandatory Recordings; 330 Limited English 
Proficiency; 331 ADA Compliance (formerly “Communication with Persons with Disabilities”); 424 Portable Audio Recorders; 425 
Body Worn Cameras; 429 Crisis Intervention; 413 Mental Illness Commitments

https://www.bakersfieldcity.us/policies-and-procedures
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Policy 1105 section 2 establishes a recording mandate for all custodial 
interrogations regardless of crime category: It is generally preferred that 
a custodial interrogation occur in a controlled environment that contains 
audio/video recording equipment to memorialize the interrogation. 
Members shall make all reasonable efforts to make an audio and visual 
recording of all custodial interrogations (including advice and completion of 
waiver forms) whenever practicable.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X A law enforcement unit that regularly utilizes one or more interrogation 
rooms capable of creating audiovisual recordings of custodial interrogations 
shall make reasonable efforts to create an audiovisual recording of a 
custodial interrogation of a criminal suspect in connection with a case 
involving murder, rape, sexual offense in the first degree, or sexual offense 
in the second degree, whenever possible. A law enforcement unit that does 
not regularly utilize one or more interrogation rooms capable of creating 
audiovisual recordings of custodial interrogations shall make reasonable 
efforts to create an audio recording of a custodial interrogation of a criminal 
suspect in connection with a case involving murder, rape, sexual offense in 
the first degree, or sexual offense in the second degree, whenever possible.

Md. Code Ann., Crim. Proc. § 2-402 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X BPD policy substantially exceeds Maryland’s statutory recording 
requirements. 

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X Neither Policy 1105 nor Policy 1207, as reviewed, explicitly addresses 
camera angle, suspect seating position, or the requirement to capture the 
interrogator on camera.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X Policy 1207 §5 requires members, before beginning any youth 
interrogation, to gather and consider specific background information, 
including family situation, age, education level, special education status, 
disability diagnoses, and language — building an individualized profile 
before proceeding. Policy 1207 §8 requires the member to ‘create an 
Interrogation plan, develop strategies for establishing rapport, develop age-
appropriate questions.’ Policy 1105 §7.1 requires members to ‘consider 
the age, education, and mental/physical condition of the person in 
custody in determining whether they understand what is happening’ before 
proceeding.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X Neither Policy 1105 nor Policy 1207, as reviewed, explicitly addresses ways 
to limit contamination within an interrogation.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No BPD policy explicitly requires corroboration of a confession before 
charging or prosecution.

Baltimore Police Department
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Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: BPD policy does not include 
an explicit time restriction for 
adults

X Policy 1207 section 30 establishes an explicit 2-hour session limit for 
youth interrogations: ‘Normally, the Interrogation of a Youth should not go 
beyond a two-hour session.’ The policy also prohibits proceeding if a youth 
is ‘evidently and observably exhausted.

For adults, Policy 1105 §7.8 provides nuanced guidance: ‘The duration of 
a continuous Interrogation is based on several factors including the crime, 
the suspect’s age, and mental condition.”

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X Policy 1105 section 7.9 explicitly states that ‘Custodial suspects/arrestees 
shall have access to a restroom, water, breaks or other such amenities as 
needed.’ 

Policy 1207, section 10, requires more access for youth being interrogated.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X Policy 1105 §20 categorically prohibits ‘the manufacturing and use of false 
documents or reports by a member conducting a Custodial Interrogation.’

Policy 1207 §28 imposes a complete prohibition on all deception during 
youth interrogations.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: No BPD policy explicitly 
names or prohibits ‘minimization’ 
as a technique (moral justification, 
downplaying consequences) — 
making this the one remaining 
tactical gap.

X Policy 1105 section 7.6 prohibits ‘threats of harm, threats of improper 
conduct, threats to violate the constitution, or other improper forms 
of coercion to induce a confession or incriminating statements’ and 
specifically prohibits implying any benefit from the criminal justice system in 
exchange for a statement.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X Policy 1105 §8.6 states that “threats of harm, threats of improper conduct, 
threats to violate the Constitution, or other improper forms of coercion to 
induce a confession or incriminating statements are prohibited.”

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Policy 1207 section 15 requires that all youth have a parent/legal guardian 
and/or attorney present during questioning.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Policy 1207 section 11: Members must ‘immediately make reasonable 
attempts to provide actual notice’ to the parent/legal guardian (§11) and 
inform them of the youth’s location, the reason for custody, Miranda rights 
procedures, and the right to be present.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Policy 1739 section 23.8. Members will attempt to conduct the 
interrogation of any individual suspected of having Intellectual Development 
Disabilities or a Behavioral Health Disability during reasonable hours and 
within a reasonable period of time, unless exigent circumstances dictate 
otherwise.

22.3. If the member suspects the individual has an IDD or a Behavioral 
Health Disability, contact a supervisor or a State’s Attorney before they 
begin the interrogation to determine how to proceed.

Sources: Policy 1105 — Custodial Interrogations (Published 9 February 2021); Policy 1207 — Youth Interrogations (Published 
26 September 2022, hotline updated 9/5/2024);  Policy 1739 –  Reasonable  Accommodations  for  Interaction  with  the Public 
(Published 17 September 2024); Md. Code Ann., Crim. Proc. § 2-402 

https://www.baltimorepolice.org/transparency/bpd-policies/1105-custodial-interrogations
https://www.baltimorepolice.org/transparency/bpd-policies/1207-youth-interrogations
https://public.powerdms.com/BALTIMOREMD/tree/documents/1392666
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X BPD R&P 332 Sec. 3 provides that “the preferred method of documenting 
statements made during the interview of a suspect in a police facility is to 
electronically record the interview. This preference shall apply regardless of 
whether the interview is custodial or consensual.”

Rule 332-Suspect Interrogations- Documentation

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Massachusetts has NO mandatory electronic recording statute for custodial 
interrogations.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

There is no law guiding the recording of custodial interrogations.

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No policy containing camera angles or framing standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X Rule 318B contains no confession corroboration requirement.

Boston Police Department

https://police.boston.gov/rules-procedures/
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Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: Policy doesn't extend to 
adults

X Sec. 3.C.3 provides that the best practice is for the six (6) hour clock to 
start when the juvenile is placed in police custody and end when custody 
is: a) transferred to the juvenile court, b) the juvenile is released to their 
parent/guardian/custodian, or c) custody is transferred to the Overnight 
Arrest Program.

Sec. 4 Juvenile Arrest - Delinquent Offence

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No procedure mandating break intervals during adult or juvenile 
interrogations was identified. 

Massachusetts has no adult interrogation break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No policy restrictions on false evidence ploys, deceptive interrogation 
tactics, or psychological manipulation.

Massachusetts has no law prohibiting false evidence ploys

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No policy on minimization or maximization restrictions.

Massachusetts has no minimization statute 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No explicit threat or coercion prohibition for interrogations.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X No policy that allows for a parent or guardian to be present during 
interrogation. 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Rule 318B Sec. 4. A When a juvenile is placed under arrest, police shall 
immediately notify at least one (1) of the child's parents.

Sec. 4 Juvenile Arrest - Delinquent Offence

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Whenever a subject experiencing behavioral health challenges is a suspect 
and is taken into custody for questioning, officers should be particularly 
careful in advising the subject of their Miranda rights. It may not be obvious 
that the person does not understand their rights. Suspects must waive 
their rights knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily. Officers should consider 
whether there is an appropriate interested adult, such as a legal guardian 
or custodian, who can act on the suspect's behalf.

Sec. 7.4.2. Interrogations/Questioning

Sources: Policy Manual Rule 318B Procedures for Handling Arrested Juveniles (Eff. 3/11/2025, SO 25-12 -- supersedes all prior 
rules on this subject); Rule 101 Organizational Structure (Rev. Feb. 14, 2026); Rule 102 Conduct and General Rights (Eff. Apr. 15, 
2021); Rule 322 Department Property (Rev. Mar. 12, 2024) | MGL c.272 Sec. 99 (Massachusetts Wiretap Act, all-party consent); 
MGL c.119 Sec. 52/54/67 (Juvenile Justice Act) | No Massachusetts mandatory interrogation recording statute | BPD has Axon 
BWC program and interview room cameras (Video Evidence Unit, Rule 101 Sec. 12.6.3) | Operational BWC, interrogation recording, 
LEP/DHH, and mental health interrogation rules not publicly accessible; ratings based on available sources | Evaluated: April 2026

https://police.boston.gov/rules-procedures/
https://police.boston.gov/rules-procedures/
https://police.boston.gov/rules-procedures/
https://police.boston.gov/rules-procedures/
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Directive 600-024 Sec. IV.A: Any custodial interrogation of any person at 
any place of detention related to ANY felony criminal investigation MUST be 
electronically recorded in its entirety

Electronic Recording of Interviews/Interrogations

Officers conducting a custodial interrogation at any place of detention of 
a subject under eighteen (18) years of age will video and audio record the 
entire interrogation. This includes misdemeanors and felonies.  

Juvenile Procedures  600-009

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X The provisions of this Article shall apply to all custodial interrogations of 
juveniles in criminal investigations conducted at any place of detention. 
The provisions of this Article shall also apply to any custodial interrogation 
of any person in a felony criminal investigation conducted at any place of 
detention.

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 15A-211 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X Directive 600-024 Sec. III.B states that “if the record is a visual recording, 
the camera recording the custodial interrogation must be positioned so it 
records both the interrogator or interviewer and the person in custody for 
the entirety of the interview or interrogation.”

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X Directive 600-024 Sec. III.F defines a 'Suspect Interview or Interrogation' 
as: 'A custodial or non-custodial interview or interrogation conducted by a 
sworn employee investigating an alleged crime with a person who is, based 
on the evidence developed to date, thought to be involved in the crime.'

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed CMPD Directives.

Charlotte-Mecklenburg  
Police Department

Sources: Policy Manual Directive 600-024 Electronic Recording of Interviews/Interrogations (Eff. 9/4/2025); Directive 600-009 
Juvenile Procedures (Eff. 12/2/2024); Directive 400-006-B BWC Operation (Eff. 5/16/2025); Directive 600-026 Interpreting for 
the Deaf and Hard of Hearing (Eff. 1/16/2023); Directive 900-007 Interpreting and Translating Services (Eff. 7/29/2022); Directive 
500-003 Response to Mental Health Crisis (Eff. 12/8/2023) | N.C.G.S. Sec. 15A-211 (all-felony recording; suppression/dismissal 
available); N.C.G.S. Sec. 7B-2101 (under-16 mandatory adult presence; unwaivable) | NC: one-party consent | Evaluated: April 
2026

https://www.charlottenc.gov/files/assets/police/v/94/documents/directives/cmpddirectives.pdf
https://www.charlottenc.gov/files/assets/police/v/94/documents/directives/cmpddirectives.pdf
https://www.charlottenc.gov/files/assets/police/v/94/documents/directives/cmpddirectives.pdf
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Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time 
limit was identified 

X Directive 600-009 Sec. IV.C.2.b.(3) provides “a juvenile who is taken into 
temporary custody will not be held for more than twelve (12) hours Monday 
through Friday or twenty-four (24) hours if any of the hours fall on Saturday, 
Sunday, or a legal holiday unless an intake counselor has filed a petition or 
motion for review and an order for secure or non-secure custody has been 
entered.”

Directive 600-009 Sec. IV.M.6: 'The time duration of continuous 
interrogations should be based on the seriousness of the crime, the 
juvenile's age and maturity level, and the juvenile's previous experience with 
law enforcement

Juvenile Procedures 600-009

North Carolina has no adult interrogation time limit statute. 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No CMPD Directive mandates break intervals during adult or juvenile 
interrogations.

North Carolina has no break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X Directive 600-024 Sec. IV.J states that “the sworn employee may engage in 
deceptive methods and/or make false statements to the person suspected 
of committing a crime; however, such methods or statements shall not be 
employed to the extent that, based on the totality of the circumstances, 
they are calculated to procure an untrue confession or otherwise render the 
person’s statement involuntary.”

Electronic Recording of Interviews/Interrogations 600-024

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X Directive 600-024 states that “sworn employees are prohibited from 
engaging in any of the following conduct to obtain a statement from 
persons suspected of committing a crime: 1. Physical abuse, 2. Deprivation 
of physical needs, 3. Promises of reduced charges or sentences, 4. 
Promises to testify to the person’s cooperation, and 5. Threats of physical 
harm or harsh treatment if the person fails to cooperate.”

Electronic Recording of Interviews/Interrogations 600-024

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X Directive 600-024 states that “sworn employees are prohibited from 
engaging in any of the following conduct to obtain a statement from 
persons suspected of committing a crime: 1. Physical abuse, 2. Deprivation 
of physical needs, 3. Promises of reduced charges or sentences, 4. 
Promises to testify to the person’s cooperation, and 5. Threats of physical 
harm or harsh treatment if the person fails to cooperate.”

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Directive 600-009 Sec. IV.M.1 states that “a juvenile under sixteen (16) 
years of age and in custody cannot be questioned without a parent, 
guardian, custodian, or attorney present and cannot waive that right.”

Juvenile Procedures 600-009

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X (1) Directive 600-009 Sec. IV.M.1: Mandatory unwaivable parent/guardian/
custodian/attorney presence for under-16 suspects. (2) Sec. IV.C.2.b: 
Notifying the juvenile's parent, guardian, or custodian is a mandatory step 
after taking a juvenile into temporary custody

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No interrogation-specific modification procedure for cognitively impaired 
suspects was identified.

https://www.charlottenc.gov/files/assets/police/v/94/documents/directives/cmpddirectives.pdf
https://www.charlottenc.gov/files/assets/police/v/94/documents/directives/cmpddirectives.pdf
https://www.charlottenc.gov/files/assets/police/v/94/documents/directives/cmpddirectives.pdf
https://www.charlottenc.gov/files/assets/police/v/94/documents/directives/cmpddirectives.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X CPD S04-03-01 (eff. 01 Jan 2017) requires digital recording for custodial 
interrogations of suspects of 14 enumerated offenses: First/Second Degree 
Murder; Involuntary Manslaughter; Reckless Homicide; Drug Induced 
Homicide; DUI resulting in death; Predatory Criminal Sexual Assault of a 
Child; Aggravated Criminal Sexual Assault; Home Invasion; Aggravated 
Kidnapping; Armed Robbery; Aggravated Vehicular Hijacking; Aggravated 
Battery with a Firearm; and Aggravated Arson. For juveniles: S04-03-01 
Sec. III.B.1 and S06-04 Sec. VII. A required recording for ALL felonies AND 
misdemeanor sex offenses under Article 11 -- substantially broader than 
the adult mandate.

Digital Recording of Interrogations

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Homicides and additional specified felonies.

725 Ill. Comp. Stat. Ann. 5/103-2.1 (West 2009); 705 Ill. Comp. Stat. Ann. 
401.5(b5); 725 Ill. Comp. Stat. Ann. 103-2.1(b-5)

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No specific framing standard

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
provided CPD directives.

Chicago Police Department

https://directives.chicagopolice.org/#directive/public/6691
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Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: Policy does not extend to 
adults

X Juveniles: S06-04 establishes (1) Under age 10: NO secure custody in a 
police facility AT ALL. (2) Under age 12: NO secure custody for more than 6 
hours. (3) Age 12+: NO secure custody for more than 12 hours for general 
offenses; up to 24 hours for crimes of violence (murder, manslaughter, 
criminal/aggravated sexual assault, predatory sexual assault, robbery, 
armed robbery, arson, aggravated arson, kidnapping, aggravated battery, 
any violent felony involving use of force).

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No explicit mandatory break interval or comfort provision

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No policy explicitly bans the use of deception for adults or juveniles. 

Illinois has a ban on deceptive interrogation for minors 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No policy provision explicitly restricting minimization by name was 
confirmed in the provided directives.

Illinois has a ban on deceptive interrogation for minors

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X S06-04 Sec. II.C.3: "Never use force or coercion in seeking confessions or 
admissions."

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Under-15, murder/sexual assault categories (S06-04 Sec. VII.B/C and 
705 ILCS 405/5-401.5): Public defenders must be notified, and legal 
representation must be present for the entire custodial interrogation. 
Cannot be waived.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X S06-04 Sec. V.D.5: The arresting officer SHALL make every reasonable 
effort to contact the parent/legal guardian.

Juvenile Custodial Interrogation

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Interrogation-specific modifications for cognitively impaired suspects were 
not confirmed in policy documents.

Sources: Policy Manual Special Order S04-03-01 Digital Recording of Interrogations (Eff. 01 Jan 2017, implements PA 099-0882); 
Special Order S06-04 Processing of Juveniles and Minors Under Department Control (Eff. 21 June 2024) | Cross-ref: G04-03 
Custodial Interrogations; S04-20 Individuals in Crisis; CPD BWC Directive | 725 ILCS 5/103-2.1 (recording -- inadmissibility 
presumption); 725 ILCS 5/103-2.2 (deception ban, eff. 1-1-22 -- FIRST IN NATION); 705 ILCS 405/5-401.5 (juvenile recording + 
mandatory under-15 counsel) | Illinois: one-party consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://directives.chicagopolice.org/#directive/public/6358
https://directives.chicagopolice.org/#directive/public/6691
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require 
video or audio recording 
of serious crimes? Note 
the requirement relating 
to audio or video & note 
which crime categories.

X C.R.S. §16-3-601 (Eff. July 1, 2017) independently mandates audio-visual 
recording of custodial interrogations at permanent detention facilities for Class 1 
and Class 2 felonies and felony sexual assault offenses

GO 1102 §.12 states interview rooms 'will be equipped with audio and/or video 
recording equipment... and this equipment will be utilized in accordance with 
current procedure, case law, and applicable statutes.

Is there a statutory 
requirement that interviews 
be recorded? For which 
crime categories?

X A peace officer must record custodial interrogations occurring in a permanent 
detention facility if the peace officer is investigating a class 1 or 2 felony or a felony 
sexual assault. 

Does the policy 
comport with statutory 
requirements?

X

Does the policy address 
camera angle, framing, or 
view of the interrogator?

X No policy specifies camera placement for interview room fixed systems. 

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required 
to have an evidence-
based suspicion prior to 
conducting interrogations?

X GO 1102 §.05 defines 'Interrogation' as the formal questioning of a person 
suspected of having committed a criminal act or of a person who is reluctant to 
fully disclose information in their possession that is pertinent to the investigation.  

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy specifies limits on contamination or prohibitions on officers' confirmatory 
bias

Is any confession 
corroboration required?

X No CSPD SOP requires a supervisor's sign-off or independent evidence check 
before charging on a confession alone.

Colorado Springs Police 
Department

Sources: GO 1102 Interviews & Interrogations (Eff. 5/29/2024); DL-1050-10 Juvenile Offenders (Eff. 5/11/2021); GO 1903 Body 
Worn Cameras and Digital Evidence (Eff. 1/27/2026); C.R.S. §16-3-601 (recording); C.R.S. §19-2.5-203 (juvenile) | Evaluated: April 
2026
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Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations 
on interrogations or 
detention?  

X DL-1050-10 § Interrogation Procedure imposes a hard cap of six hours for a single 
custodial interrogation of a juvenile, with mandatory breaks for food, water, and 
restroom no less frequently than every 90 minutes.

GO 1102 §.10 references that 'as a general rule, persons being interviewed/
interrogated should be permitted reasonable access to restroom facilities, water, 
and comfort breaks' as a factor courts consider when assessing custody

Are suspects required 
to be given breaks from 
interrogation?

X DL-1050-10 requires mandatory breaks for food, water, and restroom at least every 
90 minutes during juvenile custodial interrogations

GO 1102 §.10 provides that 'as a general rule, persons being interviewed/
interrogated should be permitted reasonable access to restroom facilities, water, 
and comfort breaks' as part of its custody analysis.

Are there limits on the use 
of false evidence ploys?

X GO 1102 §.40 explicitly addresses deception in interrogation. It states that 
'strategic deception, such as falsely telling a suspect that physical evidence or 
an accomplice has implicated them, will not automatically render a confession 
involuntary but should be used with caution. 

In a juvenile interrogation, C.R.S. § 19-2.5-203(8) states that statements or 
confessions made by the juvenile may be presumptively inadmissible at trial if the 
department member knowingly communicates untruthful information or belief to 
obtain the statement or admission. See DL-1050-10 Juvenile Offenders for more 
information. 

Are there limits on the 
use of minimization 
techniques?

X GO 1102 §.40 states that when engaged in an interrogation, department 
members will refrain from knowingly engaging in techniques that can reasonably 
be expected to compromise the voluntariness of a confession, including:  Making 
promises that the member does not have the ability or authority to fulfill, such 
as freedom or prosecutorial leniency. Promises within the member's authority, 
such as recommending light bail or telling a judge or prosecutor that the subject 
cooperated, may be used, but with caution.  

Are there limits on the 
use of threats during an 
interrogation?

X GO 1102 §.40 explicitly prohibits 'the application or threat of physical harm to 
induce a statement' and 'making promises that the member does not have the 
ability or authority to fulfill, such as freedom or prosecutorial leniency.' These 
prohibitions apply to all interrogations, adult and juvenile.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted 
to have an attorney or 
guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

X DL-1050-10 extensively governs juvenile interrogation. C.R.S. §19-2.5-203(1) (cited 
throughout DL-1050-10) bars admission of any juvenile custodial interrogation 
statement unless the juvenile's parent/responsible adult was present.

DL-1050-10 requires a 'responsible adult' for every juvenile custodial interrogation, 
defined as a parent, guardian, legal/physical custodian, or adult actively 
functioning as a guardian. The responsible adult must be present during the 
interrogation unless expressly waived in writing.

Are juveniles permitted 
by policy to have an 
adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents 
or counselors)?

X DL-1050-10  states that when a juvenile is arrested, the officer/detective will 
identify, locate, and notify a responsible

adult, parent, guardian, or custodian of the juvenile without unnecessary delay. 
In situations where juveniles are detained for long periods of time, it may be 
appropriate to notify a parent, guardian, or custodian of the circumstances 
surrounding the detention.

Are vulnerable adults 
required to have an 
attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No CSPD policy explicitly requires modified interrogation procedures, support 
person access, or guardian contact for cognitively impaired or mentally ill 
individuals.  
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Policy Not Found in the manual

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Custodial interrogations relating to homicides and sexual assaults shall be 
electronically recorded.

Ohio Rev. Code Ann. § 2933.81 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No CPD Division Directive specifies camera angle, framing, or interview-
room positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed CPD directives or public directives index.

Columbus Police Department

Sources:  Policy Manual Division Directive 3.04 Handling of Juveniles (Eff. Aug. 01, 1987; Rev. Jun. 30, 2021); Division Directive 
3.06 Crisis Intervention Team / Persons with Mental Illness (Eff. Mar. 15, 2005; Rev. Apr. 30, 2022) | Columbus City Code Sec. 
1914.02 ('Andre's Law' -- BWC activation); Ohio Revised Code Sec. 2933.81 (electronic recording mandate) | Ohio: one-party 
consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.columbus.gov/Services/Public-Safety/Police/About-the-Columbus-Division-of-Police/Directives
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time 
limit was identified in the reviewed 
directives or the public directives 
index 

X Directive 3.04 Sec. III.E.1 states that “the length and manner of the 
interrogation shall be limited based upon the subject’s age and mental and 
physical condition.”

Directive 3.04  states that juveniles alleged to have committed a felony 
may be held for processing for a period not to exceed 6 hours, including 
time spent at police headquarters. Juveniles alleged to have committed a 
misdemeanor (or unruly/truancy violations) may be held for no more than 3 
hours.

Directive 3.04 Interrogation of Juveniles

Ohio has no adult interrogation time limit statute. 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: no explicit policy that 
juveniles or adults be given breaks

X Directive 3.06 Sec. III.C.1 requires that when questioning persons with a 
mental illness, the officer shall ensure the person has access to: (a) water; 
(b) food; (c) toilet facilities; and (d) prescribed medications as needed.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No CPD Division Directive restricts false evidence ploys for adults or 
juveniles.

Ohio has no statute prohibiting the use of false evidence ploys

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No CPD Division Directive restricts minimization techniques. 

Ohio has no statute prohibiting the use of minimization techniques 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: policy is limited to individuals 
with mental illness

X Directive 3.06 Sec. III.B.2 explicitly instructs officers to avoid: expressing 
anger, impatience, or irritation; touching persons with mental illness unless 
necessary for safety; crowding the person; using inflammatory language; 
challenging or validating delusional statements. 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Directive 3.04 Sec. III.E.4.a provides that before any mirandized questioning 
sworn personnel shall : (1) notify and consult the juvenile's parent(s) and 
allow the juvenile to consult an attorney; (2) the juvenile must consult with 
an attorney and/or parent(s) to waive the right to counsel; (3) if a parent 
cannot be contacted despite multiple attempts, the juvenile must be 
offered the opportunity to contact an attorney for himself or herself; (4) no 
questioning if neither parent nor attorney can be notified and consulted.

Directive 3.04 Interrogation of Juveniles

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Directive 3.04 Sec. III.E.4.a provides that sworn personnel shall notify and 
consult the juvenile's parent(s) prior to any Mirandized questioning when a 
criminal complaint has been filed. Directive 3.04 Sec. IV.A.2: Immediately 
upon taking a juvenile into custody or detaining them, notify the parent, 
guardian, or other legal custodian; if none can be located, advise the 
receiving agency so notification can continue.

Directive 3.04 Interrogation of Juveniles

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X CPD Directive 3.06: Crisis Intervention Team and Guidelines for Interacting 
with Persons with a Mental Illness: "If appropriate, obtain the assistance of 
a mental health professional or attorney in explaining [Miranda] warnings to 
the person.

https://www.columbus.gov/files/sharedassets/city/v/1/public-safety/police/directives/3.04-handling-of-juveniles.pdf
https://www.columbus.gov/files/sharedassets/city/v/1/public-safety/police/directives/3.06-crisis-intervention-team-and-guidelines-for-interacting-with-persons-with-a-mental-illness.pdf
https://www.columbus.gov/files/sharedassets/city/v/1/public-safety/police/directives/3.06-crisis-intervention-team-and-guidelines-for-interacting-with-persons-with-a-mental-illness.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or audio 
recording of serious crimes? Note the 
requirement relating to audio or video 
& note which crime categories.

X SOP §1207(B) states: 'All interviews with suspects will be video and 
audio recorded' — this applies to all Crimes Against Persons cases with 
no category restriction

SOP §603.6(A) requires detectives to use the monitored interview/
interrogation rooms in the Homicide Unit for all prisoner interrogations, 
which are equipped with audio and video recording

Is there a statutory requirement that 
interviews be recorded? For which 
crime categories?

X Texas CCP Art. 2.32 (enacted 2015): All law enforcement agencies 
shall adopt a written policy requiring electronic recording of custodial 
interrogations for 12 listed offense categories: murder, capital murder, 
kidnapping, trafficking of persons, indecency with a child, sexual 
assault of a child, aggravated sexual assault of a child, continuous 
sexual abuse of a child, compelling prostitution, prohibited sexual 
conduct, burglary, robbery, aggravated robbery, and any first-degree 
felony.

Does the policy comport with statutory 
requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera angle, 
framing, or view of the interrogator?

X DPD policy does not specify camera angle, suspect or interrogator 
positioning, or multi-angle coverage requirements for interview rooms.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have an 
evidence-based suspicion prior to 
conducting interrogations?

X SOP §1207(C) requires that 'all interviews will be preceded by the 
detective gathering as much identifying information as possible from 
the suspect' and that the detective 'will be careful not to ask anything 
about the offense itself' during this initial phase

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X SOP §1207(C) provides an important anti-contamination mechanism: 
the detective is explicitly required to avoid asking anything about the 
offense itself during the preliminary information-gathering phase. 
This prevents premature disclosure of case facts before the suspect's 
baseline account is established.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X G.O. 314.10(B)(3)  Oral confessions may be admissible in court 
provided the juvenile makes a statement of facts or circumstances 
that are found to be true and that tend to establish guilt.  This must 
be corroborated and may include statements leading to the finding of 
secreted or stolen property or the instrument the juvenile states was 
used to commit the offense….. Before submitting follow-up reports to 
the Dallas County Juvenile Department, the respective investigating 
unit supervisor will ascertain that all oral statements are corroborated 
by the necessary evidence.

314.00.B.3 Arrest Policies - Juveniles

Dallas Police Department

https://www.dallaspolice.net/resources/Pages/General_Orders_300_Combined.aspx
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time limit 
was identified in the reviewed sections. 

X G.O. 314.01(B) explicitly limits juvenile detention in the Juvenile 
Processing Office to 'no longer than six hours' in accordance with the 
Texas Family Code. 

314.01 Authority to Take Juveniles into Custody

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No DPD general order or SOP provision explicitly requires that adult 
suspects be given breaks during interrogations.

Texas has no break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No DPD general order or SOP provision explicitly limits or prohibits the 
use of false evidence ploys during interrogations of adults or juveniles.

Texas has no statute prohibiting the use of false evidence ploys 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No DPD policy explicitly restricts minimization techniques.

Texas has no minimization statute 

Are there limits on the use of threats 
during an interrogation?

X No DPD general order contains an explicit, standalone prohibition on 
threats during interrogations.

Texas CCP Art. 38.22 Sec. 6 makes statements obtained by threat 
inadmissible.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have an 
attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

X G.O. 314.10(B)(1) requires that for any custodial oral statement to 
be admissible, the juvenile must be informed of his/her rights by 
a Magistrate — a procedural requirement that includes the right to 
counsel

DPD policy does not expressly state that juveniles have a right to have 
a parent present during custodial interrogation

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X G.O. 314.00 requires parental notification when a juvenile is taken into 
custody (§314.07). G.O. 314.14(B)(3) requires officers to 'notify the 
arrested juvenile's parent or guardian before leaving the school' when 
arresting at school. 

Are vulnerable adults required to 
have an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X No DPD general order requires a guardian ad litem, support person, 
or attorney to be present for vulnerable adults (those with intellectual 
disabilities, mental illness, deafness, or other cognitive vulnerabilities) 
during interrogations. 

Sources: Policy Manual G.O. 332.00 Video Integration & Technologies Program (Rev. 6/24/2024); G.O. 314.00 Arrest Policies 
– Juveniles (Rev. 10/4/2019); CAPERS SOP §1207 Suspect Interviews & §603.6 Monitored Interview/Interrogation Room (Rev. 
10/10/2024) | Evaluated: March 2026

https://www.dallaspolice.net/resources/Pages/General_Orders_300_Combined.aspx
https://www.dallaspolice.net/resources/Pages/General-Orders-Links.aspx
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X GO-SPT-304.16 establishes that all  custodial interrogations must be video 
AND audio recorded (Reg. IV.I) for: (A) All crimes of violence per DC Official 
Code §23-1331(4) — 20

GO-SPT-304.16

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

Gap: This is an explicit framing 
standard — suspect-facing is 
mandatory; interrogator-facing is a 
best-effort standard

X GO-SPT-304.16, Reg. V.C.3: “The subject/arrestee shall be seated in the 
interview room so that his/her face is visible on camera. If possible, the 
interviewer’s face should be visible as well.”

GO-SPT-304.16) - Conducting an Electronically Recorded Custodial 
Interrogation

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit minimum-evidence threshold beyond the constitutional custody 
standard was identified

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No contamination-prevention policies are present in any policy document

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was found in any of the 
reviewed policies.

DC Metro Police Department

http://GO-SPT-304.16
https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_304_16.pdf
https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_304_16.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No explicit adult 
interrogation time limit is found in 
any of the reviewed policies. 

X GO-OPS-305.01 §II.J.2 requires processing within the “Lively” four-hour 
period: “In all circumstances, members shall abide by the ‘Lively’ four-hour 
time period” for juvenile processing.

Processing and Housing

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X GO-SPT-304.16, Proc. V.C.8 states the recording “should run without 
interruption unless extenuating circumstances require a break.” No explicit 
comfort break mandate (water, restroom). 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X GO-SPT-304.16 does not restrict the use of false evidence ploys or 
deceptive interrogation tactics

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X GO-SPT-304.16, Proc. V.C.6: “The interviewer shall ask the subject 
whether any promises have been made, and whether the subject has been 
threatened or mistreated in any manner.”

Conducting an Electronically Recorded Custodial Interrogation

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X GO-SPT-304.16, Proc. V.C.6: “The interviewer shall ask the subject 
whether any promises have been made, and whether the subject has been 
threatened or mistreated in any manner.”

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X No policy reviewed explicitly allows for a guardian or attorney to be present 
during an interrogation. 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X GO-OPS-305.01 §II.A.9: “When practical, members shall contact the 
juvenile’s parent or guardian to inform them of the juvenile’s status 
and offer them the opportunity to respond to the juvenile’s location.” 
GO-OPS-305.01 §II.H.2: When a juvenile is arrested, “he or she shall 
immediately notify the parent or guardian.”

Interacting with Juveniles (GO-OPS-305.01) – Arrests 

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X (GO-SPT-304.16 Reg. IV.E) ensures any interrogation of a mentally ill 
suspect is conducted by a trained detective

Sources: Policy Manual GO-SPT-304.16 Electronic Recording of Custodial Interrogations (Rev. August 12, 2011); GO-OPS-305.01 
Interacting with Juveniles (Eff. September 1, 2023; last amended March 4, 2025); GO-OPS-308.04 Interacting with Mental Health 
Consumers (Eff. February 9, 2015) | DC Law 15-351 (Electronic Recording Procedures Act of 2004); DC Official Code §23-1331(4) 
| Evaluated: April 2026

https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_305_01.pdf
https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_304_16.pdf
https://go.mpdconline.com/GO/GO_305_01.pdf
https://mpdc.dc.gov/page/written-directives-general-orders
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X OMS 301.02(2) mandates A/V recording for Class 1 or 2 felony or felony 
sexual assault custodial interrogations within a permanent detention facility

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X “...when a peace officer reasonably believes he or she is investigating a 
class 1 or class 2 felony or a felony sexual assault described in section 18-
3-402, 18-3-404, 18-3-405, or 18-3-405.5, C.R.S., the peace officer shall 
electronically record a custodial interrogation occurring in a permanent 
detention facility of any person suspected of such an offense.”

Co. Code § 16-3-601 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No section in the OMS specifies camera angle, dual-framing, or interrogator-
capture requirements for dedicated interview rooms.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No section of the full manual establishes an evidence-based suspicion 
threshold before commencing an interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X OMS 302.01 provides that in taking a statement from the suspect, leading 
questions shall be avoided. 

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X OMS 302.01(1)(f) provides that an officer shall not depend upon a 
confession or admission made by a suspect to the extent of becoming 
lax in the preparation of their case. They should anticipate a denial by the 
defendant or the possibility that the admission or confession may not be 
admissible in evidence and should spare no effort in investigating the 
slightest circumstance for the purpose of having their case complete. 

Denver Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time 
limit exists.

X OMS 401.00(5)(c)(1) provides that juveniles may be placed in the Juvenile 
Section temporary holding cells as long as the following conditions are met: 
1. Placement must not exceed six (6) hours

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No section of the full manual requires mandatory breaks from interrogation 
for adult or juvenile suspects

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No section of the full manual restricts the use of false evidence ploys or 
deceptive interrogation tactics for adult or juvenile suspects

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No section of the full manual restricts minimization or maximization 
techniques.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X OMS 302.01(1)(e): “Officers shall not resort to inducements, promises, 
threats, or duress to obtain a confession or an admission

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X OMS 401.00(3)(b)(1): “A parent or legal guardian must be physically 
present during the advisement and questioning 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X OMS 401.00(5)(a)(b): parent/legal guardian notification is the arresting 
officer’s responsibility; if not reachable by phone, a uniformed officer 
responds to the home address

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X None of the documents address requirements for vulnerable adults to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem present.

Sources: DPD Operations Manual (807 pages, ModDate: September 2, 2020; most recent section revision: September 1, 2020); 
Sections reviewed: OMS 301.02 Interview/Interrogation (Rev. 3-10); OMS 302.01 Case Preparation (Rev. 3-10); OMS 302.10 Rights 
Advisement (Rev. 3-06); OMS 302.11 Statements (Rev. 3-06); OMS 401.00 Juvenile Procedures (Rev. 09/17/2019); OMS 104.37 
LEP (Rev. 09/01/2020); OMS 104 (Hearing Impaired/ADA); OMS 119.04 Body Worn Camera Technology (incl. 2020 updates) | 
Colorado CRS §16-3-601; SB20-217 (eff. July 1, 2023) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.denvergov.org/content/dam/denvergov/Portals/720/documents/OperationsManual/OMSBook/OM_Book.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Directive 203.13 §5.1 explicitly mandates electronic recording of custodial 
interrogations in a place of detention for: homicide, armed robbery, Criminal 
Sexual Conduct 1st and 2nd degree, kidnapping, and other crimes at the 
supervisor's discretion.

203.13 - 5.1 General Requirements

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X Directive 203.13 §5.3.4 does not, however, specify camera angle, dual-
framing of interrogator and suspect, or minimum field-of-view standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit minimum-evidence threshold for commencing an interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No contamination-prevention policies are present in any policy document.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No DPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Detroit Police Department

https://detroitmi.gov/sites/detroitmi.localhost/files/2024-03/203.13-Electronic-Recordings_12-09-2022.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: For adults, no explicit 
interrogation duration limit was 
identified in the reviewed policies

X Draft Directive 203.5 §4.6 (Final Draft 12/3/2025): “Under no 
circumstances shall a juvenile be detained or otherwise held for longer 
than six hours” (emphasis added)

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X Directive 203.13 §5.3.6f explicitly requires that when an interview or 
interrogation must be paused for any reason, the reason for the break must 
be verbally announced on the recording before the pause occurs

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No explicit prohibition on false evidence ploys appears in Directives 203.9 
or 203.13 for adult suspects. For juveniles, Draft Directive 203.5 §4.9 
cites People v. Hicks, 185 Mich App 107 (1990) as a case in which “police 
misrepresentation” is a factor to consider in assessing the voluntariness of 
a juvenile’s confession

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X Neither Directive 203.9 nor 203.13 restricts minimization techniques for 
adult suspects. Draft Directive 203.5 identifies “a promise of leniency” 
(People v. Conte, 421 Mich 704 (1984)) as a voluntariness factor for 
juvenile confessions, creating a soft constraint, but no explicit minimization 
prohibition exists

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No provision explicitly limits threats during an interrogation.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Draft Directive 203.5 §4.9 (Final Draft 12/3/2025) establishes a 
clear attorney-access right: “An attorney must be provided before the 
commencement of any custodial interrogation if the juvenile requests one.

203.9 - 6.3 Juveniles

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Directive 203.9 §6.3.2 (currently in force): “The best practice is to include 
parents/legal guardians in the interview process. Members should 
consult with the APA [Assistant Prosecuting Attorney], if possible, prior to 
questioning a juvenile if the juvenile’s parent/legal guardian is not present

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X None of the documents address requirements for vulnerable adults to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem present

Sources: Policy Manual 203.9 Custodial Questioning (Eff. 12/09/2022); 203.13 Electronic Recordings of Interviews and 
Interrogations (Eff. 12/09/2022); 203.5 Juveniles and School Incidents (Final Draft 12/3/2025, TBD effective); 201.7 Deaf 
or Hearing Impaired Persons (Eff. 09/01/2022); 304.6 Body-Worn Cameras (Final Draft TBD — BOPC vote failed Aug. 7, 2025, 
returned to Policy Committee); 201.5 Responding to Mental Health Crises (Eff. 3/25/2024) Michigan statutes: MCL 763.8 (major 
felony A/V recording mandate, eff. 2013); MCL 763.9 (jury instruction on failure to record) | Source: https://detroitmi.gov/
node/75186 | Evaluated: April 2026

https://detroitmi.gov/sites/detroitmi.localhost/files/2024-03/203.9-Custodial-Questioning_12-09-2022.pdf
https://detroitmi.gov/departments/police-department/detroit-police-department-policies
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Policy §407.5 Unless good cause exists that makes a recording infeasible, 
officers of this Department shall make a complete and contemporaneous 
electronic recording of any custodial interrogation that occurs in a place of 
detention and is of a person suspected of committing or charged with the 
commission of the following offenses: Murder, Capital murder, Kidnapping, 
Aggravated Kidnapping, Trafficking of Persons, Continuous Trafficking of 
Persons, Continuous Sexual Abuse of Young Child or Children, Indecency 
With a Child, Improper Relationship Between Educator and Student, Sexual 
Assault, Aggravated Sexual Assault, Sexual Performance by a Child

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Texas CCP Art. 2.32 (enacted 2015): All law enforcement agencies 
shall adopt a written policy requiring electronic recording of custodial 
interrogations for 12 listed offense categories: murder, capital murder, 
kidnapping, trafficking of persons, indecency with a child, sexual assault of 
a child, aggravated sexual assault of a child, continuous sexual abuse of a 
child, compelling prostitution, prohibited sexual conduct, burglary, robbery, 
aggravated robbery, and any first-degree felony.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No section specifies camera angle, dual-framing, or interrogator-capture 
requirements for dedicated interview rooms.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X §407.5 requires Miranda and recording for custodial interrogations but 
does not establish a minimum-evidence threshold before commencing an 
interrogation. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No contamination-prevention policies are present in any policy document

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

El Paso Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time 
limit exists.

X 320.28(5) provides a juvenile interrogation duration cap: “The duration 
of any juvenile interrogation will be limited to 6 hours or less or when the 
juvenile requests to terminate the interrogation.”

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No provision in the extracted policy sections mandates break intervals for 
adult or juvenile suspects. The 6-hour juvenile duration cap in §320.28(5) 
functions as an outer time constraint but does not require breaks within the 
period.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No section prohibits false evidence ploys, misrepresentation of evidence, or 
false statements about leniency for adult or juvenile suspects.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No EPPD policy section restricts minimization or maximization techniques.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X §407.5(4) contains an explicit SHALL-level standard: “All statements of the 
accused must be made freely and voluntarily and without compulsion or 
persuasion.”

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X §320.20 (Parental/Attorney Accompaniment): “Parents, legal guardians, 
and attorneys are entitled to accompany a child in the secure detention 
facility

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X §320.20 provides that Parents, legal guardians, and attorneys are entitled 
to accompany a child in the secure detention facility. Officers must notify 
the parents of the location of their child and the offense charged when 
taking a child into custody. Officers will explain departmental and juvenile 
justice system procedures to the child’s parents or guardians.

320.20 Parental/Attorney Accompaniment

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No provision in the extracted sections addresses DHH, LEP, or cognitively 
impaired adult interrogations.

Sources :EPPD Procedures Manual (Rev. April 10, 2024, 1,519 pp.) — elpaso.municipalcodeonline.com; Sections confirmed 
from policy text: §407.5 Electronic Recordings; §320.28 Statements/Confessions; §320.20 Parental/Attorney Accompaniment; 
Additional chapters reviewed from TOC: §303 Stop & Frisk; §305 Arrests; §306 Care, Transport & Booking; §307 Handling 
of Detainees; §315 DWI; §320 Juvenile Operations; Texas statutes: CCP Art. 2.32; Art. 38.22 §3 & §9; Fam. Code §51.095; 
§52.025(c); §52.02 | Evaluated: April 2026

https://elpaso.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=publicpolice#name=320.20_Parental/Attorney_Accompaniment
http://elpaso.municipalcodeonline.com
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or audio recording 
of serious crimes? Note the requirement relating 
to audio or video & note which crime categories.

X Policy not found in the general orders manual.  

Is there a statutory requirement that interviews 
be recorded? For which crime categories?

X Texas CCP Art. 2.32 (enacted 2015): All law enforcement 
agencies shall adopt a written policy requiring electronic 
recording of custodial interrogations for 12 listed offense 
categories: murder, capital murder, kidnapping, trafficking 
of persons, indecency with a child, sexual assault of a child, 
aggravated sexual assault of a child, continuous sexual 
abuse of a child, compelling prostitution, prohibited sexual 
conduct, burglary, robbery, aggravated robbery, and any first-
degree felony.

Does the policy comport with statutory 
requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera angle, framing, 
or view of the interrogator?

X No FWPD General Order in the reviewed manual specifies 
camera angle, framing, or interview-room positioning 
standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have an 
evidence-based suspicion prior to conducting 
interrogations?

X The policy is silent on interrogation methodology and 
does not require officers to have any particular level of 
evidence-based suspicion specifically before conducting 
an interrogation. The only legally mandated thresholds in 
the policy relate to probable cause for arrest and Miranda 
warnings before questioning begins

Are policies in place to limit contamination? X There is no policy addressing interrogation-specific 
contamination risks such as disclosure of crime details to 
a suspect before questioning and suggestive questioning 
techniques.

Is any confession corroboration required? X There is no policy requiring detectives to seek, obtain, or 
document evidence independent of a confession before 
charging or filing a case.

Fort Worth Police Department

Sources: FWPD General Orders Manual (Web Version, Published March 4, 2026) Key Sections: GO 206.01 DHH Interpreting; GO 
206.02 LEP; GO 330.00 Mental Health Crisis; GO 341.00 Juvenile Procedures; GO 347.02 Racial Profiling/Recording; GO 506.03 
BWC (referenced) | Tex. CCP Art. 2.32 (12-offense recording); Art. 38.22 (oral statement bar); Fam. Code Sec. 51.09/51.095 
(magistrate warning) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://police.fortworthtexas.gov/files/assets/police/v/1/public-information/documents/general-orders/general-orders_web-version-9_15_2025.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on interrogations or 
detention?  

Gap: The policy contains no explicit time limits on 
the duration of interrogations. There is no cap on 
how long an interrogation may last, no mandatory 
rest or break requirements, and no requirement 
to cease questioning after a set period.

Gap: No adult interrogation time limit was 
identified in the reviewed sections. 

X GO 341.01.C.2 states that “The child will not remain in 
Police Department custody for more than six (6) hours.”

341.00 Juvenile

Texas has no adult interrogation time limit statute. 

Are suspects required to be given breaks from 
interrogation?

Gap: The policy creates a notable double 
standard: officers under internal investigation 
are explicitly entitled to restroom breaks, food, 
drink, and telephone access during questioning. 
Criminal suspects being interrogated receive 
none of these protections under the General 
Orders. 

X There are no provisions in the General Orders addressing 
rest breaks, meal breaks, water, bathroom access, sleep, 
or any other physical comfort needs for suspects during 
questioning.

Texas has no break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false evidence 
ploys?

X The terms "false evidence," "deception," "trickery," "ruse," 
“minimization”, and "ploy" do not appear anywhere in the 
General Orders in the context of interrogation.

Texas has no statute prohibiting the use of false evidence 
ploys 

Are there limits on the use of minimization 
techniques?

X No FWPD policy restricts minimization or maximization 
techniques for adults or juveniles.

Texas has no minimization statute 

Are there limits on the use of threats during an 
interrogation?

X The policy contains no limits on the use of threats during 
suspect interrogations — with one narrow, context-specific 
exception.

Texas CCP Art. 38.22 Sec. 6 makes statements obtained by 
threat inadmissible.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have an attorney or 
guardian ad litem present during interrogations?

X GO 341.01.E.2 states that “custodial interviews of children 
may only be conducted in Juvenile Processing Offices, and 
written statements or orally recorded statements may only 
be obtained after they are warned of their constitutional 
rights by a judge.”

Detective Investigation Procedures

Are juveniles permitted by policy to have an 
adult present when appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X GO 341.01.A.11 states, “Officers must make every effort to 
contact parents, and juveniles generally must be released to 
a parent or guardian within 6 hours.”

Are vulnerable adults required to have an 
attorney or guardian ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No modified interrogation procedure specific to cognitively 
impaired adult suspects

https://police.fortworthtexas.gov/files/assets/police/v/1/public-information/documents/general-orders/general-orders_web-version-9_15_2025.pdf
https://police.fortworthtexas.gov/files/assets/police/v/1/public-information/documents/general-orders/general-orders_web-version-9_15_2025.pdf


2026 POLICE INTERVIEWING AND INTERROGATION POLICY60

Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Policy 600.13.1 states that “any custodial interrogation of an individual 
who is suspected of having committed any violent felony offense should be 
recorded (audio or video with audio as available) in its entirety.”

Consideration should also be given to recording a custodial interrogation …
when it is reasonable to believe it would be appropriate and beneficial to 
the investigation and is otherwise allowed by law. 

(600.13.1 Audio / Video Recordings) 

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Cal. Pen. Code §859.5: Mandatory A/V recording of the entire custodial 
interrogation, including Miranda advisement, for any person (any age) 
suspected of murder at a fixed place of detention. (2) WIC §625.6: 
Nonwaivable attorney consultation for all youth ≤17 before any Miranda 
waiver — the court considers failure when assessing admissibility. (3) Cal. 
Pen. Code §859.7: Evidence-based eyewitness identification procedures 
(implemented in Policy 607). The murder recording mandate remains one 
of the most technically rigorous in the cohort — both audio and video from 
Miranda through conclusion.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No policy specifies camera angle, framing, or dual-subject positioning 
standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X During any interrogation of a suspect who has agreed or who may 
reasonably be asked to participate in an examination ( polygraph), 
members shall not pursue questions that may reveal information only 
known to the perpetrator. 

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed FPD policies.

Fresno Police Department

https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/07/PolicyManual-7-16-26_Redacted.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No explicit hard adult 
interrogation time limit beyond 
constitutional standards was 
identified. 

X Policy 324 Juvenile secure detention: Juveniles may not be held at a Fresno 
Police Department facility for more than six hours from the time of arrival. 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X Policy 900.7.1 states that “to prevent the appearance of a coercive 
effect during lengthy interviews, officers conducting interviews should: 
provide reasonable breaks as needed, water and/or food, and access to a 
restroom. When the interview lasts over three hours, officers shall provide 
food if requested.”

900.7 Officers' Duties at the SVB Interview Rooms

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: No adult minimization 
restriction exists. 

X Policy 324.9 states that “threats, physical harm, deception or psychological 
manipulative tactics shall not be used by an officer during a custodial 
interrogation of a juvenile.” 

WIC Section 625.7

324.9 Custodial Interrogation

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: No equivalent prohibition 
applies to adults 

X Policy 324.9 stated that “threats, physical harm, deception or psychological 
manipulative tactics shall not be used by an officer during a custodial 
interrogation of a juvenile” (WIC Section 625.7) 

324.9 Custodial Interrogation

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: No equivalent prohibition 
applies to adults 

X Threats, physical harm, deception, or psychological manipulative tactics 
shall not be used by an officer during a custodial interrogation of a juvenile.

WIC Section 625.7

324.9 Custodial Interrogation

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Policy 324.9 directly implements WIC Sec. 625.6: 'Prior to conducting a 
custodial interrogation, including the waiver of Miranda rights, an officer 
shall permit a juvenile 17 years of age or younger to consult with legal 
counsel in person, by telephone, or by video conference. The consultation 
may not be waived by the juvenile.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Policy 324.9 states that “the member conducting the interrogation should 
explain to the juvenile and parent/guardian what they may expect during 
the processing and interrogation” 

324.9 Custodial Interrogation

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No interrogation-specific modification for suspects with cognitive 
impairments.

Sources: Policy Manual Policy 600 Investigations / Sec. 600.13 Custodial Interrogation Requirements (Eff. 04/25/2023); 
Policy 324 Temporary Custody of Juveniles / Sec. 324.9 Custodial Interrogation (Eff. 10/11/2024); Policy 450 Body Worn Video 
Cameras (Eff. 10/01/2025); Policy 900 Sec. 900.7.1 SVB Interview Rooms; Policy 368 Sec. 368.12 LEP Custodial Interrogations 
(Eff. 06/01/2020); Policy 370 DHH (Eff. 01/03/2023); Policy 324 Sec. 324.6.1 Juvenile Temporary Custody | Cal. PC Sec. 859.5 
(murder recording; clear-and-convincing burden); WIC Sec. 625.6 (mandatory attorney consult, all under-18, unwaivable); WIC Sec. 
625.7 (deception/minimization/threats ban, all under-17, eff. July 1 2024) | California: one-party consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/07/PolicyManual-7-16-26_Redacted.pdf
https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/07/PolicyManual-7-16-26_Redacted.pdf
https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/07/PolicyManual-7-16-26_Redacted.pdf
https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/07/PolicyManual-7-16-26_Redacted.pdf
https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/07/PolicyManual-7-16-26_Redacted.pdf
https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/07/PolicyManual-7-16-26_Redacted.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or audio 
recording of serious crimes? Note the 
requirement relating to audio or video & 
note which crime categories.

Gap: No equivalent recording mandate 
found for adult interrogations.

X GO 500-06 Sec. 6 (Custodial Interviews) requires officers to record 
ALL custodial interviews of juveniles. The recording device must 
be turned on when the officer begins talking, must capture the 
magistrate's warnings, and cannot be turned off until the last 
question is answered. No equivalent blanket recording mandate was 
found for adult interrogations in these policies.

Juveniles and young adult encounters 

Is there a statutory requirement that 
interviews be recorded? For which crime 
categories?

X Texas CCP Art. 2.32 (enacted 2015): All law enforcement agencies 
shall adopt a written policy requiring electronic recording of 
custodial interrogations for 12 listed offense categories: murder, 
capital murder, kidnapping, trafficking of persons, indecency with 
a child, sexual assault of a child, aggravated sexual assault of a 
child, continuous sexual abuse of a child, compelling prostitution, 
prohibited sexual conduct, burglary, robbery, aggravated robbery, 
and any first-degree felony.

Does the policy comport with statutory 
requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera angle, 
framing, or view of the interrogator?

X No policy in the reviewed documents addresses interrogation room 
camera angle, framing, or whether the interrogator must be visible 
in the recording.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have an 
evidence-based suspicion prior to 
conducting interrogations?

Gap: Policy does not extend to adult 
interrogations 

X GO 500-06 Sec. 6 (Interview and Interrogation) Officers should ask 
open-ended, non-leading questions that encourage the juvenile to 
produce a narrative answer.

Interrogation and Interviewing Procedures

GO 200-08 requires professional conduct and sound judgment, but 
does not set a suspicion threshold for interrogation 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

Gap: Policy does not extend to adult 
interrogations

X See above

Is any confession corroboration required? X No policy explicitly requires investigators to corroborate confessions 
before filing charges.

Houston Police Department

https://www.houstontx.gov/police/general_orders/500/500-06%20Juvenile%20and%20Young%20Adult%20Encounters.pdf
https://www.houstontx.gov/police/general_orders/500/500-06%20Juvenile%20and%20Young%20Adult%20Encounters.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No explicit overall time cap is stated 
for the total duration of a juvenile or adult 
interrogation in the reviewed policies; the 
policy doesn’t extend to adults

X GO 500-06 Sec. 6 (Interview and Interrogation) If the interview is 
lengthy, officers shall interrupt questioning with breaks after 120 
minutes to provide the juvenile an opportunity to eat, drink, and use 
the restroom.

Interrogation and Interviewing Procedures

Are suspects required to be given breaks 
from interrogation?

Gap: No equivalent break requirement 
was found for adult interrogations in the 
reviewed policies

X GO 500-06 §6 explicitly requires that at the 120-minute mark, 
juvenile interrogations be interrupted with breaks 'to provide the 
juvenile an opportunity to eat, drink, and use the restroom.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No policy in the reviewed documents addresses false evidence ploys 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No policy in the reviewed documents addresses the use of 
minimization techniques

Are there limits on the use of threats 
during an interrogation?

X GO 200-08 section 1 requires employees to 'be courteous, civil, and 
respectful' and prohibits 'threatening or insulting language. There is, 
however, a specific policy that limits threats in an interrogation.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have an 
attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

X GO 500-06 Sec. 6 explicitly states: 'As with adult defendants, 
juveniles may have legal counsel present during interviews or 
interrogations. Juveniles also have the right to have a parent or 
guardian present during any form of interview by law enforcement, 
unless that parent or guardian is suspected of being a perpetrator 
towards the juvenile.

Interrogation and Interviewing Procedures

Are juveniles permitted by policy to have 
an adult present when appropriate (e.g., 
parents or counselors)?

X GO 500-06 Sec. 6 grants juveniles the right to have a parent or 
guardian present during any interview by law enforcement (unless 
the parent/guardian is suspected of being a perpetrator). Officers 
must stop questioning when the juvenile invokes this right and may 
only resume when the parent or guardian is present. No parent or 
guardian may waive the juvenile's right to counsel.

Are vulnerable adults required to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

X No HPD general order requires a support person, guardian ad litem, 
or attorney to be present for vulnerable adults.

Sources: Policy Manual  GO 400-28 (Body Worn Cameras), GO 500-06 (Juvenile & Young Adult Encounters), GO 500-20 (Treatment 
of Prisoners), GO 200-08 (Conduct & Authority), Tex. Crim. Proc. Code §§ 2.32, 38.22 | Evaluated: March 2026

https://www.houstontx.gov/police/general_orders/index.htm


2026 POLICE INTERVIEWING AND INTERROGATION POLICY64

Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X General Order 1.1 Sec. IV.E states that “an electronic recording of 
an interrogation is required when conducted: (1) in a felony criminal 
investigation; (2) during a custodial interrogation; and (3) in a place of 
detention.”

Law Enforcement Role and Authority – General Order 1.1 IV

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X A court rule requires the recording of interrogations in all felonies.

Ind. R. Evid. 617

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No specific interrogation room camera positioning standard was identified. 

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed IMPD directives.

Indianapolis Police Department

https://public.powerdms.com/INDYMETRO/tree/documents/2943955
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult policy found in the 
document

X PN 1.17 Sec. III.B.2 states that the interview shall be conducted for only a 
reasonable length of time for juveniles.

IMPD Juvenile Arrest Procedures PN 1.17 - Custodial Interrogation

Indiana has no adult interrogation time limit statute and no statutory 
juvenile interrogation time limit. 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No IMPD General Order or Procedural Notice mandates break intervals 
during adult or juvenile interrogations.

Indiana has no break mandate statute. 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No IMPD General Order or Indiana statute restricts false evidence ploys or 
deceptive interrogation tactics for adults or juveniles.

Indiana has no prohibition on the use of the false evidence ploy.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No IMPD policy restricts minimization or maximization techniques for any 
population.

Indiana has no minimization statute. 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X GO 1.1's policy statement provides: "Coercion or threats, real or implied, will 
not be used during interviews or interrogations to obtain confessions."

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X PN 1.17 Sec. III.B.1 states that “prior to any interrogation, the officer will 
read and explain the department's 'Juvenile Advice and Waiver of Rights" 
form to the juvenile and parent/guardian. The juvenile and parent/guardian 
are entitled to a private conference after the advisement of rights.”

IMPD Juvenile Arrest Procedures PN 1.17 - Custodial Interrogation

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X See above

PN 1.17 Sec. I.K.L states that “personnel at the Juvenile Detention Center 
will attempt to notify the juvenile’s parent/guardian as soon as possible 
that their child has been taken into custody.”

IMPD Juvenile Arrest Procedures PN 1.17 - Procedural Notice

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No interrogation-specific modification procedure for cognitively impaired 
adult suspects was confirmed from the reviewed directives.

Sources: Policy Manual General Order 1.1 Law Enforcement Role and Authority (Eff. 10/27/2015); Procedural Notice PN 1.17 
Juvenile Arrest Procedures (Eff. 11/06/2023; updated 01/27/2026); General Order 4.32 Body Worn Camera and In-Car Camera 
Systems (Eff. 07/02/2025) | Indiana Evidence Rule 617 (all-felony recording; inadmissibility consequence); IC 31-30.5-1-2 (juvenile 
recording; inadmissibility); IC 31-32-5-1 (juvenile rights waiver requires parent/guardian/attorney; unwaivable) | Indiana: one-party 
consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://public.powerdms.com/INDYMETRO/tree/documents/2943980
https://public.powerdms.com/INDYMETRO/tree/documents/2943980
https://public.powerdms.com/INDYMETRO/tree/documents/2943980
https://public.powerdms.com/INDYMETRO/tree
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Order 310 section II.H.1 requires that 'all potential suspect interviews 
conducted by Investigations shall be audio and video recorded in their 
entirety unless extenuating circumstances exist.' This applies to all 
suspect interviews regardless of crime category. The recording must run 
continuously, even when the detective is not actively interviewing and when 
the interviewee is alone in the room

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Florida does not have a broad statewide statute mandating electronic 
recording of all custodial interrogations.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

Gap: Policy does not address 
framing of the interrogator

X Order 310 section II.H.2.d states: 'The suspect should be seated in the 
interview room facing a camera. 

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X Order 310 section II.C.e (Investigative Techniques) requires detectives to: 
review all preliminary reports and documents, check criminal histories, 
conduct computer database searches, review all JSO records, collect and 
analyze physical evidence, and review lab results, prior to conducting 
interviews. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy explicitly prohibits contamination

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X There is no explicit policy provision requiring corroboration of a confession 
before charging or prosecuting.

Jacksonville Sheriff’s Office
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult policy found in the 
document

X Order 310 section II.G.23.a 6-hour juvenile secure custody limitation at 
the interview room before the juvenile must be delivered to the appropriate 
juvenile detention facility or released

Order 201 (also referenced) 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X Order 310 section II.G.5 requires that interviewees be told that they may 
signal for water, restroom access, or further assistance by knocking or 
calling out; a sign should also be posted inside every interview room. Also, 
section II.G.7 stipulates that officers shall periodically offer restroom breaks 
or water to the interviewees

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No provision explicitly addresses or restricts the use of false evidence ploys. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No provision explicitly addresses or restricts minimization techniques.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X Order 310 section II.C.b(6): 'No person who is subject to custodial 
interrogation shall be intimidated, threatened, or coerced to make 
involuntary statements or admissions

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Order 310 section II.G.24 has multiple provisions that require officers to 
stop questioning and allow the parent to speak with juvenile suspects; 
however, there is no provision that specifically allows for a parent or 
guardian to be present during the interrogation. 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Order 310 section II.G.24.d provides that 'if a parent, guardian, or legal 
custodian appears and requests to speak with the juvenile, officers should 
grant the parent, guardian, or legal custodian a reasonable opportunity to 
confer with the juvenile.' However, section II.G.24.c explicitly states that 'the 
officer is not required to await the arrival of the parent, guardian, or legal 
custodian prior to beginning the interrogation.' The order acknowledges 
(II.G.24.j) that courts may consider parent presence as a factor in 
admissibility — particularly for younger juveniles — but does not require it as 
a precondition.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

Gap: There is no equivalent 
provision for adults with 
intellectual disabilities, mental 
illness generally, or other cognitive 
vulnerabilities beyond autism/
ASD. 

X Order 310 section II.C.b(4) requires that when interviewing a person (victim, 
suspect, or defendant) with diagnosed autism or autism spectrum disorder, 
detectives 'shall make a good faith effort' to ensure a qualified professional 
(psychiatrist, psychologist, mental health counselor, social worker, etc.) is 
present at all interviews upon the individual's or their parent/guardian's 
request.

Sources: Source: Order 310 — Investigations, Version 15 (Effective 12/17/2024); Owner: Chief of Investigations | Also references 
F.S.S. 943.0439 (autism interviews) | Evaluated: March 2026

https://opendata.jaxsheriff.org/Doc/27
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X RSMo Sec. 590.700 states that “it is the discretion of the investigative 
element either to electronically record or type the statement except for 
those crimes required by law.

When feasible, custodial interrogations should be recorded of persons 
suspected of committing or attempting to commit: (1) Murder. (2) Assault in 
the first degree. (3) Assault of a law enforcement officer in the first degree. 
(4) Domestic assault in the first degree. (5) Elder abuse in the first degree. 
B-4 (6) Robbery in the first degree. (7) Arson in the first degree. (8) Forcible 
rape. (9) Forcible sodomy. (10) Kidnapping. (11) Statutory rape in the first 
degree. (12) Statutory sodomy in the first degree. (13) Child abuse. (14) 
Child kidnapping.”

Custodial Questioning

Recordings include any form of audio, video, motion picture, or digital 
media.

Internally Recorded Digital Media Records Annex C

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X All custodial interrogations of persons suspected of committing or 
attempting to commit murder in the first degree, murder in the second 
degree, assault in the first degree, assault of a law enforcement officer in 
the first degree, domestic assault in the first degree, elder abuse in the 
first degree, robbery in the first degree, arson in the first degree, rape in 
the first degree, forcible rape, sodomy in the first degree, forcible sodomy, 
kidnapping, kidnapping in the first degree, statutory rape in the first degree, 
statutory sodomy in the first degree, child abuse, or child kidnapping shall 
be recorded when feasible.

Mo. Rev. Stat. ch. 590.700 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No KCPD policy specifies camera angle, framing, or positioning standards 
for interrogation recordings.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit evidentiary threshold beyond the constitutional probable cause 
requirement. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy that limits interrogation contamination. 

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the KCPD 
policy.

Kansas City Police Department

https://kcpolice.org/media/4157/pi-22-05.pdf
https://kcpolice.org/media/4157/pi-22-05.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X PI 23-03 Annex C Sec. A provides a 6-hour juvenile detention limit for traffic 
violators under 15: 'At no time will the juvenile traffic violator be held in 
excess of six (6) hours.' However, this is a detention limit specific to juvenile 
traffic cases, not a general interrogation duration cap. No general juvenile 
interrogation time limit was identified in any KCPD policy. 

Missouri has no statutory interrogation time limit for adults or juveniles 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No KCPD policy mandates break intervals during custodial interrogations for 
adults or juveniles. 

Missouri has no statutory break mandate 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No KCPD policy restricts false evidence ploys or deceptive interrogation 
tactics for adult or juvenile suspects. 

Missouri has no statute prohibiting false evidence ploys. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No KCPD policy restricts minimization or maximization techniques. 

Missouri has no minimization statute. 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No explicit policy prohibiting the use of threats.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X PI 23-03 Annex A Sec. B(3)(a) states that “if a juvenile is identified as a 
suspect, all interviews must be conducted with a DJO and a parent/legal 
guardian or attorney present.”

Juvenile Procedures

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X See above - parent/legal guardian OR attorney presence is mandatory  for 
all juvenile suspect interviews

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No interrogation-specific modified procedure for cognitively impaired adults 
was identified, but PI 22-05 Annex B Sec. B(6)(b) requires consideration of 
the individual's physical and mental condition before obtaining a waiver.

Sources: Manual PI 22-05 Detaining & Questioning and Search & Seizure Procedures (Eff. 7/13/2022); PI 25-01 Internally 
Recorded Digital Media Records (Eff. 4/2/2025); PI 23-03 Juvenile Procedures (Eff. 5/15/2023); PI 20-03 Limited English 
Proficiency (Eff. 5/27/2020); PI 25-08 Mental Health Crisis (Eff. 12/31/2025) | RSMo Sec. 590.700 (felony recording mandate) | 
Missouri: one-party consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://kcpolice.org/media/4157/pi-22-05.pdf
https://kcpolice.org/about/transparency/policies-and-procedures/
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Policy 6.130.4 states that the preferred method is audio AND video in 
a designated interview/interrogation room. Where a dedicated room is 
unavailable, custodial interviews/interrogations must be audio recorded.

Las Vegas Dept. Man 7-14-07

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X Policy does not specify dual-angle requirements (interrogator-facing and 
suspect-facing), minimum field-of-view standards, or explicit requirements 
that the interrogator must be visible in frame.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X There is no explicit minimum-evidence threshold or pre-interrogation case 
review requirement.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy in place to limit contamination during an interrogation/interview.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X Neither Policy 6.130 nor the Department Manual requires independent 
corroboration of a confession before charging or prosecution.

Las Vegas Police Department

https://www.scribd.com/document/111084468/LasVegas-PoliceDept-Manual-7-14-07-Las-Vegas-Metropolitan-Police-Department-Partners-with-the-Community
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X Policy 6.130.3, “Ensure the subject is not held longer than two hours after 
the interview/interrogation concludes, unless approved by a supervisor

For juveniles, the policy manual provides that juvenile interrogations should 
“generally not last for an extended period, generally not more than two 
hours.

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X Policy 6.130.3, item 5 requires officers to “provide the subject with access 
to drinking water and restroom facilities as needed."

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X Policy 6.130 contains no prohibition on the use of false evidence ploys, 
deception, or psychologically manipulative interrogation tactics for adult 
suspects.

For juvenile suspects, NRS 62C.014 (eff. July 1, 2024) prohibits officers 
from “knowingly mak[ing] a materially false statement about evidence that 
is reasonably likely to elicit an incriminating response” or making false 
promises of leniency

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X Neither Policy 6.130 nor the Department Manual restricts minimization 
techniques for adult or juvenile suspects. Nevada has no minimization 
statute. NRS 62C.014’s prohibition on false evidence ploys for juveniles 
does not explicitly address minimization

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X Policy 6.130 does not contain an explicit interrogation-specific threat 
prohibition. The 2007 Department Manual’s Miranda section notes that 
custodial statements must be “freely and voluntarily given and not the 
result of duress or coercion either expressed or implied” 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

Gap: Nevada Supreme Court 
presence isn't a mandate; it is a 
SHALL requirement

X Department Manual (§5/203.05) states that arresting officers “must 
attempt to notify a juvenile’s parents, guardian, or custodian at the time 
of arrest” and that “the Nevada Supreme Court has expressed a strong 
preference for parents to be present during custodial interrogations.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Department Manual requires parental notification at the time of arrest 
without undue delay

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Department policies and procedures that apply to all subject interviews 
and/or interrogations also apply to interviews with mentally ill subjects.

Sources: Policy 6.130, Interviews and Interrogations (Vol. 6, Ch. 1 — Revised 8/2023, 12/2025) Supplementary: LVMPD 
Department Manual (eff. 7/14/2007) — Miranda Warning (§4/108.20); Interviewing In-Custody Prisoners (§4/102.01); Interaction 
with the Hearing Impaired (§5/204.01); Juvenile Procedures (§5/203.05); Mentally Ill Persons (§4/117.00); Nevada Statutes: NRS 
171.1239 (agency recording policy mandate); NRS 62C.014 (eff. July 1, 2024 — juvenile false evidence ploy ban) | Evaluated: April 
2026
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X The LBPD manual contains no standalone policy requiring the recording of 
custodial interrogations

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X California Penal Code §859.5 applies by state law to LBPD and requires 
electronic (audio and video) recording of the entire custodial interrogation 
of any person — adult or juvenile — suspected of murder while at a fixed 
place of detention

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X The LBPD manual contains no standalone policy requiring the recording of 
custodial interrogations

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X The policy has no provisions for fixed interview room cameras, multi-angle 
coverage, or a requirement that the suspect be seated facing a camera.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No LBPD policy requires a minimum evidentiary foundation before 
commencing a custodial interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No LBPD policy explicitly restricts pre-interrogation evidence disclosure to 
suspects. Require witness separation before interviews

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No LBPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X No LBPD policy imposes time limits on adults or juveniles.

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No LBPD policy requires periodic breaks during custodial interrogations for 
adults or juveniles

Long Beach Police Department
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Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys? 

Gap: California WIC §625.7 is not 
reflected in policy, and there isn’t 
a similar provision in state law or 
departmental policy for adults. 

X LBPD has no departmental policy implementing this prohibition for adults 
or juveniles.

California WIC §625.7 (AB 2644, operative July 1, 2024) prohibits 
law enforcement from using 'deception' — defined as 'the knowing 
communication of false facts about evidence, misrepresenting the accuracy 
of the facts, or false statements regarding leniency' — during custodial 
interrogations of juveniles 17 and under. This applies to LBPD as a matter 
of state law.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: California WIC §625.7 is not 
reflected in policy, and there isn’t 
a similar provision in state law or 
departmental policy for adults. 

X LBPD has no departmental policy implementing this prohibition for adults 
or juveniles.

California WIC §625.7(b)(2)(A) (AB 2644, operative July 1, 2024) explicitly 
prohibits 'maximization and minimization and other interrogation practices 
that rely on a presumption of guilt or deceit' for juveniles 17 and under.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: California WIC §625.7 is not 
reflected in policy, and there isn’t 
a similar provision in state law or 
departmental policy for adults.

X LBPD has no departmental policy implementing this prohibition for adults 
or juveniles.

California WIC §625.7(a) (AB 2644, operative July 1, 2024) explicitly 
prohibits 'threats, physical harm, deception, or psychologically manipulative 
interrogation tactics' for juveniles 17 and under, with statements so 
obtained presumed involuntary.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

Gap: California WIC §625.6 is not 
reflected in departmental policy. 

X LBPD has no departmental policy that explicitly allows an attorney or 
guardian to be present during an interrogation. 

California WIC §625.6 (SB 203, eff. January 1, 2021) requires that any 
youth 17 years of age or younger SHALL consult with legal counsel prior 
to a custodial interrogation and before waiving any Miranda rights. This 
consultation may not be waived. 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Manual §8.4.2.4: officers shall take immediate steps to notify the juvenile’s 
parent, guardian, or a responsible relative that the juvenile is in custody and 
the location where the juvenile is being held.  This includes situations where 
a juvenile is taken directly to a hospital.

8.4.2.4 Notification of Parent or Guardian

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No LBPD policy specifically addresses modified interrogation procedures for 
vulnerable adults. 

Sources: LBPD Policy Manual (March 16, 2026) §8.4 Juvenile (Rev. Dec 2016); Cal. Pen. Code §859.5 (murder recording); WIC 
§625.5 (SB 203, eff. 2021); WIC §625.7 (AB 2644, op. Jul 2024) | Evaluated: April 2026

Important Note: The LBPD Policy Manual contains NO standalone custodial interrogation general order. The interview and 
interrogation procedure is not addressed as a discrete subject. Several rubric items, therefore, rely on California statute (which 
applies by force of law) rather than LBPD departmental policy. The Juvenile section (§8.4) was last revised December 15, 2016 — 
predating California SB 203 (eff. 2021) and AB 2644 (op. July 2024). These statutes now govern LBPD practice but are not reflected 
in the manual's juvenile procedures chapter.

https://citydocs.longbeach.gov/LBPDPublicDocs/DocView.aspx?id=131219&dbid=0&repo=LBPD-PUBDOCS&cr=1
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X No standalone dedicated custodial interrogation recording SOP was 
confirmed from the reviewed materials.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Cal. Pen. Code §859.5: Mandatory A/V recording of the entire custodial 
interrogation, including Miranda advisement, for any person (any age) 
suspected of murder at a fixed place of detention. (2) WIC §625.6: 
Nonwaivable attorney consultation for all youth ≤17 before any Miranda 
waiver — the court considers failure when assessing admissibility. (3) Cal. 
Pen. Code §859.7: Evidence-based eyewitness identification procedures 
(implemented in Policy 607). The murder recording mandate remains one 
of the most technically rigorous in the cohort — both audio and video from 
Miranda through conclusion.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No specific camera framing or suspect-facing standard

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed LAPD directives.

Los Angeles Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X No explicit interrogation time limit was identified in the reviewed LAPD 
directives. 

California has no interrogation time limit statute 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No LAPD policy provision mandating break intervals during custodial 
interrogations was identified in the reviewed directives.

California has no adult interrogation break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No prohibition against the use of false evidence ploys

California WIC Sec. 625.7  provides interrogation protection for juveniles 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No prohibition against the use of minimization techniques

WIC Sec. 625.7 (eff. July 1, 2024) explicitly and categorically prohibits 
minimization during custodial interrogations of persons under 17. 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X LAPD Volume 1, Sec. 1/210.10 (Law Enforcement Code of Ethics): 'never 
employing unnecessary force or violence'

WIC Sec. 625.7 categorically prohibits 'threats' and 'physical harm' during 
custodial interrogations of persons under 17 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X LAPD Special Order No. 1 provides that before any custodial interrogation 
or Miranda waiver of a person under 18, the youth shall consult with legal 
counsel in person, by telephone, or by video conference. The consultation 
cannot be waived -- by the juvenile, the parent, or any other person.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X No LAPD policy section requiring parental presence before or during 
juvenile custodial interrogations was identified in the reviewed materials.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

Gap: No guardian or attorney 
presence requirement for 
cognitively impaired adults.

X No interrogation-specific modification procedure

Sources: Policy Manual LAPD Department Manual (Q3 2025, updated 10/14/2025); Special Order No. 1 (1/5/2021, Interrogation 
of Suspects / WIC Sec. 625.6 implementation); Special Order No. 12 (4/28/2015, Body Worn Video -- Manual Sec. 3/579.15); 
DICVS Program (est. 2009) | Cal. PC Sec. 859.5 (murder recording, clear-and-convincing burden); WIC Sec. 625.6 (mandatory 
attorney consultation, all under-18, eff. 2021); WIC Sec. 625.7 (deception/minimization ban, all under-18, eff. July 1, 2024) | 
California: one-party consent | Consent Decree 2001-2013; LAPD Reform context | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.lapdonline.org/lapd-manual-2/
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X SOP 8.25.5 mandates that any division having audio/video recording 
systems ‘will use this system to record any criminal interview and/or 
interrogation of a suspect or potential suspect that the officer has reason to 
believe has committed, or is wanted on a warrant for committing, a violent 
felony.’ Covered offenses include: homicide, Assault 1st/2nd/3rd, Wanton 
Endangerment 1st, Strangulation, Unlawful Imprisonment 1st, Kidnapping, 
Rape 1st, Sodomy 1st, Sexual Abuse 1st, Arson 1st, Robbery 1st, Escape 
1st, and any felony involving a child victim or physical/sexual assault on a 
child. Commanding officer approval is required to forego recording for these 
offenses.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

  X Kentucky does not have a comprehensive statewide statute requiring 
electronic recording of all custodial interrogations.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

N/A. There is no statewide law requiring the recording of interrogations.

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X LMPD policy does not contain a specific requirement for the suspect to 
be seated facing a camera, nor does it address multi-angle coverage or 
a specific requirement to capture the interrogator on camera during in-
custody interrogations.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

Gap: LMPD policy does not 
include an explicit requirement 
that interrogators have gathered 
and reviewed a minimum 
evidentiary foundation before 
commencing an interrogation of 
an adult suspect

X SOP 8.25.2 outlines information development sources — witnesses, public 
records, background investigations, surveillance, and physical evidence — 
as the preconditions for criminal investigation. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X LMPD policy does not include provisions explicitly limiting the disclosure of 
case facts to suspects before or during interrogation.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No LMPD policy explicitly requires corroboration of an adult confession 
before charging or prosecution.

Louisville Metro Police 
Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: LMPD policy does not 
include an explicit time restriction 
for adults

X SOP 8.25.4 for adults states that the time/duration of continuous 
interrogations should be based on the seriousness of the crime, the 
suspect’s age and maturity level, and the suspect’s previous experience 
with law enforcement.

SOP 10.7.6 The juvenile may be retained in custody, for investigative 
purposes, for a period of time not to exceed two (2) hours, unless a time 
extension is granted.

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X SOP 8.25.4 explicitly states that Custodial suspects/arrestees will have 
access to a restroom, water, breaks, or other such amenities, as needed.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X SOP 8.25.4 prohibits threats, false promises, and/or coercion to induce a 
custodial suspect’s/arrestee’s confession, but does not explicitly address 
false evidence ploys. 

Kentucky has no law prohibiting the use of false evidence ploys. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X SOP 8.25.4  prohibits Threats, false promises, and/or coercion to induce a 
custodial suspect’s/arrestee’s confession, but there is no LMPD policy that 
explicitly restricts minimization techniques. 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X SOP 8.25.4 explicitly prohibits threats, false promises, and/or coercion to 
induce a custodial suspect's/arrestee's confession. 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

Gap: Parents/legal guardians 
are not required to be present, 
nor may they interfere with an 
interrogation

X SOP 10.7.6 requires that prior to any custodial interrogation, the officer 
must inform the juvenile that his/her parent, guardian, or custodian will be 
notified regarding the arrest and interrogation, and that the juvenile has a 
right to consult with an attorney.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X SOP 10.7.6 requires officer notification of the juvenile's parent, guardian, 
or custodian regarding the arrest and interrogation. However, the policy 
explicitly notes: 'Kentucky law only requires notification.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

Gap: This provision isn't required

X SOP 8.25.7 provides that persons with a mental illness, developmental 
disability, or persons of diminished capacity may have limited reasoning 
and the inability to effectively communicate their thoughts. When 
interviewing or interrogating a person with a mental illness, developmental 
disability, or a person of diminished capacity, members will follow the 
procedure…members MAY…contact the person’s parent/guardian/
caretaker to explain the situation and/or to attend the interview.

Sources: SOP 8.25 – Interviews and Interrogations (Rev. 05/29/23); SOP 10.7 – Juvenile Public Offenders (Rev. 09/19/22); SOP 
4.31 – Body-Worn Camera (Rev. 07/21/25); SOP 4.1 – Mobile Video System (Rev. 11/02/24) | Evaluated: March 2026

https://www.lmpd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/615/Standard-Operating-Procedures-PDF?bidId=
https://www.lmpd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/615/Standard-Operating-Procedures-PDF?bidId=
https://www.lmpd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/615/Standard-Operating-Procedures-PDF?bidId=
https://www.lmpd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/615/Standard-Operating-Procedures-PDF?bidId=
https://www.lmpd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/615/Standard-Operating-Procedures-PDF?bidId=
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X No standalone custodial interrogation recording policy was identified in the 
accessible MPD manual sections. Ch. XIII §15

Interrogation/Interview Procedures

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Tennessee has no mandatory custodial interrogation recording statute

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No MPD policy requires a suspect-facing camera positioning equivalent.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No interrogation policy with an evidence threshold was identified. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No interrogation policy is in place to limit contamination

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No provision in the reviewed sections requires confession corroboration 
before charging or prosecution.

Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: For adults, no interrogation 
time limit was identified in the 
reviewed sections. Tennessee has 
no statutory interrogation time 
limit.

X Ch. VII §3(I)(B)(4): “When interrogating a juvenile, there will only be two 
investigators present and the interrogation will not exceed six (6) hours.” 
(emphasis added)

Interrogation/Interview Procedures

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No provision in the reviewed sections mandates break intervals for adult or 
juvenile interrogations.

Memphis Police Department

https://memphispolice.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/2023_MPD_POLICY_AND_PROCEDURES_FULL_6-27-2023.pdf
https://memphispolice.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/2023_MPD_POLICY_AND_PROCEDURES_FULL_6-27-2023.pdf
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Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No MPD policy section restricts false evidence ploys for adult or juvenile 
suspects

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No MPD policy restricts minimization or maximization techniques. 
Tennessee has no minimization statute.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No explicit standalone threat prohibition

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Ch. VII §3(I)(B)(1) - (3) provides a (1) Investigators must make a “reasonable 
effort to contact” a parent or guardian prior to interrogation to explain 
departmental interrogation procedures, and “when possible, a parent or 
guardian should be present during interrogation”; (2) Investigators “must 
be especially cautious when interrogating children less than 16 years of 
age” — for serious offenses, there is “a strong presumption that the child 
is not capable of making an intelligent waiver in the absence of a parent, 
guardian, or attorney”; (3) When unable to contact or have a parent/
guardian present for a child under 16 charged with a serious offense, 
investigators must consult their immediate supervisor for a decision on 
whether to proceed.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Ch. VII §3(I)(B)(1): “When possible, a parent or guardian should be present 
during interrogation.”

Interrogation/Interview Procedures

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

Gap: No guardian or attorney 
presence requirement for 
cognitively impaired adults.

X No provision in the reviewed sections addresses requirements for modified 
interrogation procedures for cognitively impaired adults.

Sources: MPD Policy & Procedures Manual (Rev. June 27, 2023, memphispolice.org); Ch. VII §3: Interview/Interrogation of Juvenile 
Prisoners (Date: 06-09-09); Ch. VII §4: Juvenile Arrest Status/Protective Custody (Date: 08-01-17); Ch. XIII §15: In-Car Video/Body 
Worn Cameras (Date: 07-16-18) | Tennessee: no mandatory recording statute | Evaluated: April 2026

https://memphispolice.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/2023_MPD_POLICY_AND_PROCEDURES_FULL_6-27-2023.pdf
http://memphispolice.org
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X No video or audio recording requirements were found in any policy 
document (DPM 3.1.20, DPM 3.1.25, DPM 3.5.10). Policies address 
Miranda rights and voluntariness but contain no recording mandates for 
any crime category.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Arizona has no statute or court rule requiring electronic recording of 
custodial interrogations for any offense category

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No mention of camera angle, framing, or view of the interrogator in any 
policy document.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No provision in DPM 3.1.20, DPM 3.1.25, or DPM 3.5.10 requires 
interrogators to have an evidence-based suspicion threshold before 
beginning an interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No contamination-prevention policies are present in any document.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X None of the policy documents require corroboration of a confession. DPM 
3.5.10 Sec. 2.2G requires juvenile confessions to be voluntary, knowing, 
and intelligent, but does not require corroborating evidence before acting 
on a confession.

Mesa Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: The adult prohibition isn't 
mandatory

X DPM 3.5.10 Sec. 2.2A: Custodial juvenile interviews should not exceed 
two hours without supervisor approval. For adults, DPM 3.1.25 Sec. 3.1B 
prohibits excessively prolonged interrogations but sets no specific time limit 

Constitutional considerations DPM 3.1.25 Investigations 3. Legal 
Requirements 3.1 

DPM 3.5.10 Juvenile Operations 2.2 Custodial Interviews 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X 3.1 Prohibited Actions During Criminal Investigations B. Excessively 
prolonged interrogations.  

Constitutional considerations DPM 3.1.25 Investigations 3. Legal 
Requirements 3.1 

Juveniles: Custodial interviews should not exceed two hours without 
supervisor approval. 

DPM 3.5.10 Juvenile Operations 2.2 Custodial Interviews 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X None of the policy documents limit the use of false evidence ploys during 
interrogation.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X None of the policy documents limit the use of minimization techniques 
during interrogation.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X DPM 3.1.25 Sec. 3.1A explicitly prohibits coercion, threats, or promises to 
obtain a confession or admission. DPM 3.1.20 Sec. 4.4B also states that 
officers must not threaten or physically abuse suspects. No minimization 
exception noted.

Constitutional considerations DPM 3.1.25 Investigations 3. Legal 
Requirements 3.1

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X If a parent or guardian requests to be present for the interview, reasonable 
accommodation should be afforded. 1. A member may confer with the 
juvenile’s parent(s), legal guardian(s), or custodian(s) during the interview if 
it will not interfere with the investigation 

DPM 3.5.10 Juvenile Operations 2.1 Constitutional Rights 2.2 Custodial 
Interview

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X DPM 3.5.10 Sec. 2.2D: If a parent or guardian requests to be present 
for the interview, reasonable accommodation should be afforded. Sec. 
2.1B requires a good-faith effort to notify the parent/guardian before 
interviewing. Note: policy does not require the officer to ask if the parent 
wants to attend.

DPM 3.5.10 Juvenile Operations 2.1 Constitutional Rights 2.2 Custodial 
Interview

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X None of the documents address requirements for vulnerable adults to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem present. DPM 3.1.20 Sec. 4.4E notes extra 
care with suspects who have trouble understanding rights (low IQ, ESL, 
juveniles), but does not mandate a representative.

Sources: Policy Manual  DPM 3.1.20 Interrogation Protocols (Rev. 04/11/2019); DPM 3.1.25 Constitutional Considerations (Eff. 
04/06/2012); DPM 3.5.10 Protocols for Offenses Committed by Juveniles (Rev. 05/27/2025); DPM 3.4.35 On-Officer Body Camera 
Program (Eff. 06/07/2016) Additional sources: https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree | Arizona: no mandatory interrogation 
recording statute (NACDL 2024) Evaluated: April 2026

https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree/documents/270128
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree/documents/270128
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/documents/275710
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree/documents/270128
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree/documents/270128
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/documents/275710
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree/documents/270128
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree/documents/270128
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/documents/275710
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/documents/275710
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/documents/275710
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/documents/275710
https://public.powerdms.com/MESAPD/tree
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 

The recording and crime level are 
not specified.

X DO 9 Chapter 3 § 3.4.10 (5)  states that when confessions are recorded: 
a. An introduction shall be given by the investigator stating date, time, 
location, and case number. b. Inform the subject or witness that the 
statement is being recorded. c. Swear in the subject. d. The investigator 
shall read constitutional Miranda warnings or acknowledge on the record 
that Miranda was read to the subject. e. Subject shall be asked to identify 
themselves, stating name, residence, telephone number, and date of birth.

DO 11, Ch. 25 §25.5.21(d) requires that juvenile interrogations “shall be 
audio recorded absent exigent circumstances” — a mandatory requirement 
for all juvenile interrogations.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No MPD policy specifies camera placement, framing requirements, or 
mandates that both the interrogator and the suspect be captured during an 
interrogation.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit minimum-evidence or investigative-threshold standard is stated 
as a precondition for commencing an interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No publicly available MPD policy addresses restrictions on disclosing 
evidence to suspects prior to interrogation to prevent contamination

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No MPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Miami Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: Policy doesn’t extend 
protections to adults. 

X DO 11 Chapter 25 § 25.5.21 (e) states that in any interrogation, the length 
of time that a juvenile may be questioned must be reasonable. As a general 
rule, the interrogation should not exceed one (1) hour unless supervisory 
approval is obtained.

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation? 

Gap: No MPD policy addresses 
breaks for adults. 

X DO 11, Ch. 25 §25.5.21(g) requires that consideration be given to the 
juvenile’s comfort, surroundings, privacy, physical needs, and requests. 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No MPD policy prohibits or restricts the use of false evidence ploys during 
adult or juvenile interrogations

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No MPD policy addresses minimization techniques

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No MPD policy addresses the use of threats.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Whenever feasible, a parent or guardian should be present during the 
interrogation. 

25.5.21 A Juvenile Interrogation

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Whenever feasible, a parent or guardian should be present during the 
interrogation. 

25.5.21 A Juvenile Interrogation

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No MPD policy establishes modified interrogation procedures, support 
person access, or guardian contact requirements for cognitively impaired 
adults during custodial interrogations.

Sources: Sources: DO 9 Ch. 3 §3.4.10 Interviews & Interrogations (Rev. 11/28/2017); DO 11 Ch. 25 §§25.5.21–22 Juvenile 
Interrogation (Rev. 07/17/2018); Homicide SOP (pub. 09/2024); SVU SOP (pub. 02/2024); miami-police.org/standard-operating-
procedures | Evaluated: April 2026

http://miami-police.org/standard-operating-procedure
http://miami-police.org/standard-operating-procedure
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X All felonies and misdemeanors are video and audio recorded. SOP 
750.15(A) (GO 2025-32, Eff. July 16, 2025) mandates digital audio-video 
recording for: (1) any adult (17 years of age or older) in custody for a felony 
or a misdemeanor, and (2) any juvenile (under 17 years of age) for either a 
felony or a misdemeanor

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No provision addresses camera angle, dual-framing of interrogator and 
subject, or minimum field-of-view for video capture.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X Neither SOP 750 nor SOP 140 establishes an evidence-based suspicion 
threshold before commencing an interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No contamination-prevention policies are present in any policy document.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No MPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Milwaukee Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: For adults, no explicit 
interrogation duration limit was 
identified in the reviewed policies

X SOP 140.15(C)(5) (GO 2025-34): Juveniles shall not be held in secure 
custody status in a municipal lockup facility for more than six hours

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X SOP 750.20(B)(3)(f) requires the post-interrogation supplemental report to 
document “the time and duration of all breaks or interruptions, such as to 
use the restroom or eat,” and (g) “if any food or beverage was provided to 
the person.”

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X Neither SOP 750, SOP 140, nor any other reviewed MPD policy restricts the 
use of false evidence ploys or deceptive tactics during interrogation of adult 
or juvenile suspects. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No MPD policy reviewed restricts minimization or maximization techniques 
for adult or juvenile suspects. Wisconsin has no minimization statute

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No standalone explicit threat prohibition

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X ISOP 750.15(A)(3)f accommodations are available, contact with a parent or 
guardian during a juvenile custodial interrogation shall be at the discretion 
of the member

750.15 Procedures (Wileag 6.3.6, 6.6.4)

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X SOP 140.15(E) requires parental notification “as soon as possible.” The 
parent, guardian, or legal custodian of any juvenile, including a 17-year-old, 
taken into custody must be notified as soon as possible.

Notification Of Parent Or Guardian

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X None of the documents address requirements for vulnerable adults to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem present

Sources: SOP 750 — Audio-Video Recorded Interviews/Interrogations (GO 2025-32, Eff. July 16, 2025, amends GO 2024-16); SOP 
140 — Juvenile Procedures (GO 2025-34, Eff. July 24, 2025, amends GO 2022-22); SOP 190 — Limited English Proficiency/Hearing 
Impaired Persons (GO 2025-05, Eff. Feb. 13, 2025); SOP 220 — Arrest Authority (Miranda provisions) | Wisconsin Wis. Stat. 
§968.073 (felony A/V recording mandate); Wis. Stat. §938.31 (juvenile recording mandate) | Source: city.milwaukee.gov/police | 
Evaluated: April 2026

https://city.milwaukee.gov/ImageLibrary/Groups/mpdAuthors/SOP/750-AUDIOVIDEORECORDEDINTERVIEWSINTERROGATIONS1.pdf
https://city.milwaukee.gov/ImageLibrary/Groups/mpdAuthors/SOP/140-JUVENILEPROCEDURES.pdf
http://city.milwaukee.gov/police
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X MPD Sec. 10-206 states that “officers shall electronically record all 
custodial interrogations/interviews of suspects when the questioning 
occurs at a place of detention.” 

10-206 Electronic Recording of Custodial Interrogations/Interviews

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Minnesota has no mandatory recording statute for custodial interrogations; 
however, State v. Scales, 518 N.W.2d 587, 592 requires that interrogations 
of all crimes be electronically recorded.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X MPD Sec. 10-206 directly implements the Scales decision mandate, which 
requires the recording of all custodial interrogations at places of detention 

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No MPD policy provision in the reviewed sections specifies camera angle, 
framing, or interview-room positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X Sec. 10-213 (48-hour rule) requires a probable cause determination for 
warrantless arrests within 48 hours, creating an institutional evidence-
sufficiency gate before extended custodial interrogation can continue. If the 
County Attorney cannot establish probable cause for continued detention, 
the arrestee must be released. No explicit pre-interrogation minimum-
evidence standard was identified in the reviewed sections beyond the 
constitutional custody standard.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No SFPD policy explicitly prohibits sharing case evidence with suspects prior 
to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed MPD policy sections.

Minneapolis Police Department

https://mpdpolicyhub.minneapolismn.gov/main/mpd-documents/electronic-recording-of-custodial-interrogationsin-181
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X Sec. 10-213 establishes the 36-hour rule, which means that an arrested 
person must have been charged or released from custody no more than 36 
hours from the time he was arrested.

10-213 36-Hour Hold and 48 Hour Hold Rules

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No MPD policy provision mandates break intervals during custodial 
interrogations.

Minnesota has no break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X Employees shall not knowingly make false accusations of any criminal, 
ordinance, traffic, or other law violation. This provision shall not prohibit 
the use of deception during criminal investigations or interrogations as 
permitted under law.

Volume Five – Code of Conduct and Use of Force – Rules 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X Minn. Stat. Sec. 634.025 prohibits unauthorized leniency statements 
for juvenile interrogations (inadmissibility presumption), which partially 
addresses minimization's leniency misrepresentation component. 

However, no broader prohibition on minimization or maximization tactics 
exists in Minnesota statute or the reviewed MPD policy sections

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No explicit threat prohibition was identified in the reviewed MPD policy.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X MPD Sec. 8-107 provides that “officers and investigators may allow a 
parent/legal guardian to be present during an interview of their child if 
the presence of the parent/legal guardian is not deemed to be coercive or 
inhibiting.”

8-107  Interviews of Arrested Juveniles

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X MPD Sec. 8-104 provides that “it shall be the responsibility of the 
investigator/investigative unit to notify the parent/legal guardian when 
a juvenile is received by them from officers. Juvenile Detention Center, 
Juvenile Supervision Center and MPD Juvenile Unit staff will attempt 
notification for juveniles admitted to their respective facilities.”

8-104 MECC and Parental Notification of Detained or Arrested Juvenile 

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Mental Health: MPD Sec. 8-107 requires evaluation of 'physical condition' 
before interrogation, which extends to mental health status; however, 
there is no modified interrogation practice for individuals with cognitive 
disabilities.  

Sources: MPD Policy Manual Sec. 10-206 Electronic Recording of Custodial Interrogations (01/30/95, rev. 09/13/04); Sec. 10-213 
36/48-Hour Hold Rules; Sec. 8-107 Interviews of Arrested Juveniles; Sec. 10-205 Interviewing Suspects in Hospital MPD Policy 
Hub: mpdpolicyhub.minneapolismn.gov | State v. Scales, 518 N.W.2d 587 (Minn. 1994) (court-mandated recording); Minn. Stat. 
Sec. 634.025 (2024 juvenile false evidence ploy -- inadmissibility); Minn. Stat. Sec. 626.8473 (BWC written policy required); One-
party consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://mpdpolicyhub.minneapolismn.gov/main/mpd-documents/36hour-hold-and-48-hour-hold-rules-200?oid=FnHU20nBEe-RVQBQVp85qQ%7CSZ2ukECPEfCRjgBQVp85qQ%7CSummary%7C%7CMTAtMjEzIDM2%7Cd_YkQQOUEfGRhABQVoi2XQ&pos=1#oid
https://mpdpolicyhub.minneapolismn.gov/main/mpd-documents/code-of-conduct-defined-520
https://mpdpolicyhub.minneapolismn.gov/main/mpd-documents/interviews-of-arrested-juveniles-275?oid=HGqx30nBEe-RVQBQVp85qQ%7CSZ2ukECPEfCRjgBQVp85qQ%7CRTFEditor1%7C38%7COC0xMDcgIEludGVydmlld3Mgb2YgQXJyZXN0ZWQgSnV2ZW5pbGVz%7CtZu41QOUEfGRhABQVoi2XQ&pos=1#oid
https://mpdpolicyhub.minneapolismn.gov/main/mpd-documents/mecc-and-parental-notification-of-detained-or-arre-266?oid=HGqxy0nBEe-RVQBQVp85qQ%7CSZ2ukECPEfCRjgBQVp85qQ%7CRTFEditor1%7C54%7COC0xMDQgTUVDQyBhbmQgUGFyZW50YWwgTm90aWZpY2F0aW9uIG9mIERldGFpbmVkIG9yIEFycmVzdGVkIEp1dmVuaWxl%7C1FHfvQOUEfGRhABQVoi2XQ&pos=1#oid
https://mpdpolicyhub.minneapolismn.gov/main/mpd-policy-and-procedure-manual
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X No standalone interview-room video recording policy

Interviews and Interrogations

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Tennessee has no mandatory custodial interrogation recording statute

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No dedicated interview-room camera framing requirement

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No statutory evidence-sufficiency standard before a custodial interrogation 
was identified beyond the constitutional custody standard

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No interrogation policy is in place to limit contamination

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in 
accessible MNPD sections.

Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No interrogation limit for 
adults; vague limitation for 
juveniles

X 15.30.040.B.4 The juvenile should not be interrogated for any extended 
period of time.

15.30.040.B.4 Custodial Interrogation of Juveniles

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No mandatory break interval was identified in any accessible MNPD 
section.

Nashville Police Department

https://www.nashville.gov/sites/default/files/2026-09/MNPD_MANUAL_091726.pdf?ct=1789668577
https://www.nashville.gov/sites/default/files/2026-09/MNPD_MANUAL_091726.pdf?ct=1789668577
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Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No MNPD policy restriction on false evidence ploys or deceptive 
interrogation tactics was identified in the accessible sections.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No MNPD policy restricts minimization or maximization techniques

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X Only a voluntary confession, freely and intelligently made, can be used as 
evidence against a defendant.

15.30.040 Interviews and Interrogations

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X 15.30.040 B The officer will give consideration to conferring with parents or 
guardians prior to conducting the interrogation, particularly in the case of 
younger or mentally delayed juveniles.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X The officer will give consideration to conferring with parents or guardians 
prior to conducting the interrogation, particularly in the case of younger or 
mentally delayed juveniles.

15.30.040.B Custodial Interrogation of Juveniles

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No provision in the reviewed sections addresses requirements for modified 
interrogation procedures for cognitively impaired adults.

Sources: MNPD Department Manual (Rev. June 2024), nashville.gov/departments/police/department-manual; Key Sections: 
§8.30 Body Worn & In-Car Camera Systems; §15.30 Conducting Investigations; §16.10 Juvenile Arrest Reports; §18.80 Field 
Interviews; §18.90 Interpreter Services; §18.100 Disabilities; §18.110 Mentally Ill Persons; §5.120 CVSA/Polygraph | Tennessee: 
no mandatory recording statute | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.nashville.gov/sites/default/files/2026-09/MNPD_MANUAL_091726.pdf?ct=1789668577
https://www.nashville.gov/sites/default/files/2026-09/MNPD_MANUAL_091726.pdf?ct=1789668577
http://nashville.gov/departments/police/department-manual


2026 POLICE INTERVIEWING AND INTERROGATION POLICY90

Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X D.G. 502-30 establishes an all-offense custodial interrogation recording 
mandate for adults

(2) P.G. 215-29 (Juveniles, eff. 04/03/24): All custodial interrogations of 
juveniles for ANY offense must be electronically recorded.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X The statute requires recordation of interrogations of specified felonies.

N.Y. Crim. Proc. Law § 60.45 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X FCA Sec. 305.2(5-a) specifies: "The interrogation shall be recorded in a 
manner such that the persons in the recording are identifiable and the 
speech is intelligible." P.G. 215-29 Additional Data states: "Furthermore, 
persons recorded must be identifiable and their speech intelligible"

No policy with an explicit camera angle or framing requirement was found.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed NYPD Patrol Guide procedures.

New York Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: New York has no adult 
interrogation time limit statute 

X FCA Sec. 305.2(8): "In determining the suitability of questioning and 
determining the reasonable period of time for questioning such a child, 
the child's age, the presence or absence of his or her parents..." -- a 
reasonableness standard. (emphasis added)

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No NYPD Patrol Guide procedure mandating break intervals during adult or 
juvenile interrogations was identified.

New York has no comfort or break provision.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No explicit NYPD Patrol Guide prohibition on false evidence ploys was 
identified. 

New York CPL Sec. 60.45(2) a judicially enforced involuntariness standard 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No NYPD Patrol Guide procedure or New York statute restricts minimization 
or maximization techniques.

New York has no minimization statute 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X The NYPD Code of Conduct and Rule of Conduct prohibit abuse of authority 
and discourtesy.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X P.G. 215-29 ensures that the parent/guardian is present in the 
Interrogation Room during the interrogation.

Electronic Recording of Custodial Interrogation of Juveniles

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X P.G. 215-29 provides that when a uniformed member of the service 
conducts a custodial interrogation of a juvenile regarding any offense, the 
parent/guardian must be notified immediately, and the notification must be 
documented.

(Parent may object to the question of requesting an attorney for the 
juvenile) 

Electronic Recording of Custodial Interrogation of Juveniles

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No specific interrogation modification procedure for cognitively impaired 
adult suspects beyond general voluntariness standards was confirmed from 
the reviewed materials.

Sources: Patrol Guide P.G. 215-29 Electronic Recording of Custodial Interrogations of Juveniles (Eff. 04/03/24, R.O. 15); P.G. 
215-30 Juveniles Under 12 Years of Age (Eff. 04/03/24, R.O. 16); Cross-ref: D.G. 502-30 Electronic Recording of Custodial 
Interrogations (adult); P.G. 212-90 (LEP); P.G. 212-104 (Hearing Impaired); P.G. 221-13 (Mental Health) | NY CPL Sec. 60.45(3) 
(Class A-1 felony + serious sex/violent felony recording; factor-consideration consequence, eff. 4/1/2018); CPL Sec. 60.45(2) (false 
promise/evidence -- inadmissibility); FCA Sec. 305.2 (juvenile -- parent notification + OCA-room recording; sub. 5-a) | NY: one-party 
consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.nyc.gov/assets/nypd/downloads/pdf/public_information/public-pguide3.pdf
https://www.nyc.gov/assets/nypd/downloads/pdf/public_information/public-pguide3.pdf
https://www.nyc.gov/site/nypd/about/about-nypd/manual.page
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X No standalone custodial interrogation room recording policy

General Considerations for Level 1 Interviews

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Cal. Pen. Code §859.5: Mandatory A/V recording of the entire custodial 
interrogation, including Miranda advisement, for any person (any age) 
suspected of murder at a fixed place of detention. (2) WIC §625.6: 
Nonwaivable attorney consultation for all youth ≤17 before any Miranda 
waiver — the court considers failure when assessing admissibility. (3) Cal. 
Pen. Code §859.7: Evidence-based eyewitness identification procedures 
(implemented in Policy 607). The murder recording mandate remains one 
of the most technically rigorous in the cohort — both audio and video from 
Miranda through conclusion.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No OPD policy specifies camera angle, framing, or dual-perspective 
recording standards for custodial interview rooms.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X P&P 19-01 provides that “the primary investigator will begin the interview 
with basic background questions, then allow the member to provide a 
cognitive recall of the incident. Following the member’s recollection of the 
incident, the primary investigator will ask questions to obtain a thorough 
understanding of the facts and circumstances surrounding the incident, 
including questions about a member’s decisions and actions during the 
incident.”

Interview Protocols and Considerations

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X P&P 19-01 provides that “it is essential that all questions be neutral, 
non-leading, and do not make assumptions that are not based on facts or 
previously stated assertions by the person being interviewed.”

Interview Protocols and Considerations

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration mandate was identified in the provided 
OPD policy documents.

Oakland Police Department

https://public.powerdms.com/oakland/tree/documents/2569719
https://public.powerdms.com/oakland/tree/documents/2569719
https://public.powerdms.com/oakland/tree/documents/2569719
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time 
limit was identified. 

X DGO O-9 §III.E.3 implements WIC §207.1(d)(3) with an explicit 6-hour 
maximum for juvenile secure detention: “The secured detention is not to 
exceed six hours.”

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: No mandatory adult break 
interval was identified. 

X DGO O-9 §VII. A requires that all minors in temporary custody receive “one 
snack upon request during the term of temporary custody if the minor has 
not eaten in the past four hours or is otherwise in need of nourishment 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: No prohibition applies to 
adult interrogations by California 
statute 

X California Welfare and Institutions Code §625.7 (eff. July 1, 2024): “During 
a custodial interrogation of a person 17 years of age or younger relating 
to the commission of a misdemeanor or felony, a law enforcement officer 
shall not employ threats, physical harm, deception, or psychologically 
manipulative interrogation tactics.” 

California state law not found in policy 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: No minimization restriction 
applies to adult interrogations in 
California. 

X WIC §625.7 explicitly prohibits minimization for all custodial interrogations 
of persons under 18.

California state law is not found in policy.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X WIC §625.7 explicitly prohibits “threats” and “physical harm” during 
custodial interrogations of persons under 17. 

California state law is not found in policy.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X A parent does not have the right to see their child prior to/or during an

Interrogation unless the minor has requested to speak to them.

Juvenile Interrogation And Notification Policy

DGO O-9 §VIII.J acknowledges that “when possible, a parent or guardian 
should be present during interrogation 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Once a minor has been taken to a place of confinement, i.e., any law 
enforcement facility, the investigating officer or YSS Intake Officer shall take 
immediate steps to notify the minor’s parents, guardian, or responsible 
relative that the minor is in custody and to provide the location where the 
Minor is being held.

Juvenile Interrogation And Notification Policy

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No provision in the reviewed sections addresses requirements for modified 
interrogation procedures for cognitively impaired adults.

Sources: Manual DGO O-9 Detention of Juvenile Offenders (Issued Oct 31, 2001); DGO I-15 Body Worn Camera Program (Eff. 
Dec 19, 2023); CID P&amp; P 19-01 Homicide Section Level-1 Use of Force Incident Procedures (Eff. Dec 21, 2021) | Cal. Penal 
Code §859.5 (murder recording); WIC §625.6 (attorney consult pre-interrogation); WIC §625.7 (deception ban, eff. July 1, 2024) | 
Evaluated: April 2026

Policy Note: DGO O-9 (Juvenile Detention) is dated October 31, 2001, and predates WIC §625.6 (mandatory attorney consultation, 
2018/2021), WIC §625.7 (deception ban, effective July 1, 2024), and California Penal Code §859.5 (mandatory murder recording, 
2014). No dedicated adult custodial interrogation policy was provided or identified in publicly available OPD documents 

https://public.powerdms.com/oakland/tree/documents/489
https://public.powerdms.com/oakland/tree/documents/2569719
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X OCPD Sec. 6-118.2 provides that “an electronic recording shall be made 
of an entire custodial interrogation of an individual suspected of a crime….
An electronic recording will be considered as any audio or audiovisual 
recording, but an audiovisual recording should be made when feasible.”  

6-118.2  

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X All law enforcement agencies of this state, in collaboration with the county 
or district attorney in the appropriate jurisdiction, shall adopt a detailed 
written policy requiring electronic recording of a custodial interrogation of an 
individual suspected of homicide or a felony sex offense that is conducted 
at a place of detention.

22 Ok. Stat. §22

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X OCPD Sec. 6-118.3 (Interview Rooms) establishes general security 
and operational guidelines but contains no camera angle, framing, or 
positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X (2) Sec. 6-118.1: Reverse interview order is required when possible -- victim 
first, working toward the suspect; suspect interviewed last. This structured 
sequencing limits cross-contamination and ensures investigators develop a 
complete factual picture before confronting the suspect

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No interrogation policy is in place to limit contamination.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in OCPD 
policy.

Oklahoma City Police 
Department

https://www.okc.gov/files/assets/city/v/3/police/documents/operations-manual-6th-edition-september-30-2026.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: This policy uses 'should' 
(advisory/best practice) rather 
than 'shall' (mandatory) 

Gap: No interrogation time limit 
for adults

X OCPD Sec. 6-118.2 provides that the custodial interrogation of a juvenile 
should not extend over a prolonged and continuous period.

6-118.2

Oklahoma has no statutory interrogation time limit for adults or juveniles 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X OCPD Sec. 6-118.3(E) provides that “A person being interviewed/
interrogated shall be provided access to water and restroom facilities.  
Lengthy interviews should include comfort breaks as needed.”

6-118.3

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No OCPD policy restricts false evidence ploys or deceptive interrogation 
tactics for adult or juvenile suspects.

Oklahoma has no equivalent statute. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X With prior consent of the prosecuting authority, the officer causing charges 
to be filed may negotiate with a person accused of a crime by stating to 
them that their cooperation, clearing of other crimes, or other assistance 
will be relayed to the prosecuting authority.  The officer may recommend 
that such cooperation or assistance be given consideration in legal action 
to be taken against the person accused of a crime.

6-120.1

No OCPD policy restricts minimization or maximization techniques for any 
population.

Oklahoma has no minimization statute.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No explicit SHALL-level operational prohibition on threats during 
interrogation

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X OCPD Sec. 6-118.2 provides that “any custodial interrogation of a youthful 
offender under sixteen (16) years of age, or of a child, shall be in the 
presence of the parents, guardian, attorney, adult relative, adult caretaker, 
or legal custodian of the youthful offender or the child.”

6-118.2

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X For under-16 juveniles and children: adult presence is mandatory 
(interrogation shall be in the presence of a parent, guardian, attorney, adult 
relative, adult caretaker, or legal custodian) and interrogation shall not 
commence until both the juvenile and the adult are fully advised of rights, 
including the right to counsel.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Mental Health -- Sec. 5-204: CIT officer program; emergency detention 
procedures; if encountering a mentally unstable criminal suspect, the 
officer shall advise the jail supervisor and document mental instability 
concerns

Sources: OCPD Operations Manual, Sixth Edition (Published Nov 28, 2023; Updated Feb 5, 2026). Key Sections: 6-118 Interview 
and Interrogation (Rev. 12/23) | 4-108 Language Assistance Plan | 4-109 Deaf/HH Interpreters; 4-201 Body-Worn Camera (Rev. 
3/25) | 4-315 Juvenile Custody | 5-204 Mental Health | 22 O.S. Sec. 22 (recording mandate) | 10A O.S. Sec. 2-2-301 (juvenile 
interrogation) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.okc.gov/files/assets/city/v/3/police/documents/operations-manual-6th-edition-september-30-2026.pdf
https://www.okc.gov/files/assets/city/v/3/police/documents/operations-manual-6th-edition-september-30-2026.pdf
https://www.okc.gov/files/assets/city/v/3/police/documents/operations-manual-6th-edition-september-30-2026.pdf
https://www.okc.gov/files/assets/city/v/3/police/documents/operations-manual-6th-edition-september-30-2026.pdf
https://www.okc.gov/files/assets/city/v/3/police/documents/operations-manual-6th-edition-september-30-2026.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X OPD’s Miranda policy (doc 803931) states: “Every effort shall be made 
to document the entire interview and/or interrogation using video and/or 
audio recordings”

Law of Interrogation

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No OPD policy specifies camera placement, framing requirements, or 
requires that both the interrogator and suspect be captured on video.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit minimum-evidence or probable-cause standard is stated as a 
precondition for commencing an interrogation.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No publicly available OPD policy addresses restrictions on disclosing 
evidence to suspects prior to interrogation to prevent contamination.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No OPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Omaha Police Department

https://public.powerdms.com/OPDEP1/documents/803931
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: OPD policy doesn’t extend 
to adults and doesn’t specify an 
exact time restriction. 

X For Juvenile interrogation: The length of the interrogation/interview and the 
number of officers who participate in the interrogation will be limited to a 
level that is reasonable.

Interrogations / Interviews

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: OPD policy doesn’t extend to 
adults 

X Officers will make certain that the personal needs of the juvenile, such as 
restroom, water, and breaks, are met during the interrogation.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: OPD policy doesn’t extend to 
adults

X The OPD will pursue the least coercive course of action necessary to protect 
both the public and the juvenile.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: OPD policy doesn’t extend to 
adults 

X The OPD will pursue the least coercive course of action necessary to protect 
both the public and the juvenile.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: OPD policy doesn’t extend to 
adults

X The OPD will pursue the least coercive course of action necessary to protect 
both the public and the juvenile.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X OPD's juvenile interrogation policy states that if a juvenile’s parent, 
guardian, or custodian wishes to be present during the interrogation/
interview, the interviewing officer will determine whether to allow or deny 
the request. 1. If parents, guardians, or custodians are allowed to be 
present, they shall remain silent, and they shall not interfere with the 
interrogation/interview

Interrogations / Interviews

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X OPD  Juvenile interrogations policy states that, during custodial and non-
custodial interrogations and interviews, officers will explain to the juvenile 
and any present parents/guardians or custodians the OPD’s procedures, in 
detail, regarding: 1. The arrest and/or detention of juveniles. 2. Any aspect 
of the juvenile justice system that is relevant to the situation at hand.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No OPD policy was identified addressing modified interrogation procedures 
for cognitively impaired adults. 

Sources: Public PMD Miranda Warning – Law of Interrogation (doc 803931); Deaf & Hard of Hearing Communications (doc 
841385); NRS §§29-4501–29-4508 (2008); NRS §§81-1452–81-1454 (BWC); Juvenile policy (title: “Juveniles – Identification of 
Juveniles, Rights Advisory, and Interrogation”)| Evaluated: April 2026

https://public.powerdms.com/OPDEP1/tree/documents/803501
https://public.powerdms.com/OPDEP1/tree/documents/803501
https://public.powerdms.com/OPDEP1/tree/
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Dir. 5.23 Appendix A mandates video AND audio recording for custodial 
interrogations of persons suspected of 22 enumerated offenses under 18 
Pa.C.S.: all criminal homicide (Ch. 25); aggravated assault (Sec. 2702); 
stalking (Sec. 2709.1); domestic violence (Sec. 2711); kidnapping (Sec. 
2901); unlawful restraint (Sec. 2902); rape (Sec. 3121); statutory sexual 
assault (Sec. 3122.1); involuntary deviate sexual intercourse (Sec. 3123); 
sexual assault (Sec. 3124.1); institutional sexual assault (Sec. 3124.2); 
aggravated indecent assault (Sec. 3125); indecent assault (Sec. 3126); 
arson (Sec. 3301); institutional vandalism if felony-3 (Sec. 3307); burglary 
(Sec. 3502); criminal trespass (Sec. 3503); robbery (Sec. 3701); robbery 
of motor vehicle (Sec. 3702); riot (Sec. 5501); carrying firearms on public 
streets in Philadelphia (Sec. 6108); possession of firearm by minor (Sec. 
6110.1)

5. General Guidelines

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Pennsylvania has no mandatory custodial interrogation recording statute

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

There is no law guiding the recording of custodial interrogations.

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

Gap: Policy doesn’t mention 
having the interrogator in frame.

X Appendix A Sec. 7(A)(8) explicitly states: 'The suspect shall be seated in the 
interrogation room so that their face is clearly visible on camera

Conducting a Digitally Recorded Custodial Interrogation

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X There is no policy addressing interrogation-specific contamination risks, 
such as disclosure of crime details to a suspect before questioning and 
suggestive questioning techniques.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed PPD Directives.

Philadelphia Police Department

https://www.phillypolice.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/D5.23-REV-5-29-20-REDACTED.pdf
https://www.phillypolice.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/D5.23-REV-5-29-20-REDACTED.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X Dir. 5.23 Sec. 5(I) establishes that: (1) At 12 hours without charge, the 
investigator SHALL notify the supervisor; the supervisor reviews the totality 
of circumstances and approves or disapproves continuing hold; 4-hour 
review intervals thereafter. (2) At 24 hours without charge: Commanding 
Officer or CIB Commander notified; CO/CIB reviews and approves or 
disapproves; 4-hour intervals continue. (3) At 36 hours without charge: 
Inspector/Chief Inspector SHALL order release -- mandatory, no exceptions.

Directive 5.23 Interviews and Interrogations

For juveniles: Dir. 5.5 Sec. 3(D) implements the Pennsylvania Act 1991-9, 
which requires that any juvenile taken into police custody must be released 
within six (6) hours.

Directive 5.5-2

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: Breaks should be 
documented, but language 
doesn't mandate it. 

X Appendix A Sec. 7(A)(12): 'Where possible, the investigator should make 
clear on the recording when a suspect is (or has previously been) provided 
with food, drink, prescribed medication, cigarettes, and/or access to toilet 
facilities, etc.' While framed as a documentation standard, this creates an 
accountability mechanism for comfort provision. 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No PPD Directive restricts false evidence ploys or deceptive interrogation 
tactics.

Pennsylvania has no statute prohibiting the use of false evidence 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No PPD Directive restricts minimization or maximization techniques.

Pennsylvania has no minimization statute 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X Dir. 5.23 provides that “police personnel shall not use force of any kind, 
threats of force, threats of deportation, threats of administrative action, 
improperly withhold property or conduct any other form of abusive coercion 
directed toward a victim, complainant, witness or any family member 
thereof, to make the victim, complainant or witness provide information.”

Directive 5.23 Interviews and Interrogations: Policy B 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X No policy that explicitly allows for an attorney, parent, or guardian to be 
present during an interrogation. 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Dir. 5.5 Sec. 8(A)(1): immediate telephone notification of parent/guardian 
explaining arrest, location, and process. Sec. 8(B): all reasonable means to 
notify before any interrogation, with a private consultation opportunity. 

Directive 5.5 Juveniles

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Dir. 5.23 Sec. 5(I)(1) lists the suspect's physical and psychological state as 
a voluntariness factor requiring consideration; however, no policy was found 
that explicitly modifies interrogation practices for suspects with cognitive 
disabilities. 

Sources: Policy Manual; Directive 5.23 Interviews and Interrogations (Eff. 05-29-20); Directive 5.23 Appendix A Electronic 
Recording of Custodial Interrogations (Eff. 05-29-20); Directive 5.5 Juveniles in Police Custody (Eff. 12-12-23) | Cross-ref: Dir. 7.7 
(LEP), Dir. 7.20 (DHH) | Pennsylvania Wiretap Act (18 Pa.C.S. Sec. 5701, all-party consent); No PA mandatory recording statute | 
Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.phillypolice.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/D5.23-REV-5-29-20-REDACTED.pdf
https://www.phillypolice.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/D5.5-REV-REDACTED-12-12-23.pdf
https://www.phillypolice.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/D5.23-REV-5-29-20-REDACTED.pdf
https://www.phillypolice.com/accountability/directives/
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video 
or audio recording of serious 
crimes? Note the requirement 
relating to audio or video & 
note which crime categories.

X 7.21.00 (Domestic Violence Investigations): requiring audio recording for felony 
domestic violence interrogations.

Felonies - Cases where the alleged crime is or may be a felony. Officers will 
audio record all interviews with victims, suspects, and witnesses. Per the 
Maricopa County Attorney’s Office (MCAO), body-worn camera (BWC) footage 
is not acceptable as the audio-recorded interview. If no audio recording device 
is readily available, officers will request one over the radio. When recorded 
interviews cannot be completed, officers will notify a supervisor and document 
the reason for not recording in the CR. The originating officer will be responsible 
for re-contacting and obtaining recorded statements of all the involved parties 
who were at the scene at the time of the original call.

7.21.00 Domestic Violence

Is there a statutory 
requirement that interviews 
be recorded? For which crime 
categories?

X Arizona has no statute or court rule requiring electronic recording of custodial 
interrogations for any offense category

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address 
camera angle, framing, or view 
of the interrogator?

X No PPD Operations Order specifies camera angle, framing, or interview-room 
positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required 
to have an evidence-based 
suspicion prior to conducting 
interrogations?

X 7.3.00 Sec. 3.C.3 requires that suspects be interrogated openly, including 
when 'caught during the commission of a crime,' while allowing for the 
possibility that the suspect did not commit the crime -- building an open-inquiry 
standard even after arrest

Interview and Interrogation

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the reviewed 
PPD Operations Orders.

Phoenix Police Department

Sources: Policy Manual OO 7.3.00 Initial Investigative Procedures (Rev. 09/09/25; updated 01/20/26); OO 7.7.03 Holding and 
Interview Rooms (Rev. 09/09/25); OO 7.8.00 Juvenile Procedures (Rev. 09/09/25); OO 4.49 Body-Worn Camera (last rev. June 
2023) | Cross-ref: OO 1.3.02 (Disabilities); OO 5.8.05 (Audio/Video); OO 7.21.00 (DV audio recording) | Arizona: one-party consent 
(ARS Sec. 13-3012); no mandatory recording statute | DOJ Findings Report June 13, 2024 | Evaluated: April 2026

https://public.powerdms.com/PhoenixPD/tree/documents/1621109
https://public.powerdms.com/PhoenixPD/documents/1621093
https://public.powerdms.com/PhoenixPD/tree
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X Adult holding rooms (OO 7.7.03 Sec. F.4) provide that “Employees will try to 
limit the time detainees spend in holding rooms to two hours.

(a) Signs will be posted in holding areas to remind employees of the two-hour 
time limit.

(b) If a subject is detained for more than two hours, a supervisor will be notified 
and advised of the circumstances (search warrants, lengthy investigations, 
etc.).”

7.7.03 Holding and Interview Rooms

Officers will notify a supervisor if the juvenile interview is going to extend or has 
extended beyond two hours. This notification will be made as soon as practical 
without impairing the integrity of the investigation.

7.8.00 Juvenile Procedures

Juvenile interrogation duration (OO 7.8.00 Sec. 5.A.6): Officers will limit the 
duration of the interview to a reasonable period and will notify a supervisor 
if the interview extends or has extended beyond two hours, considering age, 
maturity, education level, and emotional state.

Are suspects required 
to be given breaks from 
interrogation?

X 7.7.03 Sec. G.5 provides: "Employees will provide detainees access to 
bathrooms and drinking water upon request and when it is reasonable to do 
so"

7.7.03 Holding and Interview Rooms

Are there limits on the use of 
false evidence ploys?

X 7.3.00 Sec. 3.C.3 states that “the suspect’s statement must be voluntarily 
given; the interrogation will not include force, threats, promises, or undue 
psychological ploys to obtain a statement.”

Interview and Interrogation

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X 7.3.00 Sec. 3.C.3 states that “the suspect’s statement must be voluntarily 
given; the interrogation will not include force, threats, promises, or undue 
psychological ploys to obtain a statement.”

Are there limits on the 
use of threats during an 
interrogation?

X 7.3.00 Sec. 3.C.3 states that “the suspect’s statement must be voluntarily 
given; the interrogation will not include force, threats, promises, or undue 
psychological ploys to obtain a statement.”

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to 
have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X 7.8.00 Sec. 5.A.2.e states that “if a juvenile’s parent or legal guardian requests 
an attorney on behalf of the juvenile, it will be the officer’s option to grant the 
request. Serious consideration should be given to the request.”

7.8.00 Juvenile Procedures

Are juveniles permitted by 
policy to have an adult present 
when appropriate (e.g., parents 
or counselors)?

X 7.8.00 Sec. 5.A.2 states that “officers shall make a good faith effort to notify 
the juvenile’s parents, guardian, or custodian of the juvenile’s custody, unless 
doing so would pose a risk to the juvenile.”

“If a juvenile’s parent or legal guardian requests an attorney on behalf of 
the juvenile, it will be the officer’s option to grant the request. "Serious 
consideration should be given to the request.”

7.8.00 Juvenile Procedures

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X 7.8.00 states that “if an officer believes the juvenile is incapable of intelligently 
understanding their rights due to age or mental condition, they will not be 
questioned.”

7.8.00 Juvenile Procedures7.33.00 states that “if the suspect is not aware of 
the investigation, he/she should not be interviewed without contacting FIB”

https://public.powerdms.com/PhoenixPD/tree/documents/1627040
https://public.powerdms.com/PhoenixPD/tree/documents/1621091
https://public.powerdms.com/PhoenixPD/documents/1621093
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X DIR 0850.30 §1.4.1 states that members “shall electronically record all 
custodial interviews of Juveniles.”

Procedure 1.4.1. 

SOP #28 §E requires that members “will utilize the video surveillance 
system to monitor persons in interview rooms.”

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X A custodial interview conducted by a peace officer in a law enforcement 
facility shall be electronically recorded if the interview is conducted in 
connection with an investigation into aggravated murder as defined in ORS 
163.095 (“Aggravated murder” defined) or a crime listed in ORS 137.700 
(Offenses requiring imposition of mandatory minimum sentences) or 
137.707 (Mandatory minimum sentences for certain juvenile offenders 
waived to adult court).

Or. Rev. Stat. § 133.400

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X SOP does not specify suspect-facing vs. interviewer-facing framing

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X SOP does not have an explicit evidentiary standard that must be met before 
an interrogation is conducted. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No interrogation policy is in place to limit contamination

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed PPB directives.

Portland Police Department

https://www.portland.gov/policies/police-directives/arrest-detentions-court-0800/085030-juvenile-interviews-detention-and
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No explicit interrogation 
duration cap for adults

X DIR 0850.30 §3.2.1 provides “Members shall not detain Juveniles at a 
police station, jail, prison, or any other place where adults are detained, 
except at a police station for up to five (5) hours, when necessary to obtain 
the Juvenile’s name, age, residence, and/or other identifying information.” 
(emphasis added)

Procedure 3.2.1.

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: No explicit mandatory break 
interval was identified for adult 
interrogations

X DIR 0850.30 §3.3.2.1 requires that all juveniles held in temporary 
detention have one snack available upon request

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: This prohibition does not 
extend to adult interrogations 

X DIR 0850.30 §1.4.2 provides that “Members shall not intentionally use 
information known to the member to be false to elicit a statement during a 
custodial interview of a Juvenile." (emphasis added)

Procedure 1.4.2.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No policy restricts minimization or maximization techniques for adults or 
juveniles.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No policy that explicitly prohibits the use of threats during an interrogation. 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X DIR 0850.30 §1.1.1: When feasible and unless it would compromise 
the investigation, members may ask the juvenile whether they want a 
supportive adult present and shall allow the adult to be present upon 
request. The supportive adult “can be a parent, employer, teacher, attorney, 
mental health provider, or any adult who is not a witness to the case.

Procedure 1.1.1. 

Procedure 3.3.1. 

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X DIR 0850.30 §3.3.1 requires members to “reasonably attempt to notify the 
Juvenile’s parents, guardian, or other person responsible for the Juvenile” 
as soon as practicable after taking a juvenile into custody

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No provision in the reviewed sections addresses requirements for modified 
interrogation procedures for cognitively impaired adults.

Sources: DIR 0850.30 Juvenile Interviews, Detention, and Custody (Eff. May 17, 2025); Detective Division SOP #28, Interview 
Room Protocol (Rev. July 1, 2025); DIR 0620.00 Body-Worn Camera Use and Management (Eff. June 9, 2024); DIR 0640.36 DHH 
Communications; DIR 0640.37 LEP Communications | ORS 133.400 (adult recording, Measure 11 crimes); ORS 133.402 (juvenile 
recording, all misdemeanors/felonies) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.portland.gov/policies/police-directives/arrest-detentions-court-0800/085030-juvenile-interviews-detention-and
https://www.portland.gov/policies/police-directives/arrest-detentions-court-0800/085030-juvenile-interviews-detention-and
https://www.portland.gov/policies/police-directives/arrest-detentions-court-0800/085030-juvenile-interviews-detention-and
https://www.portland.gov/policies/police-directives/arrest-detentions-court-0800/085030-juvenile-interviews-detention-and
https://www.portland.gov/policies/police-directives/arrest-detentions-court-0800/085030-juvenile-interviews-detention-and
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Directive 1110-10 §Electronic Recording requires officers to record 
custodial interrogations for: (1) Class A, B1, or B2 felonies; (2) Class C 
felonies of rape, sex offense, or assault with a deadly weapon with intent to 
kill inflicting serious injury; and (3) all juveniles for any offense.

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X The provisions of this Article shall apply to all custodial interrogations of 
juveniles in criminal investigations conducted at any place of detention. 
The provisions of this Article shall also apply to any custodial interrogation 
of any person in a felony criminal investigation conducted at any place of 
detention.

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 15A-211 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X Directive 1110-10 explicitly states: 'If the record is a visual recording, the 
camera recording the interrogation must be placed so that the camera films 
both the interrogator and the suspect.' This mirrors G.S. §15A-211(c)(2)'s 
statutory requirement for dual framing.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X Directive 1110-10 distinguishes between non-custodial interviews of 
suspects (preferred when possible) and custodial interrogations requiring 
Miranda. The careful framing of investigative vs. interrogation contexts 
creates an implied threshold. The directive's instruction that 'Whenever 
possible, officers should conduct non-custodial interviews of suspects' 
implies a preference for the non-accusatorial approach.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No explicit witness-separation requirement or restriction on pre-
interrogation evidence disclosure to suspects was identified,

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No RPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Raleigh Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X Directives don't explicitly limit interrogations or detentions

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X Persons being detained will be provided access to water and restroom 
facilities. Comfort breaks such as smoke breaks, opportunity to stretch 
one’s legs or other basic requests which do not unnecessarily hinder or 
interrupt the interview will be allowed based on the officer’s discretion. The 
detainee shall be continuously monitored by the officer assigned to guard 
the person(s).

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No RPD policy explicitly prohibits or limits false evidence ploys for adults or 
juveniles.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No RPD policy addresses minimization techniques

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No departmental rule explicitly prohibits threatening language during 
interrogations.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Directive 1110-10: A juvenile under 16 who is in custody may not waive the 
right to have a parent, guardian, or attorney present during an interview.

G.S. §7B-2101 requires that juveniles be advised of the right to consult 
with an attorney and the right to have a parent, guardian, or custodian 
present during questioning, as additional rights beyond Miranda

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X A juvenile under 18 years of age who is in custody will be provided with 
the juvenile Miranda warnings. Juveniles who are between 16 and 17 may 
waive their right to have a parent, guardian, or attorney present.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No RPD policy requires modified interrogation procedures, support persons, 
or guardian contact for cognitively impaired or mentally ill adults.

Sources: Directive 1110-10 Interviews & Interrogations (Eff. 1/6/2020); Directive 1109-18 BWC & Mobile Video Recording (Eff. 
12/10/2025); G.S. §15A-211 (recording, am. 2023); G.S. §7B-2101 (juvenile interrogation, am. S.L. 2023-114) | Evaluated: April 
2026
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X SPD does not contain a standalone custodial interrogation recording policy. 

Sac. Policies and Procedures

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X California Penal Code §859.5 requires electronic recording of the entire 
custodial interrogation of any person — adult or juvenile — suspected of 
murder (PC §187/§189) while at a fixed place of detention. Recording 
must include audio and video.

Ann. Cal. Penal Code § 859.5 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X BPD policy substantially exceeds Maryland’s statutory recording 
requirements. 

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X SPD does not contain a standalone custodial interrogation recording policy. 

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No SPD General Order was found requiring a minimum evidentiary 
threshold before commencing a custodial interrogation.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No SPD General Order was found explicitly restricting the pre-interrogation 
disclosure of evidence to suspects. 

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No SPD General Order was found requiring corroboration of a confession 
before charging or prosecution.

Sacramento Police Department

https://www.cityofsacramento.gov/police/police-transparency/policy-and-procedures
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X No SPD General Order was found explicitly restricting the time that an adult 
or juvenile can be interrogated. 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No SPD General Order was found explicitly requiring breaks for adults or 
juveniles. 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: This rating reflects the 
juvenile statutory standard; SPD 
has no adult-equivalent policy.

X WIC section 625.7 During a custodial interrogation of a juvenile 17 years of 
age or younger, relating to the commission of a misdemeanor or felony, a 
law enforcement officer shall not employ threats, physical harm, deception, 
or psychologically manipulative interrogation tactics.

Welfare and Institutions Code 625.7

State law is reflected in policy.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: This rating reflects the 
juvenile statutory standard; SPD 
has no adult-equivalent policy.

X WIC section 625.7 explicitly prohibits 'maximization and minimization and 
other interrogation practices that rely on a presumption of guilt or deceit' 
during custodial interrogations of juveniles 17 and under.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: This rating reflects the 
juvenile statutory standard; SPD 
has no adult-equivalent policy.

X Explicitly prohibits 'threats, physical harm, deception, or psychologically 
manipulative interrogation tactics' during custodial interrogations of 
juveniles 17 and under. 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X WIC 625.06 (a) Juvenile: Custodial Interrogation.  The statute prohibits a 
custodial interrogation or waiver of Miranda rights by a minor (17 years of 
age or younger) before the minor has first consulted with legal counsel in 
person, by telephone, or by video conference. This consultation cannot be 
waived.  

Juvenile: Custodial Interrogation

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X WIC 625.06 (a) Juvenile: Custodial Interrogation.  The statute now prohibits 
a custodial interrogation or waiver of Miranda rights by a minor (17 years 
of age or younger) before the minor has first consulted with legal counsel in 
person, by telephone, or by video conference. This consultation cannot be 
waived.  

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No SPD General Order was found specifically requiring modified 
interrogation procedures or support person presence for vulnerable adults. 

Sources: GO 525.07 Body-Worn Camera (Eff. 1/16/2019); Cal. Pen. Code §859.5 (murder recording); WIC §625.6 (SB 203, 
eff. 2021); WIC §625.7 (AB 2644, operative 7/1/2024) | Source: cityofsacramento.gov/police/police-transparency/policy-and-
procedures | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.cityofsacramento.gov/content/dam/portal/police/Transparency/policy/rctbs/Roll%20Call%20Training%20Bulletin%20-%20118.pdf
https://www.cityofsacramento.gov/content/dam/portal/police/Transparency/policy/rctbs/Roll%20Call%20Training%20Bulletin%20-%2085.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or audio 
recording of serious crimes? Note the 
requirement relating to audio or video & 
note which crime categories.

X No single universal interview-room recording policy was found. 

Is there a statutory requirement that 
interviews be recorded? For which crime 
categories?

X Texas CCP Art. 2.32 (enacted 2015): All law enforcement agencies 
shall adopt a written policy requiring electronic recording of 
custodial interrogations for 12 listed offense categories: murder, 
capital murder, kidnapping, trafficking of persons, indecency with 
a child, sexual assault of a child, aggravated sexual assault of a 
child, continuous sexual abuse of a child, compelling prostitution, 
prohibited sexual conduct, burglary, robbery, aggravated robbery, 
and any first-degree felony.

Does the policy comport with statutory 
requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera angle, 
framing, or view of the interrogator?

X No SAPD procedure specifies camera angle, framing, or interview-
room positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have an 
evidence-based suspicion prior to 
conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable 
cause before an interrogation is conducted

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case 
evidence with suspects prior to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration required? X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in 
the reviewed SAPD procedures.

San Antonio Police Department



2026 POLICE INTERVIEWING AND INTERROGATION POLICY109

Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time limit 
was identified beyond the 30-minute 
investigative stop limit for pre-arrest 
situations 

X 712 Sec. 03.K states that Juveniles in a Juvenile Processing Office 
may not be detained for longer than 6 hours.

Procedure 712–Interview, Interrogation and Processing Rooms

Texas has no adult interrogation time limit statute. 

Are suspects required to be given breaks 
from interrogation?

X Procedure 712 Sec. 03.J states that “persons being interviewed or 
interrogated will be provided access to restrooms, water, or comfort 
breaks.”

Procedure 712–Interview, Interrogation and Processing Rooms

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No SAPD procedure restricts false evidence ploys or deceptive 
interrogation tactics for adults or juveniles. 

Texas has no statute prohibiting the use of false evidence ploys.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No SAPD procedure restricts minimization or maximization 
techniques.  

Texas has no minimization statute 

Are there limits on the use of threats 
during an interrogation?

X No explicit prohibition against threat or coercion is found in policy. 

Texas CCP Art. 38.22's voluntariness standard bars admissibility

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have an 
attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

X No policy allowing for attorneys, parents, or guardians ad litem to be 
present during an interrogation. 

Are juveniles permitted by policy to have 
an adult present when appropriate (e.g., 
parents or counselors)?

X Procedure 602 Sec. 04.G states “A juvenile’s parent, custodian, or 
guardian is notified of the arrest as soon as the arresting officer is 
able.”

Procedure 602 – Juveniles

Are vulnerable adults required to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem present 
during interrogations?

X No interrogation-specific modifications for cognitively impaired 
criminal suspects

Sources: Policy Manual Procedure 712 Interview, Interrogation and Processing Rooms (Eff. 07-31-2010); Procedure 508 Field 
Contacts (Eff. 12-01-2024); Procedure 602 Juveniles (Eff. 09-19-2018); Procedure 611 Mentally Ill Persons (Eff. 12-21-2020); 
Procedure 410 Body Worn Cameras (Eff. 09-12-2022); Procedure 612 Deaf/Hearing Impaired (Eff. 12-05-2019) | Tex. CCP Art. 
2.32 (12-offense recording); Art. 38.22 (admissibility bar); Fam. Code Sec. 51.09/51.095 (magistrate warning); Tex. Occ. Code Sec. 
1701.657 (BWC activation) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.sa.gov/files/assets/main/v/1/sapd/policy-and-procedures/712interviewinterrogationprocessingrooms.pdf
https://www.sa.gov/files/assets/main/v/1/sapd/policy-and-procedures/712interviewinterrogationprocessingrooms.pdf
https://www.sa.gov/files/assets/main/v/2/sapd/policy-and-procedures/602-juveniles.pdf
https://www.sa.gov/Directory/Departments/SAPD/Transparency-Open-Data/Open-Data-Library/Policies-Procedures
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X No recording requirement in the policy manual

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Cal. Pen. Code §859.5: Mandatory A/V recording of the entire custodial 
interrogation, including Miranda advisement, for any person (any age) 
suspected of murder at a fixed place of detention. (2) WIC §625.6: 
Nonwaivable attorney consultation for all youth ≤17 before any Miranda 
waiver — the court considers failure when assessing admissibility. (3) Cal. 
Pen. Code §859.7: Evidence-based eyewitness identification procedures 
(implemented in Policy 607). The murder recording mandate remains one 
of the most technically rigorous in the cohort — both audio and video from 
Miranda through conclusion.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No SDPD procedure addresses camera angle, framing, or interview room 
positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause 
before an interrogation is conducted

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed SDPD procedures.

San Diego Police Department

Sources: Policy Manual DP 4.03 Admonition Procedures (Eff. March 5, 2018); DP 3.08 Juvenile Procedures (Eff. December 23, 
2020); DP 4.01 Stop/Detention and Pat Down Procedures (Eff. August 27, 2021); SDPD Policy Manual (Revised March 10, 2022; 
updated August 14, 2025) | Cal. PC Sec. 859.5 (murder recording; clear-and-convincing burden); WIC Sec. 625.6 (mandatory 
attorney consult, all under-18, unwaivable, eff. eff. Jan 1 2020 for under-18); WIC Sec. 625.7 (deception/minimization ban, 
under-17, eff. July 1 2024) | California: one-party consent | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.sandiego.gov/police/data-transparency/policies-procedures/category?category=Policies
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: No adult interrogation time 
limit was identified. 

X DP 3.08 Sec. IX.A.6 states that “a non-secure detention may not exceed 
six hours.  Juveniles may be held in law enforcement facilities only 
long enough for officers to investigate 19DP 3.08 - Juvenile Procedures 
12/23/2020 crime, facilitate the release of the juvenile to a parent, 
guardian, responsible relative, or adult designated by the parent.

DP 3.08 - Juvenile Procedures POLICE FACILITY DETENTIONS

California has no adult interrogation time limit statute. 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: No equivalent adult comfort 
provision found.

X DP 3.08 Sec. IX.B provides that Juveniles under non-secure detention at law 
enforcement facilities shall have the following amenities available to them: 
Drinking water, Toilets and washing facilities, Provide something to eat if he 
or she is in custody for four hours or otherwise needs nourishment

DP 3.08 - Juvenile Procedures POLICE FACILITY DETENTIONS

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No SDPD procedure restricts false evidence ploys. 

WIC Sec. 625.7 prohibits deception, false evidence presentations, false 
statements about leniency, maximization, and minimization during custodial 
interrogations of persons under 17. 

No adult false evidence ploy restriction exists in California law or confirmed 
SDPD policy. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No SDPD operational procedure restricts minimization or maximization for 
any population.

WIC Sec. 625.7 expressly prohibits psychologically manipulative 
interrogation tactics, including minimization, for custodial interrogations of 
persons under 17 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X DP 4.03 Sec. V.H.2: Officers should avoid coercive questioning practices by 
which the individual's will is overborne so that he or she is not free to invoke 
the right to silence or counsel

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X DP 3.08: In these circumstances, existing law requires the peace officer 
to advise the minor that anything he or she says can be used against him 
or her, that he or she has the right to remain silent, that he or she has the 
right to have counsel present during any interrogation, and that he or she 
has the right to have counsel appointed if he or she is unable to afford 
counsel.  

“Prior to a custodial interrogation, and before the waiver of any Miranda 
rights, a youth 15 years of age or younger shall consult with legal counsel in 
person, by telephone, or by video conference.”

3.08 - INVESTIGATIONS

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X DP 3.08 Sec. XVI  states “that when an officer takes a minor to a place of 
confinement, he will take immediate steps to notify the minor’s parent, 
guardian, or a responsible relative that the minor is in custody and the 
location in which the minor is being held.” 

NOTIFICATION OF PARENT OR GUARDIAN

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No interrogation-specific modification for suspects with cognitive 
impairments.

https://www.sandiego.gov/sites/default/files/308.pdf
https://www.sandiego.gov/sites/default/files/308.pdf
https://www.sandiego.gov/sites/default/files/308.pdf
https://www.sandiego.gov/sites/default/files/308.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

Gap: No SFPD-specific policy 
explicitly mandates audio/
video for all serious crime 
interrogations; no adult equivalent 
policy

X DGO 7.01 §III.D.3(e) requires audio recording of juvenile interrogations 
absent exigent circumstances.

Interrogations

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Cal. Pen. Code §859.5: Mandatory A/V recording of the entire custodial 
interrogation, including Miranda advisement, for any person (any age) 
suspected of murder at a fixed place of detention. (2) WIC §625.6: 
Nonwaivable attorney consultation for all youth ≤17 before any Miranda 
waiver — the court considers failure when assessing admissibility. (3) Cal. 
Pen. Code §859.7: Evidence-based eyewitness identification procedures 
(implemented in Policy 607). The murder recording mandate remains one 
of the most technically rigorous in the cohort — both audio and video from 
Miranda through conclusion.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No SFPD DGO specifically addresses camera angle, framing, or the 
requirement to capture the interrogator on camera during interrogations. 
DGO 10.11 §B requires the BWC to be secured above the beltline on 
the front of the chest, but does not address interrogation room setup or 
multiple-camera coverage.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X DGO 5.03 §§5.03.03(D) & 5.03.04 require reasonable suspicion — a 
specific set of facts that would lead a reasonable person to believe a crime 
is, was, or is about to occur — before any investigative detention.

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No SFPD policy explicitly prohibits sharing case evidence with suspects prior 
to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No SFPD general order explicitly requires corroboration of confessions 
before charging or prosecution.

San Francisco Police Department

https://www.sfgov.org/dpa/ftp/uploadedfiles/occ/Policy_Recommendations/dgo7.01.pdf
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention? 

Gap: No explicit time limit on 
interrogation duration is stated for 
adults in the SFPD policy.

X DGO 7.01 §III.C.6 limits juvenile detention at district stations to a maximum 
of 6 hours for juveniles in secure detention (§III.D.2(b)(2)). No explicit time 
limit on interrogation duration is stated for adults in the SFPD policy.

Juvenile Detained For 601 W&I Offenses

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: No explicit policy mandating 
interrogation breaks for adults 
was identified in SFPD DGOs.

X DGO 7.01 §III.B.7 requires that juveniles in custody be given access to 
toilets, washing facilities, drinking water, and food if not eaten within 4 
hours. No explicit policy mandating interrogation breaks for adults was 
identified in SFPD DGOs.

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No SFPD general order explicitly addresses or limits the use of false 
evidence ploys (e.g., falsely claiming forensic evidence exists) during 
interrogations. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X No SFPD general order explicitly addresses or restricts the use of 
minimization techniques 

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No SFPD policy explicitly enumerates a prohibition on specific threatening 
interrogation tactics.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X DGO 7.01 §III.D.3(a) requires that immediately prior to questioning, 
juveniles be advised that they may have a parent or guardian present 
before and during interrogation. §III.B.6 requires that the juvenile be 
allowed to make at least two phone calls — one to a parent/guardian and 
one to an attorney — within one hour of custody.

Interrogations

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X DGO 7.01 §III.D.3(c) expressly provides that if a juvenile requests a 
parent or guardian during interrogation, this shall be allowed unless the 
parent/guardian is a witness or suspect in the same crime, or exigent 
circumstances exist

Parental Notification

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No SFPD policy requires a guardian ad litem or attorney presence for 
vulnerable adults.

Sources: Policy Manual  DGO 7.01 (Juvenile Policies), DGO 10.11 (Body Worn Cameras), DGO 5.03 (Investigative Detentions), DGO 
5.18 (Persons in Custody), California Penal Code § 859.5 | Evaluated: March 2026

https://www.sfgov.org/dpa/ftp/uploadedfiles/occ/Policy_Recommendations/dgo7.01.pdf
https://www.sfgov.org/dpa/ftp/uploadedfiles/occ/Policy_Recommendations/dgo7.01.pdf
https://www.sfgov.org/dpa/ftp/uploadedfiles/occ/Policy_Recommendations/dgo7.01.pdf
https://www.sanfranciscopolice.org/your-sfpd/policies/general-orders
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X SJPD Duty Manual L 4513 states that “sworn personnel will digitally record 
all statements taken in the course of a criminal investigation from suspects, 
victims and witnesses (regardless of age).

Recording of Statements In Criminal Matters

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Cal. Pen. Code §859.5: Mandatory A/V recording of the entire custodial 
interrogation, including Miranda advisement, for any person (any age) 
suspected of murder at a fixed place of detention. (2) WIC §625.6: 
Nonwaivable attorney consultation for all youth ≤17 before any Miranda 
waiver — the court considers failure when assessing admissibility. (3) Cal. 
Pen. Code §859.7: Evidence-based eyewitness identification procedures 
(implemented in Policy 607). The murder recording mandate remains one 
of the most technically rigorous in the cohort — both audio and video from 
Miranda through conclusion.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No General Order in the reviewed manual specifies camera angle, framing, 
or interview-room positioning standards.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X An interrogation is conducted in order to establish the extent of involvement 
of a particular person suspected of committing a crime and/or to obtain 
information from uncooperative individuals who have knowledge of the 
incident under investigation.

Interviews / Interrogations - Definitions And Purposes

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X There is no policy addressing interrogation-specific contamination risks, 
such as disclosure of crime details to a suspect before questioning and 
suggestive questioning techniques.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed SJPD Duty Manual sections.

San Jose Police Department

https://www.sjpd.org/home/showpublisheddocument/314/638161981357100000
https://www.sjpd.org/home/showpublisheddocument/314/638161981357100000
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X No explicit interrogation time limit for adults or juveniles was identified in 
the reviewed Duty Manual.

California has no statutory adult interrogation time limit. For juveniles, WIC 
Sec. 625 'should not extend over a prolonged and continuous period' 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No mandatory break interval for adult or juvenile interrogations was 
identified in the reviewed Duty Manual.

California has no break mandate statute 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: The statute does not extend 
to adults

X No mandatory prohibition against false evidence ploys. 

California WIC Sec. 625.7 (eff. July 1, 2024) prohibits deception during 
custodial interrogations of persons 17 years of age or younger. The duty 
manual was published before WIC Sec. 625.7 was enacted. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: The statute does not extend 
to adults

X No mandatory prohibition against minimization. 

California WIC Sec. 625.7 (eff. July 1, 2024) prohibits deception during 
custodial interrogations of persons 17 years of age or younger. The duty 
manual was published before WIC Sec. 625.7 was enacted.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

Gap: The statute does not extend 
to adults

X No mandatory prohibition against the use of threats.

WIC Sec. 625.7 explicitly prohibits 'threats' and 'physical harm' during 
custodial interrogations of persons 17 and under. L 4505 (Interrogations -- 
Legal Restrictions) identifies officer demeanor as a custody factor. The duty 
manual was published before WIC Sec. 625.7 was enacted. 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X California WIC Sec. 625.6 and L 3012.5 (rev. 11-20-20) provide the most 
protective juvenile right-to-counsel standard in the United States: 'Officers 
shall ensure juveniles 17 years of age or younger consult with legal 
counsel in person, by telephone, or by video conference prior to a custodial 
interrogation, and before the waiver of any Miranda rights; the consultation 
may not be waived. 

Policy is not reflected in the Duty Manual.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X L3006 states that “the officer having custody of the juvenile is responsible 
for notifying the minor's parents, guardian or responsible relative that the 
juvenile is in custody.”

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No modified interrogation procedure for cognitively impaired adult suspects 
beyond CIT response was identified.

Sources: SJPD Duty Manual (DM2025 V3, Published December 1, 2025) Key Sections: L 4513 Recording of Statements; L 3012.5 
Juvenile Interrogation; L 4430-4444 Body-Worn Cameras; C 1317 LEP Interpretation; L 4501-4515 Interviews/Interrogations | Cal. 
PC Sec. 859.5 (murder recording); WIC Sec. 625.6 (attorney consult); WIC Sec. 625.7 (deception ban, eff. July 1, 2024) | Evaluated: 
April 2026

https://www.sjpd.org/home/showpublisheddocument/314/638161981357100000


2026 POLICE INTERVIEWING AND INTERROGATION POLICY116

Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X SPD Policy 7.110 'Per RCW 10.122.030, sworn employees are required to 
record custodial interrogations of juveniles and custodial interrogations 
related to felonies.'

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Requires recordation of interrogations of all felonies for adults and all 
crimes for juveniles.

RCW 10.122.030 

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No specific interrogation room camera positioning standard was identified.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X SPD Policy 7.110 Sec. 1 defines custodial interrogation as 'questioning or 
other actions or words which are reasonably likely to obtain an incriminating 
response from a subject when a reasonable person in the same 
circumstances would consider themselves in custody'

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the 
reviewed SPD policy sections. 

Seattle Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X SPD Policy 11.010.11 provides that officers must document the reason for 
detaining someone for over 2 hours; juveniles can't be detained for more 
than 6 hours.  

11.010.11- Detainee Management 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X No SPD policy provision mandates break intervals during adult or juvenile 
interrogations. 

Washington has no break mandate statute. 

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X SPD Policy 5.300 (Patrol Ruses) establishes that officers may use 
deception (patrol ruses) for legitimate investigative purposes, but with two 
categorical prohibitions: (1) "No patrol ruse may involve officers making or 
implying promises regarding prosecution or filing decisions" -- a categorical 
promise/leniency prohibition. (2) "Patrol ruses that shock the conscience 
will not be used"

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X SPD 5.300 (Patrol Ruses) may not involve officers making or implying 
promises regarding prosecution or filing decisions; ruses that shock the 
conscience will not be used

5.300 - Patrol Ruses

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X No policy that explicitly limits the use of threats. 

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X SPD Policy 6.150 Sec. 11 states that “any person younger than 18 years 
of age cannot be questioned unless the person has consulted with legal 
counsel.”

RCW 13.40.740

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X A parent or guardian must be present for suspects under 12

6.290.5 – Juvenile Investigation and Arrest

SPD Policy 6.150 Sec. 11 states that “any person younger than 18 years 
of age cannot be questioned unless the person has consulted with legal 
counsel.”

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No specific interrogation modification procedure for cognitively impaired 
suspects.

Sources: SPD Policy Manual (Latest Revision 05/15/2025, 1,151 pages): Sec. 6.150 Miranda (Rev. 11/15/2022); Sec. 7.110 
Recorded Statements (Rev. 07/15/2023); Sec. 5.300 Patrol Ruses (Eff. 11/01/2023); Sec. 6.290 Juvenile Investigations (Rev. 
12/01/2023); Sec. 15.250 Interpreters (Eff. 05/07/2019); Sec. 16.090 BWC (Rev. 01/12/2024); Sec. 16.110 Crisis Intervention 
(Eff. 10/01/2020) | RCW 10.122 (all-felony + all-juvenile recording; factor-consideration consequence; notification required; 
camera angle/focus policy required); RCW 13.40.740 (juvenile mandatory attorney consultation, unwaivable, suppression 
consequence, eff. 2022); SMC 3.28.147 (city ordinance, predates state law) | Washington: one-party consent (RCW 9.73.090) | 
Evaluated: April 2026

https://public.powerdms.com/Sea4550/tree/documents/2042730
https://public.powerdms.com/Sea4550/tree/documents/2676720
https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=13.40.740
https://public.powerdms.com/Sea4550/tree/documents/2374801
https://public.powerdms.com/Sea4550/tree/documents/2374801
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X SOP 372  Sec. III.B.1: 'Electronic recording of custodial interviews shall 
be conducted in accordance with SOP 820.1; however, SOP 820.1 did not 
make a specific reference to recording police interrogations. 

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X Florida has NO mandatory custodial interrogation recording statute.

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X Policy 802 does not specify that both the interrogator and the suspect must 
be captured.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X SOP 313 Sec. III.G.4: Pre-Interview Questionnaire for Juveniles Form (TPD 
150) should be completed before an interrogation of a juvenile takes place. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy in place to limit contamination in an interrogation/interview

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No policy in SOP 820 requires corroboration of a confession before charging 
or prosecution.

Tampa Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

X SOP 372  Sec. III.F.4 'Arrestees/detainees will not normally be held over a 
six (6) hour period' -- a stated maximum holding duration for all persons in 
temporary holding areas and interview rooms. 

SOP 313 Sec. III.G.5: "The juvenile will not be subject to excessively long 
interrogations' -- explicit prohibition on prolonged interrogation of juveniles

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X SOP 372 Sec. III.B.5.b: "Arrestees/Detainees shall be allowed access to 
water and use of the restroom as needed"

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X SOP 820: No provision in SOP 820 restricts, limits, or prohibits false 
evidence ploys or deceptive interrogation tactics.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X SOP 820:  No provision restricting minimization, maximization, or 
persuasion-based interrogation tactics

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X SOP 820 Sec. V: “criminal suspects must not be coerced by police officers 
into making incriminating statements”; “statements made by criminal 
suspects in police custody must be voluntary”

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Sec. III.G.2: 'The parent or guardian cannot make the decision for the 
juvenile to invoke or waive his/her rights. However, the juvenile will be 
allowed to confer with them, if requested, pending custodial interrogation.' 
This confirms the right to confer with a parent/guardian if requested by the 
juvenile

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X SOP 313 (1) Sec. III.G.1: When a juvenile is taken into custody for a 
violation of law and interrogation occurs, the officer must 'make reasonable 
effort to notify the juvenile's parent or legal guardian as soon as practical'

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X SOP 302.2 (1) Developmental Disabilities/ASD: If a victim, suspect, 
or defendant has been diagnosed with autism or autism spectrum 
disorder, and the person or their parent/guardian requests a designated 
professional, officers SHALL make a good faith effort to accommodate and 
have the designated professional present during interviews”

Sources: SOP 609.9 BWC (Mar. 2016); SOP 317 Baker Act (May 2025); SOP 820 Interview and Interrogation Procedures (Jun. 
2024); SOP 372 Secure Temporary Short-Term Holding Areas/Interview Rooms (Mar. 2025); SOP 313 Juvenile Procedures (Apr. 
2025); SOP 313.1, 313.4, 313.5, 313.6, 313.8; SOP 302.2 Developmental Disorders Interviews (Feb. 2024); SOP 819 Photo Lineup 
Policy; SOP 625.1 Mental and Behavioral Health Response | Note: SOP 302 (LEP) full text not reviewed | Florida: all-party consent 
(Fla. Stat. Sec. 934.03), law enforcement carve-out; no mandatory recording statute | Updated: June 2026
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video 
or audio recording of serious 
crimes? Note the requirement 
relating to audio or video & 
note which crime categories.

X GO 2142 (Interview Rooms, Rev. Sep. 23, 2024) provides: 'Interview rooms 
shall be monitored either in person or via department-authorized audio/video 
surveillance for the entire time these rooms are in use.

Is there a statutory 
requirement that interviews 
be recorded? For which crime 
categories?

X Arizona has no statute or court rule requiring electronic recording of custodial 
interrogations for any offense category

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

Does the policy address 
camera angle, framing, or view 
of the interrogator?

X No explicit camera positioning standard.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required 
to have an evidence-based 
suspicion prior to conducting 
interrogations?

X No explicit policy requires an evidentiary standard above probable cause before 
an interrogation is conducted

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No policy is explicitly in place to limit or prohibit sharing case evidence with 
suspects prior to questioning

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No explicit confession corroboration requirement was identified in the reviewed 
TPD General Orders.

Tucson Police Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?

Gap: No policy explicitly limits 
adult interrogation/detentiony  

X GO 2122 and 2124 (Juveniles): Juvenile secure detention cannot exceed six 
(6) hours. All detentions over two (2) hours require supervisor approval.

2124.2 Juvenile Interviews and Interrogations

Are suspects required 
to be given breaks from 
interrogation?

X Since these rooms do not provide access to restrooms, water, or privacy for 
breaks, if they are used for longer periods of time (i.e., over 1 hour), detainees 
must be provided access to these amenities.

2140 Interviews and Interrogations

Are there limits on the use of 
false evidence ploys?

X GO 1300 Sec. 1330.19 explicitly confirms deception is permitted: the 
Untruthfulness prohibition 'does not apply to an officer's questioning or 
interrogation of a person involved in a criminal investigation.

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X GO 2264's prohibition on promises and deals prohibits officers from making 
any promises or deals with the suspect in order to solicit any information from 
him during an interrogation.

Are there limits on the 
use of threats during an 
interrogation?

X GO 2264 contains an explicit prohibition: Officers shall 'not physically abuse or 
threaten suspects' and shall 'not make any promises or deals with the suspect 
in order to solicit any information from him during an interrogation.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to 
have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X GO 2124.2 states that “if a parent is present and insistent on being present 
during the interview, they shall be permitted, unless the parent is also a 
suspect or it would interfere with the investigation.”

2124.2 Juvenile Interviews and Interrogations

Are juveniles permitted by 
policy to have an adult present 
when appropriate (e.g., parents 
or counselors)?

X GO 2124 An officer will explain to the juvenile and parents/guardians any 
department policies or juvenile criminal justice system procedures that apply to 
the case at hand.

2124 Arrests of Juveniles

Transportation to the appropriate facility shall be made without unnecessary 
delay, and the parents or guardians shall be notified as necessary.

2125 Offenses Committed by Juveniles 

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No interrogation-specific modification for suspects with cognitive impairments. 

Sources: Policy Manual GO 2260 Interrogation and Confession (Rev. May 5, 2021); GO 2141/2142 Interview Rooms (Rev. Sep. 
23, 2024); GO 2100/2120/2124 Arrest Policies and Juveniles (Rev. Sep. 23, 2024); GO 2700/2710-2715 Special Circumstances 
/ DHH (Rev. Sep. 2021); GO 2200/2201 Constitutional Issues / LEP (Rev. May 5, 2021); GO 1300 Code of Conduct (Rev. Jul. 
30, 2025); GO 2600 Investigative Protocols (Rev. Jun. 6, 2017) | Arizona: one-party consent (ARS Sec. 13-3012); no mandatory 
recording statute | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.tucsonaz.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/3/police/documents/general-orders/2100-arrest-policies.pdf
https://www.tucsonaz.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/3/police/documents/general-orders/2100-arrest-policies.pdf
https://www.tucsonaz.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/3/police/documents/general-orders/2100-arrest-policies.pdf
https://www.tucsonaz.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/3/police/documents/general-orders/2100-arrest-policies.pdf
https://www.tucsonaz.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/3/police/documents/general-orders/2100-arrest-policies.pdf
https://www.tucsonaz.gov/Departments/Police/General-Orders
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

X Policy 104A §D.1 establishes that all interrogations “should be 
electronically recorded” (best-effort standard); Mandatory electronic 
recording applies to interrogations of individuals suspected of homicide or 
felony sexual offenses,

Interrogation of Suspects 

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

X All law enforcement agencies of this state, in collaboration with the county 
or district attorney in the appropriate jurisdiction, shall adopt a detailed 
written policy requiring electronic recording of a custodial interrogation of an 
individual suspected of homicide or a felony sex offense that is conducted 
at a place of detention.

22 Ok. Stat. §22

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X Policy does not specify explicit camera framing requirements.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X No explicit minimum-evidence standard before beginning an interrogation 
is stated

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

X No explicit policy in place to limit interrogation/interview contamination

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No TPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Tulsa Police Department

https://www.tulsapolice.org/policies-and-procedures
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: For adults, no time limit 
exists in any TPD policy. The 
juvenile standard is advisory 
(“reasonable”) rather than a hard 
cap.

X Policy 104A §E.1(f) states: “The duration of the interrogation will be 
reasonable in length, taking into consideration the age and psychological 
state of the juvenile. Breaks will be offered to the juvenile and parents or 
guardians at reasonable intervals" (emphasis added)

Interrogation of Suspects – Juveniles

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

X Policy 104A §G.7 is an explicit mandatory requirement: “During interviews 
or interrogations, officers/detectives are responsible for ensuring that 
basic human necessities such as water, restroom, and comfort breaks are 
provided for interviewees/detainees.” This applies to all suspects (adults 
and juveniles), not just juveniles.

Interview And Interrogation Rooms

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

X No TPD policy prohibits or restricts the use of false evidence ploys during 
adult or juvenile interrogations

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

X 104A §D.1(c) provides a prohibition on “promises[s]”

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X Policy 104A §D.1(c) prohibits statements “based on coercion”; this 
implicitly covers physical or verbal threats that would render a confession 
involuntary.

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X Policy 104A §E.1 states that if a person under sixteen (16) years of age is 
charged with a youthful offender crime, a parent, guardian, attorney, adult 
relative, adult caretaker, or legal custodian must be present during the 
custodial interrogation.

If a person is under eighteen (18) years of age and their crime is not a 
juvenile crime, a parent, guardian,attorney, adult relative, adult caretaker, or 
legal custodian must be present during the custodial interrogation

Interrogation of Suspects – Juveniles

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Policy 104A §E.1(a) requires parent/guardian notification whenever 
a juvenile is interrogated. §E.1(c) and (d) mandate adult presence for 
under-16 (youthful offender) and under-18 (non-youthful offender) custodial 
interrogations. §E.1(e) requires that “agency and juvenile justice system 
procedures will be explained to the juvenile and parents or guardian

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X Policy 104A requires that “when interviewing or interrogating any subject 
suspected of suffering from mental illness, the apparent symptoms of 
mental illness should be documented, and appropriate action taken 
pursuant to Policy and Procedure 116A, 116B, or 116C.” Policy 116B 
addresses the processing of mentally ill persons with criminal charges: 
felony — book and disclose mental condition to jail; misdemeanor — 
take into protective custody per 116A. These policies direct officers to a 
processing framework but do not modify the interrogation procedure itself 
(no support person requirement, no enhanced Miranda protocol.

Sources: 104A Interviews & Interrogations (Eff. 11/20/2024); 113D Interview Room Recordings (Eff. 06/06/2023); 113B 
Mobile Video Recording (Eff. 10/24/2025); 121B Juvenile Arrest & Detention (Eff. 08/23/2018); 121C Youthful Offenders (Eff. 
07/09/2009); 116B Mental Health/Criminal (Eff. 01/14/2026);131 Interpreters/Deaf (Eff. 08/15/2003); Oklahoma SB 636 / 22 
O.S. §22 (Eff. Nov 2019); 10A O.S. §2-2-301 (Juvenile Interrogation) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://www.tulsapolice.org/_files/ugd/a38616_7f86e5ac806e48208e6357fba02ca46f.pdf
https://www.tulsapolice.org/_files/ugd/a38616_7f86e5ac806e48208e6357fba02ca46f.pdf
https://www.tulsapolice.org/_files/ugd/a38616_7f86e5ac806e48208e6357fba02ca46f.pdf
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Video Recording

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Does the policy require video or 
audio recording of serious crimes? 
Note the requirement relating to 
audio or video & note which crime 
categories.

Gap: The recording policy only 
extends to juveniles

X GO 518 states that officers should make complete notes concerning all the 
circumstances and events surrounding the interview or interrogation of a 
juvenile. Whenever possible, interrogation of juveniles will be audio and 
video recorded

Is there a statutory requirement 
that interviews be recorded? For 
which crime categories?

 X  A law-enforcement officer conducting a custodial interrogation of any 
person at a place of detention shall cause an audiovisual recording of 
the entirety of such custodial interrogation to bemade. If such a law-
enforcement officer is unable to cause an audiovisual recording of such 
custodial interrogation to be made, the law-enforcement officer shall cause 
an audio recording of such custodial interrogation to be made.

Va. Code § 19.2-390.04 (2020)

Does the policy comport with 
statutory requirements?

X Policy does not comport

Does the policy address camera 
angle, framing, or view of the 
interrogator?

X No VBPD policy specifies camera placement in an interrogation room.

Safeguards

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are interrogators required to have 
an evidence-based suspicion prior 
to conducting interrogations?

X GO 518 distinguishes between 'interviews' (persons 'not believed to be the 
suspect') and 'interrogations' (persons 'suspected of having committed a 
criminal act'). This definitional framework implies that criminal suspicion 
must pre-exist a formal interrogation. However, no explicit minimum-
evidence standard for commencing an interrogation is stated. 

Are policies in place to limit 
contamination?

Gap: Limitation extends only to 
juveniles 

X The Constitutional Issues Field Guide provides detailed guidance on 
avoiding leading questions with juvenile suspects (pp. 88-89. Disclosure 
of crime scene facts during a custodial interview can ultimately render 
a subsequent confession worthless. When a juvenile who has been 
interviewed with leading questions later describes the crime scene 
accurately, it is impossible to know whether he or she is speaking from 
firsthand experience or repeating the investigators’ words.

Is any confession corroboration 
required?

X No VBPD policy requires corroboration of a confession before charging or 
prosecution.

Virginia Beach Police 
Department
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Accusatorial Tactics

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are there time limitations on 
interrogations or detention?  

Gap: For adults, no time limit or 
break requirement exists in any 
VBPD policy

X GO 518 states that interrogations of juveniles 'should be limited to the 
minimum amount of time required to obtain the information needed' and 
that courts 'will closely examine extended interrogations of juveniles, 
especially when it appears that officers are continuing the interrogation 
after it should be obvious that all available information from the juvenile 
has been gathered.' The Constitutional Issues Field Guide goes further: 
it states that 'typically, juveniles can tolerate only about an hour of 
questioning before a substantial break should occur' 

Are suspects required to be given 
breaks from interrogation?

Gap: For adults, no VBPD policy 
requires breaks

X The Constitutional Issues Field Guide instructs that investigators 'should be 
mindful of the needs of the juvenile, allowing for breaks as needed, access 
to the restroom, and should offer drinks or snacks if it is determined that 
the child has not eaten in the previous four hours

Are there limits on the use of false 
evidence ploys?

Gap: Deception is still permitted 
for adult interrogations beyond the 
fake-document prohibition

X GO 518 explicitly states that the use of deception during a custodial 
interview – such as a false claim that police possess evidence incriminating 
the suspect – is permissible.

An exception is falsifying an official document belonging to an outside 
agency. 

Are there limits on the use of 
minimization techniques?

Gap: For adults, however, these 
are not mandatory prohibitions

X The Constitutional Issues Field Guide (pp. 87-88) Even indirect promises of 
leniency and threats of harm can be inappropriate when the suspect is a 
juvenile. They can trigger involuntary or false confessions by presenting the 
juvenile with an offer he can’t refuse: say what the police want to hear or 
face negative consequences.

Are there limits on the use of 
threats during an interrogation?

X GO 518 implicitly prohibits threats through its voluntariness standard: 
'information provided by citizens as a result of coercion... will be considered 
involuntary and will be suppressed.' The Constitutional Issues Field Guide 
explicitly addresses 'threats of harm' for juvenile interviews, warning against 
statements that present the juvenile 'with an offer he can’t refuse: say what 
the police want to hear or face negative consequences

Vulnerable Populations

Policy Question Yes No Notes

Are juveniles permitted to have 
an attorney or guardian ad litem 
present during interrogations?

X GO 518  recommends that investigators involve a “friendly adult” in the 
juvenile interview process and allow him or her meaningful opportunities 
to privately consult with the juvenile throughout the custodial interview. 
Traditionally, the friendly adult is a parent or guardian, although each 
presents different challenges.

Are juveniles permitted by policy 
to have an adult present when 
appropriate (e.g., parents or 
counselors)?

X Prior to the custodial interrogation of a juvenile, and in accordance with 
General Order 6.07 (Juvenile Legal Issues), the officer shall make every 
effort to contact the parent, guardian, or legal custodian of the juvenile in 
custody and advise of the status and location of the juvenile. The parent, 
guardian, or legal custodian shall be notified of the juvenile’s arrest and be 
allowed contact with the juvenile prior to interrogation.

Are vulnerable adults required 
to have an attorney or guardian 
ad litem present during 
interrogations?

X No VBPD policy mandates modified interrogation procedures, support 
person access, or guardian contact for cognitively impaired or mentally ill 
adults during custodial interrogations.

Sources: GO 518 Interview & Interrogation (Rev. 9/2/2025); Constitutional Issues Field Guide (Eff. 1/12/2022); Va. Code §19.2-
390.04 (2020); Va. Code §16.1-247.1 (2020, am. 2024, 2025) | Evaluated: April 2026

https://s3.us-east-1.amazonaws.com/virginia-beach-departments-docs/police/Your-VBPD/Policies-and-Field-Guides/Field-Guides/Constitutional-Issues-Field-Guide.pdf
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