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RB 456 AAC THE ELECTRONIC RECORDING OF 
INTERROGATIONS 

The Department of Public Safety opposes this bill and advises offiscal 
impact. 

As a preliminary matter, the committee should be advised of procedures currently used 
by the Connecticut State Police. These procedures do not require custodial interrogations 
involving capital felony, class A or class B felony violations of the Connecticut General 
Statlatcs to be electronically recorded. Connecticut is not alone in this regard: federal 
law ~i.jes not require the FBI and other federal agencies to electronically record 
cornte::..sions or statements obtained during custodial interrogation. Few states do. 
Connecticut Department of Public Safety investigative procedures for custodial 
interrogation involving a major criminal investigation require the presence of two sworn 
state police investigators. After advising the accused in writing of his Miranda rights, the 
investigators discuss the criminal act with the accused prior to obtaining a voluntary 
written statement. Upon completion, this written statement is read and visually reviewed 
by the accused. Once complete and accurate, the accused initials corrections on each page 
and signs the last page. The document is then notarized by a state police investigator. 
Both state police investigators sign the written statement as witnesses and a copy of the 
statement is provided to the accused. The Connecticut State Police have continually had 
success in defending written confessions and statements when testifling in court trials. 
This testimony has led to convictions of crimes including murder, robbery, sexual assault, 
and other serious crimes. Most municipal police departments in Connecticut follow 
similar procedures. 
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This existing successful procedure should not be legislatively replaced without good 
cause. And I am aware of no credible proof that Connecticut Police Officers have not 
recorded hitffilly the statements made by suspects in their custody. 

Requiring confessions and statements obtained during custodial interrogation to be 
electronically recorded may hinder the investigators' interview techniques. Defense 
attorneys undoubtedly will attempt to defuse an incriminating taped admission by 
attempting to divert the jury's attention from the accused to criticism of an investigator's 
interrogation techniques. 

Furthermore, not all accused individuals will agree to be taped. An individual convicted 
I in Connecticut on three counts of murder in 2004 refused to be taped, stating that he 

never wanted his mother to see or hear him say what he did. He did provide investigators 
a detailed written statement of the incident that was used against him at trial along with 
the testimony of the investigators who obtained it. State Police detectives can recount 
other instances in which suspects agreed to speak about their crimes, but adamantly 
rehsed to commit their admissions to writing or taped recording. 

On many occasions, once apprehended in the field and advised of their Mirancla rights, 
accused individuals confess or discuss the criminal act with investigators prior to 
reaching the troop or booking area. The phrase 'when feasible' in subsection (b) will 
cause the investigators to have to defend why they did not record the interview and may 
allow the defense to suggest possible coercion. 

In addition, the committee should be aware that this bill will have a signiiicant fiscal 
impact. Requiring these custodial interrogations to be electronically recorded will involve 
equipping all investigators with a taping device or the installation of reliable equipment 
in police stations and state police troops. Additionally, one must consider the cost of 
transcription services and translations for each of the recordings submitted into evidence. 
Concerns pertaining to tampering with recordings and the storage of tapes or discs will 
have to be addressed. Chain of evidence requirements also will impose administrative 
costs to secure recordings pending trial and through the end of any appeals process. 

Finally, the committee should be aware that the Office of the Chief State's Attorney, 
working in conjunction with the State's Attorneys, the Connecticut Chiefs of Police 
Association, the Police Officer Standards Training Council, and the Connecticut State 
Police has spent considerable time examining the issues surrounding the recording of 
custodial interrogations. The Department of Public Safety is willing to cooperate with 
any State's Attorney in the development and testing of a pilot program that is clearly 
focused on the recording of confessions, in matters involving limited serious crimes, in 
custodial circumstances. We would also reiterate, that there will be financial burdens 
associated with the purchase and installation of suitable equipment, costs that are not 
contemplated in current budgets. Personnel participating in this test will also be required 
to receive appropriate skill set and technical training prior to our participation. 



Further we suggest that the testing program be of sufficient length to offer a reasonable 
analysis of all elements of the effort. That would include an evaluation that extends fiom 
the actual taping of the confession through trial and appeal. 

Finally, I suggest that if a pilot program or series of programs is conducted, that the 
coordination of the testing, the allocation of fkding and the lid evaluation of the 
program(s) include the Office of Policy and ManagemenKriminal Justice Planning Unit. 
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