Interrogation of murder case
	The interrogating process allows the suspects to save dignity and face in regard to their actions so that telling the truth of what they did becomes easier hence the suspect is not relieved of legal responsibility of his actions through the process of interrogation. 
	Joe Blow, a 62-year old man with a disabled son, is our suspect. His wife has just died. Joe is believed to have killed the wife of 30 years. They were in the process of filling their divorce letter. The couple has been having infidelity issues where the wife was not faithful to the husband and had many sexual partners out of wedlock. Mrs. Joe had developed attendance of coming home at late hours something that Mr. Joe was not happy with. On this particular day, Mrs. Joe comes home late as usual, and when she was asked where she was, Mr. Joe got upset, and they got into a heated argument that at one point she uttered words that did not go well with Mr. Joe. She accused Joe of being responsible for the child’s disability. This accusation turned it to a physical fight that he strangled her to death. He did not dare to hide the body. Hence, he left her lying died on the floor. Being a religious man, he called the emergency number 911 to report that he found his wife lifeless on the ground floor.
	Anger, identification, passion, greed, revenge, money and envy are usually the primary motives of homicide. Throughout the interrogation, factors to be looked into are revenge mission, anger, and passion. Joe did not want to be blamed for his son disability and the ending marriage. Something Mr. Joe believes has nothing to do with, and despite that, he passionately loved both his son and the wife deeply. Anger covered him because of his wife’s lying and cheating on him. Moreover, it was a revenge mission to kill his wife for her actions by trying to feel even. Mrs. Joe’s actions such as lying, cheating, blaming him for the son’s disability and the divorce process that was ongoing were the reasons for Mr. Joe to justify killing his wife.
After the police arrived, they found physical evidence in the crime scene that she was strangled. Mr. Joe is the suspect since there was no home invasion and several elements indicate the killer is the husband since the son is disabled and cannot move. The investigator took Joe into custody, and they read Miranda Rights.  The investigator ran a background check, and they gather information about Joe’s life. Furthermore, investigators want to know what the Mr. Joe motives for are killing his wife. When was Joe asked, what was his motives to kill his wife? He denied murdering his wife, added he loved her and reiterated excuses and reasons why he would not commit the crime. 
	When we were interrogating Mr. Joe, he was very defensive and denying the fact that he did kill his wife. At one point, he said that he is a religious man for years and hence, he would not have done such ungodly thing to the wife. Beginning of the interrogation, he showed how remorseful he is, adding that the bible tells him always to solve problems peacefully. Thus, he could not have engaged in the fight with the wife that lead him to strangle her. Besides, he used deferent way to defend himself, by using his disabled son who is in need of both mother and father help, stating his son needs much care he cannot do it alone. The accusations that he killed the wife are not true as he really needed her help in the upbringing of the child. 
	He also said that he had nothing against her that could have led to her death. This is because he had accepted to let go and they were filing their divorce. How could have killed my wife whom I had agreed to divorce? Since the divorce issues was brought up by her, I had learned to accept myself in a lonely situation. I wanted to release her so that she could find the happiness that she claimed not to have in our marriage. He said that he was not guilty of the wife’s death. He swore severally to prove his innocence. “I also wanted the divorce so badly so that I could cleanse my hands from her not being happy and her cheating behavior”, he said. 
The investigator noticed Joe's reaction to their questions by rejection and making excuses why he should not be the suspect. The behavior of the suspect is validated by way of denial, body language, looking at the ground, making excuses, and others whether physical or verbal. As interrogator, we started to use rationalization more and more. We are trying to make him confess he crime. We started to talk more about his son, how his son going to miss his mom, and will not forgive his dad because what he did. Besides, he will never see his son again if he still denied the crime by the court. We continued to say we understand why you killed her, but your son doesn’t know. You need to help us to help you. Your son needs to know and understand why. 
As we continued using the technique, in breaking point, Joe started to cry and looking at the floor, shaking his head saying, I did not kill her. You need to tell us the truth, interrogator said. We all know you did, and know you were not happy about the cheating. We know it is hard what you are going through right now. You’re getting older and having to take care of a disabled son, that must be very hard. But we cannot help you and your son if you don’t confess. “I am religious person as well”, interrogator said. I know what you feel right now. By repeating words like, bible, son, getting older, bad person, killer, and cheating, while he was crying, in some point he said, “I Did”. The integrator reached to him and look at me, tell me what you did. Mr. Joe? I agree and confess I did strangle my wife. He said, I wasn’t planning or intending to kill her, I was out of control, angry, she blamed me for my son being disabled.
Therefore, Mr. Joe, went to court and sentence to serve 20 years in person. The rationalization technique was used in solving this case. Otherwise, Mr. Joe will continue the denying the crime and may still free.
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