Friendly Polygraph Examiner Hypothesis
Polygraph Tests Run under Confidential Circumstances for the Defense Are No Less Valid . . . one common criticism offered against the polygraph is that polygraph examinations conducted in confidence for a defense attorney are less valid that polygraph examinations conducted for law enforcement. This notion has been addressed scientifically and has been found to be without merit. (35) 

35. This notion, known as the Friendly Polygraph Examiner Hypothesis (FPEH) was discussed at length by Honts & Perry, Supra Note 18 at 357 and the notion was found to be without validity. The issue was recently revisited by Charles R. Honts, Is it time to reject the friendly polygraph examiner hypothesis (FEPH)?, a paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Psychological Society, Washington, D.C (1997, May). The Honts analysis of the FPEH is as follows: The FPEH suggests that polygraph examinations conducted for the defense on a privileged and confidential basis are more likely to produce false negative outcomes than when subjects know that the examiner will report adverse outcomes. The FPEH assumes that if the subject expects that only a favorable outcome will be reported, the subject will have little at stake and will have no fear of the detection of deception. It is surmised that this lack of fear of the detection of deception will reduce the threat posed by the crime-relevant questions in the polygraph examination and the guilty subject will be more likely to pass. Two basic assumptions underpin the FPEH: (1) Fear of the detection of deception is necessary for the CQT to function. (2) There is no fear of detection of deception (or other motivation) in a confidential polygraph examination. First, there is no basis for assuming that fear of the detection of deception is necessary for the CQT to function. Physiological detection of deception has been demonstrated in numerous laboratory studies under no motivation, reward motivation, punishment, and even when the subjects did not know they were in a detection of deception situation. No differences between these motivational conditions has been reliably observed. Although fear may be sufficient for the detection of deception, it clearly is not necessary. Fear is not an important part of any modern theory of CQTs. Even if fear were necessary for detection, it does not follow that a reduction in fear would allow a deceptive person to pass the test. The CQT requires differential reactivity between relevant and comparison questions. A reduction in fear would reduce the fear associated with both question types thus maintaining the differential reactivity between the two. Since these tests are evaluated within-subjects, and not against a normative standard, the effect of reducing the motivation level (fear) would be nil. Finally the FPEH's assumption that there is no fear (or any motivation) in a confidential polygraph is unrealistic. The subject of a confidential polygraph in a criminal case has a clear motivation, the gain she or he will receive from passing the test. Clearly this is a more powerful motivation than the small monetary rewards used in most laboratory studies. Additionally, Honts presented data from both the laboratory and the field that refute the FPEH. See supra, Honts paper presented to APS in Washington, D.C. (May, 1997).

We know of no evidence, published or otherwise, that supports this notion. –Honts, et al

The above comes from the Amicus Brief re: U.S. v. Scheffer

