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FBI BAU training assignment – civilian students need not complete assigned tasks below
•        Threatening stalker letter was written to Charlene Hummert, of York, Pennsylvania, by a man who claimed to have had relations with her years prior, and blamed her for having alienated his fiancée. Also included was a “glamour” photograph of Mrs. Hummert posing with a red rose as demonstration of the writer’s knowledge of her movements.
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•   Ms. Hummert was found murdered in her own car, left outside a shopping mall.

•         During the ensuing investigation a self-confessed serial killer wrote letters to press and police, and said that he too was having an affair with Ms. Hummert, and that when she tried to break it off, she became his fifth murder victim.

•         The Pennsylvania State Police Major Crimes Division brought the letters to me, and asked:  What information do the letters reveal about whoever wrote them?
YOUR ASSIGNMENT: Explore the question: What is revealed in the language of the letters? 
This is linguistic demographic profiling, used to narrow the suspect pool.

(After this, authorship analysis analyzes which of the chief suspects is the most likely author.)
Feel free to view Forensic Files A Tight Leash episode about this case. We will be looking for features other than the ones I discuss there. The link is below. 
	
	

	
	

	
	


	https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ozRSg2VLOH0 


IMPORTANTLY, BEWARE OF DISINFORMATION OF ALL TYPES — AT ALL TIMES, e.g., an author attempting to mask his or her identity, or masquerade as someone else.  
Inconsistent language patterns may often be the clues that reveal this attempt.

Forensic Linguistic Intelligence (FLINT) Analysis can help identify a writer or speaker’s:
· Nationality
· Native language
· L2 languages
· Occupation
· Training
· Education
· Past residences
· Age 
· Experience 
· Workgroup identity
· Social media use

· Movies, music, games
· Individual identity
· Leisure activities

The language of people from these different demographics will systematically vary, for example, across features such as the following (not an exhaustive list): 
Some Potential Linguistic Investigative Features
a. word choice

b. patterns of usage, and errors, in spelling, mechanics, and punctuation 

c. clause embedding, preposition usage, discourse markers, "that" complementizer deletion 

d. management of narrative time structures and departures from the narrative sequence

e. register type:  e.g., letter, ransom note, detective novel 

f. formality level

g. peculiarities of style, e.g., parallel structures, etc. 
h. regionalisms; dialect 

i. “echoes” of underlying native language 
Note: civilian students need not complete assigned tasks below
TASK 1: what do the linguistic patterns reveal regarding the author(s) demographic features?  (Not overtly requested of me, but I suspected an underlying question the police had was:) 

Are both Questioned (anonymous) documents likely authored by the same person? 
TASK 2: Make a list of investigative features that support these competing hypotheses:
Hypothesis 1. the two letters had different authors

Hypothesis 2. the two letters had the same author

TASK 3: Examine your list of features and assess whether such features would be available for disinformation like masking or masquerading to someone not trained in forensic linguistics. 

TASK 4: Observe the narrative structure of the two letters. Note, for example: 

A. Normal narrative sequence of clauses/sentences, i.e., this happened, then that happened, then that happened…

B. Flashbacks

C. Flashforwards

D. Stepping out of the narrative sequence for (evaluative) comment

Evaluate whether your analysis has any bearing on demographics of the author(s) and the hypotheses regarding same/different author.

OPTIONAL: Make a chart, a drawing, or any other representation that illustrates the narrative structure of the letters.

Q1  Stalker Letter (redacted and shortened) – Typed document found on husband’s car windshield before the murder of Charlene Hummert
Here is the proof […]. Do what you will with it. Sorry it took so long. I only come occasionally back to the area on business.  Merry Xmas. I will send you several copies of this so you get the information in case [she] intercepts one.

Before I tell you how I got it, I want to tell you a little about myself. I played in a band back it the late seventies/early eighties. I [was] with your wife. […] Rumor had it […]. I would have loved to have found out.  A couple of days later she made sure my fiancée found out.  She dumped me […].  We have since patched things up and gotten married, but […] I blame your wife for that. The time is now right for payback. I hope to see your wife miserable the next time I am in the area.

I ran into your wife back in September at Gabriel Brothers. I almost didn’t recognize her with her dyed hair. I have been following her around hoping she would mess up. On October 6, I followed your wife over to Capitol City Mall. She was dressed up more the usual for a Saturday of shopping. She went into the Picture People. This was around 10 AM. A couple of weeks later I went in and got copies of the pictures enclosed. On the negative holder she had written that the photo was a gift. There was no indication of which one she had printed up.

I ask you who was it for? Also she does not have her wedding ring on. Why not? A red rose is a symbol of love. For who? I don’t think you know about these. Do you?  […].

Q2  Serial Killer Letter – Handwritten document received via mail by police and the press during the investigation of the murder 

I killed Charlene Hummert, not 
her husband.  We had an aFFair For 
the past nine months.  She wanted 
to break it oFF.  So I broke her neck!  
I wrote letters to her Husband and Det. Loper.



I used a white nylon rope to kill 
her they wont Find me I am 
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leaving.  I am writing because oF 
Easter.  I am sorry I Killed her.



They won’t Find the cell phone 
she used to call me, it is in the river and 
not under my name.



I carried her into the kitchen 
and then dragged her outside to 
her car.  This is the xxx FiFth 
woman I Killed.  I am getting 
good at it.



Cops have no idea how easy it 
is to pin husband when they only 
Look there.



She knew about pictures on PC.  
She told story to set up husband For

 the Divorce.  Ha Ha 




ByeBye For now





John
1

