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For the parent of a kidnapped child, there is no "acceptance" of a cadaver dog.  The innocent 

parent will even chide police for wasting time on that which is impossible.  

 

Innocent parents become more and more frustrated with police failure to locate their missing 

child and this enters their language.  

 

Ingratiation in Statement Analysis 

 

We have seen the "ingratiating factor" in statement analysis where a guilty person "makes 

friends" with police, or even with journalists, so as to reduce the suspicion and be seen in a 

positive light.  This can even be used to read the public who may end up in a jury pool.  

 

For innocent parents, there is a very different linguistic disposition.  

 

Regarding cadaver dogs, we expect a rebuke from the parents, appropriately polite, but with 

some expected elevation of 'tension' within the language.  Since, in their position, Madeleine was 

kidnapped, we continue the expectation of language following this powerful belief.   

 

 

Gerry McCann:   

 

Its an encouraging thing that um they are looking at all possibilities and beingvery thorough and 

err its an excellent example of collaboration, between both the British and the Portuguese 

police...working together ultimately to try and solve the case of Madeleine and whats happened 

to her. 

 

The father calls this unacceptable development "encouraging" and then praises police 

("excellent") for failure to locate his kidnapped daughter.   

 

He then gives us the "conclusion of the matter."  For innocent parents, there is only one 

conclusion:  

 

the safe recovery of Madeleine from the kidnappers.  

 

For McCann, it is something different, however: 

 

working together ultimately to try and solve the case of Madeleine and whats happened to her. 



 

a.  to solve the case 

 

b.  to learn what happened to her 

 

Missing from the biological father's words is the safe return of his daughter.  

 

Police would likely have guided them to not chide nor insult the kidnappers, so we do not expect 

the parents to show anger towards the kidnappers; instead, gentle and respectful pleading for 

her safe return and for her care, today, by them.   

 

This is absent from the father.   

 

Question:  What do you make of the word "ultimately" here? 

 

Answer:  The law of economy couples with the speed of transmission of thought into words 

means that an additional word takes more effort.  

 

If this additional word (one in which the sentence is still complete should it be removed) is also 

an "unnecessary" word, the information contained therein is deemed "doubly important" for the 

analysis.  

 

The word "ultimate" speaks to one that arises above others.  This one word tells us that the 

speaker is aware of 'other' workings by police, including investigating the parents. He 

recognizes that their are goals or results from the investigation and that the ultimate goal is not 

the safe return of Madeleine but "solving the case."  ("the case", itself, is to depersonalize what 

happened to Madeleine, by the biological father.  This is why I have added the word "biological" 

as it highlights just how much distance he shows from his own assertions).   

 

It suggests that the speaker, here, is acutely aware of alternative goals other than "solving the 

case."  It is not about "bringing Madeleine home safe from the kidnappers" but solving the 

case.  His daughter is not kidnapping victim in the hands of strangers; she is a "case" in 

his language.   

 

This is coupled, now, with priority and the praising of police while they have failed to locate 

Madeleine.   

 

It is also consistent with the priority shown by each statement of the McCanns:  their own well 

being, and not the well being of the victim.   

 



The Ingratiating Principle in statement analysis is common in statements by guilty parents.  This 

can even be seen in the US' use of "911 calls" where the guilty caller begins the call, not with the 

emergency, but with a 'friendly greeting' and attempts to 'ingratiate oneself' with those 

responsible for investigating self.  There are many examples of this and  if one uses the search 

feature on 911 calls, the ingratiating that guilty parties do will bring up a number of examples.   

 

We see this theme continue:  

 

 

Kate:   

 

Yeah, I mean we've got an excellent relationship with the Portuguese Police and we need to keep 

that link um and the flow of information has been great actually,its been very reassuring. 

 

 

The subject begins with an agreement, "yeah" but then is flagged for the ingratiation in a 

rather extreme manner: 

 

"we've got an excellent relationship with the Portuguese Police" 

is: 

 

a.  unnecessary.  What innocent parents of a kidnapped child would have anything but a 

relationship? 

b.  sensitive:  "excellent" relationship.  

 

This is to not only ingratiate "us" (plural) but to use exaggerated language ("excellent") where it 

should not even be addressed.   

 

Question:  What causes this? 

 

Answer:   Although the need to be seen, by the public, is dominant (priority), rather than 

pleading with the kidnapper and giving the public a description of what Maddie looks like, we 

must consider that this statement has been produced from: 

 

knowledge that from within the Portuguese Police department there exists those who do 

not believe the McCanns.  

 

This is something that generally does not make the press, but based upon this language, it is very 

likely that the McCanns have first hand knowledge of some investigators' doubts or 

suspicions.  Please note that "some investigators" could also be "all investigators." 



 

There is an instinctive reaction by police when they hear public praise where no success has 

been realized.   

 

It does not 'sit well' with investigators.  They cannot help but ask, 

 

"Why are these parents praising us for not finding their daughter?" 

 

The ingratiating often has the opposite effect of what was intended. It increases suspicion and 

could increase resolve.   

 

A missing child is a very personal traumatic event.  Even while innocent parents are standing 

together, speaking for each other, they often move immediately into the first person.  After all, no 

one else is the father or mother of the victim and it is something very personal, as it triggers all 

the instincts within parents.   

 

In the analysis thus far, the McCanns have shown the use of the plural in the realm of 

guilt.  Please note that this is similar to what we hear in school children's language when caught 

doing something inappropriate.  There is a desire to 'share' guilt, and 'spread out' responsibility, 

psychologically believing this will reduce it.   

 

In the ingratiating factor, guilty parents have an almost compulsive need to convince the public 

that they are "close" to police. This is done as to say, "See?  See how much information the 

police are sharing with us?  This proves that we are not suspects!"  

 

Mother of murdered 13 year old Hailey Dunn showed this compulsion and reacted with anger 

when police did not share detail with her.  This is covered in "Wise as a Serpent" as an example 

of what guilty knowledge of a crime can drive people to say.   

 

 

Gerry: 

 

We very much know that you know, they like frank information and its much easier for us to 

deal with when they do that and um we were well aware that these developments were going to 

happen. We were informed in advance but naturally this length of time we're desperate to find 

Madeleine. Thats the key thing. Of course um its difficult but we expect the same thoroughness 

and be treated the same way as anyone else who has been in and around us.I mean we would'nt 

expect it any other way. We're not naive err but on numerous ocassions the Portuguese police 

have assured us that they were looking for Madeleine alive and not murdered..being murdered 

and I don't know of any information thats changed that. Of course, the information and the way 

https://www.amazon.com/Wise-Serpent-Gentle-Dove-Deception/dp/1502994143/ref=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&qid=1481127655&sr=8-1&keywords=wise+as+a+serpent+gentle+as+a+dove


the investigations going is about thoroughness and making sure that everyone is as confident as 

possible..that...that is the case um Kate and I strongly believethat Madeleine was alive when she 

was taken from the apartment. Obviously what we don't know, is what happened to her 

afterwards , whose taken her and what the motive is and we are desperate to find that out. 

 

Here we have a need of Gerry McCann to promote himself and his wife as not being 

suspects.  They have an acute need to tell the public, not a description of Maddie for her safe 

return, but that police told them, on friendly terms, that cadaver dogs would be brought in.   

 

This is likely true, as police may have sought for a confession by the parents and can be a useful 

technique.   

 

It is interesting that he says police are looking for Madeleine alive and "not murdered."   

 

Madeleine was not murdered and this may have come as a direct response to police questioning 

that Madeleine died from an unintentional death.  In 2011, they introduced "fall" to the 

language.   

 

It would be an appropriate strategy on the part of police to suggest to them that they tell the 

truth about the unintended death.   

 

Question:  What about possible sedation? 

 

Answer:  I covered sedation in the original analysis.  If this is accurate, it would prohibit the 

McCanns from confessing.  Here is why: 

 

The charge of death by neglect (leaving her unattended while having dinner) would have been 

strongly debated.   

 

However, toxicology that showed Madeleine with some form of sedation (parents commonly use 

benadryl and cough syrups, but these are medical doctors and the mother is an anesthesiologist ) 

would have elevated the charges.  

 

They would have faced: 

 

a.  criminal negligence and attendant charges  

b.  loss of medical license  

c.  loss of custody of the twins  

 

Note next that the norm, or baseline for Gerry and Kate is to use "we" and "us" throughout.  As 



this is their baseline, Statement Analysis notes any deviation from this.  Any deviation from the 

norm is going to be elevated in importance.   

 

"we" is used to show unity and/or  cooperation.  Note the change as also going against the "Law 

of Economy" where brevity is noted within a sentence.  This means that there is a change 

of reality for the subject (Gerry) at this point in the statement:   

 

"Kate and I strongly believe that Madeleine was alive when she was takenfrom the apartment."   

 

The change from "we" here is powerful.  Remember, pronouns are instinctive.  The ability to 

eject the "we" from the statement is powerful and we note that it is at the precise moment when 

Madeleine was taken from the apartment.   

 

To understand what emotional power can eject "I" or "we" from a statement, consider this short 

analysis on Hillary Clinton.  In training, I prove that pronouns are instinctive by asking for 

volunteers to tell truthful stories from...not a week ago, but more than 20 years ago.   

 

They may struggle with detail, but not with pronouns.  Pronouns are used by us millions of 

times.  We are, therefore, highly efficient at their use.  If a pronoun is "lying" you may 

indicate deception.  It is the only exception to indicating deception by a single word.   

 

 

Hillary Clinton on Gennifer Flowers prior to Bill Clinton's election as President of the United 

States:  

 

I'm sitting here because I  love him and I respect him and I honor what he's been through and 

what we've been through together..." 

 

 

Now we jump ahead a few years and endless affairs to see what pronouns are instinctively 

produced.  

 

 This time it is  the young intern, Monica Lewinsky: 

 
Hillary on support of  Bill after the Monica Lewinsky affair:   

 



 
"...It's difficult and painful any time someone you care about, you love,you admire, is 

attacked and subjected to such relentless accusations as my husband has been. But I also 

have now lived with this for, gosh, more than six years. I have seen how these charges 

and accusations evaporate and disappear if they're ever given the light of day." 

 

It took years and lots of pain from betrayal, but Bill successfully ejected the pronoun "I" from 

Hillary's vocabulary in the context of infidelity.   

 

Back to McCanns:  note the need to persuade rather than report truthfully: 

 

"Kate and I strongly believe that Madeleine was alive when she was taken from the apartment."   

 

 

 

Even in deception, we get elements of truth.  

 

 

People do not like to lie directly and often 'pare' words to avoid such.  This is why 90% of 

deception is from missing information but the choice of wording also keeps this internal stress in 

mind.  

 

"was taken" Passivity:  not only avoids saying "kidnapped" but also may show partial, or "pared 

down" truth:  

 

she literally was taken from the apartment.  This part is true.   

 

Even as some press reports stated that the Portuguese police believe Madeleine died as a result 

of falling down stairs, to this, the element of sedation should be considered.   

 

A premature awakening from sedation from a "compact" person would leave the child 

disorientated and at high risk.   

 

 

 

 

Kate:   

 

And as Gerry just said (inaudible) 

 

Police said they are looking for a living child and they have said that a lot. 



 

"a living child" is not "an alive Maddie" or anything personal.  Although this may be using 

the language of police, (parroting) it is expected from a biological parent the "overruling" of 

depersonalizing Madeleine to a "a" anything...she is "Madeleine" and she is "alive" because she 

was "kidnapped." 

 

This indicates the mother's own need to depersonalize her own daughter.   

 

Analysis Conclusion: 

 

Deception Indicated. 

 

The statements made by the McCanns shortly after Madeleine was reported kidnapped or 

"taken", affirm the original analysis.  

 

The priority that was seen in 2011 and today, is the same priority that was seen in the Spring of 

2007: 

 

The McCann's own self preservation.   

 

This priority predicted the campaign of self promotion that they would undertake.  

 

The original analysis: 

 

1.  The parents are deceptive 

2.  Madeleine was not kidnapped 

3.  Madeleine is dead 

4.  Madeleine died in the apartment in Portugal 

5.  Madeleine's parents conspired to hide her remains 

 

To this we see: 

 

The priority of self preservation continues; 

The need to be seen as working alongside police rather than suspects; 

 

The utter void of any parental or even common concern, for what Madeleine is experiencing in 

the hands of her kidnapper.  This continues to affirm: 

 

Madeleine was not in any need for parental care because she was 'beyond' help.  



 

The parents continue to praise police for not finding Madeleine.   

 

Source:  http://statement-analysis.blogspot.co.za/2016/12/the-case-of-madeleine-mccann-part-

three.html 
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