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SUMMARY: DANGEROUS. Misleading. Hard to pin down.

SUBJECT IS BEST SUMMARISED AS…
...frightening and confusing. As befits a suspected serial arsonist, he is unusually relaxed about his
situation but can change moods in a moment. He is not without a sense of humour and when discussing
apparently unimportant matters, he can be very conversational.

He can be gently led towards more pressing matters but attempts to hurry him or tackle things head on
are more likely to agitate him.

SUBJECT APPEARS MOST CONCERNED ABOUT…
…establishing what someone talking to him can do for him. He is quick to panic or anger when presen‐
ted with new information, whether good or bad, and regularly uses the phrase ‘a stitch-up’ in reference
to all and sundry. He shows clear signs of susceptibility to conspiracy theories.

Very protective of those he cares about.

Is also distrustful of legal procedure. Refuses to explain why he sacked his court-appointed barrister.

SUBJECT IS MOST AMENABLE WHEN…
...talking about anti-establishment politics, the decline of ‘proper journalism’, and whatever book he is
reading at the time. He also observably opens up if he can be made to laugh.

BE WARNED that apparent attempts to be friendly may be part of some plan to mislead or trick you.
Just because you are not physically present while talking to him does not mean he poses you no harm.


