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Abstract
Recently, South Koreans have realized that, due to the techniques used during police
investigations, suspects might often commit suicide or confess to crimes that they did not
commit. Unfortunately, many studies in Korea are retrospective with regard to false confessions
(i.e., case study), and no systematical research studies have been conducted on how Korean
police officers interrogate suspects. To prevent events in which potentially guilty suspects are
treated inhumanely and innocent suspects falsely confess, self-reported surveys were
administered to 86 Korean police officers to systematically analyze how Korean police officers
prepare for interrogations (e.g., interrogation training session attendance), how they initiate
interrogation (e.g., obtaining Miranda waiver), how they interrogate suspects (e.g., use
psychologically coercive tactics), and their opinions on videotaping interrogations. The results
showed that since most Korean police officers are trained to use the Reid Technique and similar
tactics—if not the same—that American police officers use, they are likely to obtain false
confessions at a similar rate in comparison to American police officers.
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Interrogation Techniques in South Korea

In 2003, the founder of Hyundai group Chung Ju-yung’s son, Chung Mong-heon,
committed suicide while being investigated by prosecutors. Due to the company’s renown,
Chung Mong-heon’s death caused a great sensation in South Korea, and, at that time, Korean
people realized that prosecutors had been extremely harsh to alleged suspects during
investigations. Six years later, the former President of South Korea, Roh Moo-hyun, committed
suicide while being investigated for taking bribes. Aside from these sensational cases,
investigations and interrogations by Korean prosecutors and police officers resulted in more than
90 suspects committing suicide over the previous 10 years in South Korea (Lavie 21c, 2015). As
a result, many news reports analyzed this crisis and noted that interrogation techniques that treat
suspects inhumanely may contribute to suspects committing suicide. Thus, the interrogation
techniques used by police require urgent attention.
In South Korea, not only have many suspects committed suicide during investigations,
but, while being interrogated, some have also confessed to crimes that they did not commit and
have been subsequently falsely imprisoned. Lee, K. S. (2012a) notes that before 1990, there
were 20 established innocent cases, and the court admitted that in 19 cases out of the 20, the
confessions were obtained because of the ―third degree.‖ After 1990, although physical torture
was banned, false confession cases continued to be reported. For instance, in 2000, a fifteenyear-old Korean boy cooperated with a police investigation initially as an eyewitness to a
murder case, but the boy was subsequently falsely charged and convicted for the murder. The
boy’s conviction was based on his confession, which he gave because he felt physically
threatened by the interrogators, who induced his confession (Lee, E. K., 2013; for more details
on this case, watch ―I want to know that‖ aired on June 15, 2013). This boy’s case is not an
anomaly. In fact, in the 1990s and 2000s, fifteen innocent suspects gave false confessions in
murder cases in South Korea (Lee, K.S., 2012b). Lee K.S. (2012b) also reported that, regardless

INTERROGATION TECHNIQUES IN SOUTH KOREA

8

of crime types, 46 cases of proven false confessions from 1991 to 2000 were discovered.
Furthermore, Lee K.S. (2012b) notes that one consequence of false confessions is that once
suspects confessed, more than 99% of them were found guilty in an initial trial. Many of those
individuals appealed, and from 2011 to 2016, 2,095 out of 8,791 (23.8%) of those individuals
were exonerated. Many Korean newspapers have criticized prosecutors’ and police officers’
investigation processes. For example, Kang (2016) said that the cause of this problem—innocent
individuals being imprisoned—is that Korean law enforcement officials depend primarily on
suspects’ confessions for convictions.
Dr. Lee Ki Soo, the leading expert on false confessions in South Korea, explains that
some common elements exist in the cases of false confessions (Lee, K. S., 2012b). First, many
false confessors are juveniles who are interrogated without being protected by Miranda rights1.
Second, interrogators mislead suspects about the consequences of their actions (e.g., ―You can
go home if you say you did it,‖ and ―If you don’t confess, you will be in prison for the rest of
your life‖). As a result, many suspects decide that they should confess—regardless of the truth—
to get out of the interrogation room and receive a lesser sentence. Third, when showing
photographs of crime scenes, interrogators ask leading questions. Fourth, many videotaped
interrogations only record the confession, omitting the entire process of interrogation. The
common elements are worth noting because the attributes could be the key to why Korean
interrogators obtain false confessions.
Lee K.S.’s (2012b) common elements above were showcased in one of the most
notorious false confession cases in the United States: the Central Park Jogger case (1989). The
suspects were teenagers, the only recorded portion of the interrogation was the suspects’
admissions or confessions, and the suspects confessed because they were told that they could go
home if they admitted that they had committed the crime (Drizin & Leo, 2004; Kassin, 2002;
1

Like American police officers, Korean police officers should inform suspects of their constitutional
rights before custodial interrogations, and Korean people call the rights as ―Miranda‖ rights. Appendix 1
describes the prongs and procedures of informing suspects of their Miranda rights.
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Kassin, 2005; Kassin et al., 2010). The Central Park Jogger case exemplifies the instances of
false confessions in the United States. Like the publicized findings of false confessions in the
Central Park Jogger case, many false confession cases are reported in the United States. Drizin
and Leo (2004) investigated 125 proven false confession cases in the United States, and of those,
101 cases (81%) were murder cases. In this instance, false confessions could certainly have led
to the death penalty for innocent individuals, indicating the serious and egregious consequences
that false confessions may cause. Unfortunately, the actual number of false confessions is still
not known and probably will remain unknowable (Kassin, 2005; Kassin et al., 2010). Even
though the actual number of false confessions is unknowable, many false confessions have been
elicited through the use of police interrogation techniques that involved trickery and deception.
Interrogation Training Rates in South Korea
In 2012, Lee K.S. and Kim reported on how Korean police officers learn to conduct
interrogations. Lee K.S. and Kim (2012) note that, during interrogations, most Korean
investigators follow their hunches, or they learn interrogation techniques from their colleagues
or seniors. In addition, Lee K.S. and Kim (2012) reported that, recently, many investigators
started to attend Reid technique trainings, workshops or seminars involving 140 hours of their
time for four weeks. However, Lee K.S. and Kim (2012) note some potential problems. First,
only a few Korean investigators had attended some educational programs on interrogation.
Second, the most common interrogation method used by American officers, notably the Reid
Technique, has been criticized worldwide (e.g., Kassin, 1997, 2006; Gudjonsson & Pearce,
2011; Starr, 2013; for a defense of the Reid Technique, see Buckley, 2006). As a result, even
trained Korean officers might not be adequately prepared for interrogations. For example, like
many scholars around the world, Lee K.S. and Kim (2012) pointed out that if investigators use
the Reid Technique, they psychologically compel suspects to say what the interrogators want to
hear. Therefore, whether attending Reid technique training sessions or not, officers are likely to
obtain false confessions during the interrogations (Lee K.S. & Kim, 2012).
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Lee K.S. and Kim’s (2012) study was published five years ago, so it is important to
investigate the current interrogation training rate among Korean interrogators. In the summer of
2016, the researcher interviewed a Korean police officer who received training in the Reid
Technique (Lee, Y. S., personal interview, 2016). Officer Lee mentioned that in order to be
promoted to a higher rank, an officer must attend a Reid technique training session. Given the
fact that many Korean police officers are eager to be promoted, many attend Reid technique
training sessions and, presumably, use it when they interrogate suspects.
Objectives of the Present Study
The present study was designed with two goals in mind: (1) to assess current
interrogation practices and beliefs in South Korea, and (2) to compare these results to those
found in the United States and England. In order to achieve these dual goals, the current study
reviewed not only South Korean studies, but also studies from the United States and England.
Such a review is important for two reasons. First, compared to South Korea, Western
psychologists and social scientists have been conducting research on police interrogations and
false confessions for more than thirty years (e.g., Kassin & Wrightsman, 1985). Second, a
professor in the Korean Police Academy, Dr. Yi Roon (personal interview, October 4, 2016),
reported that the majority of Korean investigators have received Reid technique training, which
was developed in the United States and is prevalently used by American police officers.
Therefore, both countries are likely to use similar interrogation techniques. Hence, the UScentered research literature may prove informative. More specifically, this research, which has
identified a number of risks associated with current interrogation techniques conducted by
American police officers, can be used to guide Korean police officers in conducting interviews
and interrogations.
Risk Factors: Pre-interrogation Interview Techniques
The first issue is interrogators’ lie detection techniques. Although interrogators are highly
confident in their ability to distinguish truth and deception, their accuracy rates are actually quite
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low (Kassin & Fong, 1999; Meissner & Kassin, 2002). Scholars have also criticized the cues to
deception that the Reid Technique promotes. The Reid Technique advises interrogators to look
for many verbal cues such as the use of qualifiers; nonverbal cues such as a suspect’s facial
expressions, postures, and eye contact; and behavioral attitudes such as a lack of concern.
However, social psychologists have come to a consensus that a ―Pinocchio’s growing nose‖ in
the form of behavioral cues that systematically accompany deception, does not, in fact, exist
(DePaulo et al., 2003; Hartwig & Bond, 2014; Vrij et al., 2010). Because of a strong reliance on
incorrect cues to detection, police officers’ accuracy rates in lie detection were ―only slightly
better than [that of] ordinary people, if at all‖ and, furthermore, officers’ accuracy rates were
mostly attributable to chance (Granhag & Strömwall, 2004; Memon et al., 2003; Vrij, 2000, as
cited by Kassin et al., 2007, p. 383). Subsequently, many lie detection techniques cause false
confessions to be obtained from innocent suspects during interrogations.
Second, interrogators can influence the Miranda waiving process, leading suspects to
waive their Constitutional rights (Leo, 1996b). Leo (1996b) points out that interrogators often
tell suspects that they should waive their Miranda rights to let interrogators know their stories
and appeal to their innocence. In other words, interrogators suggest that only by waiving their
rights can suspects make a statement, which will be used for them in a court of law. However, in
reality, once suspects waive their rights, almost all of their statements can be used against them.
Examining Miranda waiver rates is important because Miranda rights are likely the last
safeguard designed to protect accused suspects in the United States. Moreover, these rights
should be waived knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily (Miranda v. Arizona, 1966; for an
overview of research on these criteria, see Smalarz, Scherr, & Kassin, 2016). The high rate of
Miranda waivers could be a red flag for false confessions because it might indicate that
interrogators used manipulative tactics to make suspects waive their rights (Leo, 1996b).
A study was conducted to examine what happens to suspects once they waive their
Miranda rights. Verhoeven and Stevens (2012) investigated whether police officers interrogated
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suspects differently based on whether suspects’ Miranda rights were invoked or waived. The
researchers examined four interrogation techniques (sympathizing, confrontation, manipulation
and intimidation) and weighed how interrogators’ techniques changed based on suspects’
decisions to invoke or waive their Miranda rights. The researchers found a statistically
significant change in the use of ―intimidation‖ depending on suspects’ choice to remain silent or
retain a lawyer. The researchers presented their example of intimidation: interrogators ―move
towards the suspect,‖ ―stand beside [the suspect],‖ and ―raise [their voice]‖ (Verhoeven &
Stevens, 2012, p. 92). The ―Intimidation‖ tactic would clearly increase the risk of confessions
from innocent suspects, especially from juvenile suspects (Drizin & Leo, 2004). Other tactics
were also more often used by interrogators when suspects waived their rights, but there were no
statistically significant differences in the use of ―sympathizing,‖ ―confrontation‖ and
―manipulation‖ techniques based on whether suspects waived their rights or not. Findings from
Verhoeven and Stevens (2012) indicate many problems, which can lead a suspect to confess, but
they especially show that if an innocent suspect waives his Miranda rights, an interrogator is
more likely to intimidate the suspect. As a result, the suspect is more likely to falsely confess.
Clearly, suspects who are not knowledgeable about the law, how interrogators obtain
confessions, or the detriments of waiving their Miranda rights are more likely to confess
regardless of a confession’s authenticity because interrogators can more easily intimidate
suspects and obtain confessions.
False Confessions: Dispositional and Situational Risk Factors
During the pre-interrogation interview, if officers use cues that are not indicative of
deception and if the officers elicit a waiver of Miranda rights and start to interrogate innocent
suspects, officers will put innocent suspects at risk for confessing falsely. Both dispositional and
situational risk factors can pose a problem in this respect (Cleary & Warner, 2015; Feld, 2013;
Gudjonsson & Pearse, 2011; Kassin et al., 2010; Kassin & Gudjonsson, 2004; Lee, K.S. & Lee,
J.A., 2015). Indeed, the official White Paper of the American Psychology-Law Society for police
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induced confessions identified a suspect’s youth and intellectual or mental impairment as
dispositional risk factors; and lengthy interrogations, the presentation of false evidence, and
minimization tactics that imply leniency as situational risk factors (Kassin et al., 2010).
Gudjonsson and Pearse (2011) note that dispositional factors like a suspect’s age,
personality (e.g., suggestibility), intelligence, mental health and level of alertness, particularly
whether he or she had slept or was under the influence of alcohol or other drugs should be
considered while police officers interrogate suspects. Some researchers specifically point out the
problem caused by the age of suspects (Feld, 2013; Kassin et al., 2010; Lee K.S. & Lee, J.A.,
2015). Kassin et al. (2010) note the reasons why a suspect’s youth possibly leads to false
confessions: juveniles’ brains are not fully developed, so they are more impulsive while making
decisions, and they have less ability to consider long-term consequences than adults. Therefore,
while there are divergences in perceptions between juveniles and adults, interrogators should
treat juvenile suspects differently than how they treat adult suspects. In reality, however, juvenile
suspects are often treated the same way as adult suspects (Cleary & Warner, 2015).
Situational factors can also make suspects vulnerable to confess. First, time factors, such
as when and how long interrogation sessions last, can be risk factors for false confessions. Most
interrogations last for an hour or two (Leo, 1996a; Feld, 2013; Kassin et al., 2007). Sessions
lasting more than six hours should be considered ―coercive‖ (Blair, 2005, as cited by Kassin et
al., 2010). Indeed, Drizin and Leo (2004) reported that among 125 actual proven false
confession cases, 34% lasted 6-12 hours, and 39% lasted 12-24 hours. The mean length of
interrogation sessions was 16.3 hours. During that long period, suspects were deprived of food,
water and sleep. Frenda et al. (2016) specifically studied the relationship between sleep
deprivation and false confessions because, in the United States, as many as 17% of
interrogations occurred during typical sleep hours that were between midnight and 8:00 a.m.
(Kassin et al., 2007). Since sleep deprivation, which inhibits behavioral impulses and lowers
resistance to suggestive influences, impairs the ability to anticipate risks and consequences, both
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innocent and guilty individuals are more likely to confess while being deprived of sleep (Frenda
et al., 2016). Because the mental faculties of suspects are severely impacted by time factors,
these are potentially crucial factors in obtaining false confessions.
Second, another situational risk factor is the presentation of false evidence. Many social
psychologists argue that interrogators lying to suspects is a noticeable problem in the United
States (Culhane et al., 2008; Kassin, 1997, 2005; Kassin et al., 2007; Perillo & Kassin, 2011). In
the United States, by law, interrogators are permitted to lie or present false evidence without
indicating that it necessarily implicates the suspect (Frazier v. Cupp, 1969). As allowed by law,
occasionally police use such methods with leniency to obtain a confession (Culhane et al., 2008;
Inbau et al., 2013; Kassin et al., 2007; Perillo & Kassin, 2011). Furthermore, Perillo and Kassin
(2011) argued that presenting false or fictitious evidence may cause more serious problems,
especially since judges and juries cannot detect whether any confession is true or false, and they
are even less capable of doing so when interrogators bluff about evidence. Sometimes
interrogators also bluff about the existence of witnesses who ―saw‖ the suspect commit the
crimes. Kassin and Kiechel (1996) examined how such ―bluffs‖ affected suspects. Kassin and
Kiechel (1996) conducted an experiment, using 79 college students, and investigated how the
existence of a witness affects the elicitation of a confession. The researchers concluded that, if a
confederate reported that the participants engaged in the accused behavior, then the participants’
confession rates doubled when compared to the no-witness condition. This study showed that, in
reality, suspects are likely to falsely confess if interrogators ―bluff‖ that someone witnessed the
suspect committing crimes. Therefore, when an interrogator presents false evidence to a suspect,
the suspect becomes confused, and that likely leads to a false confession. For this reason, fact
finders often cannot notice whether the confession evidence is true or false. Follow-up
experiments have replicated the effect even when the confession was said to elicit negative
consequences (Nash & Wade, 2009), particularly among juveniles who were compliant and
suggestible compared to adults (Redlich & Goodman, 2003).
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A real-life example also shows that the juveniles are more compliant and suggestible
than adults. Jeffrey Deskovic (panel discussion, April 13, 2016) reported that he falsely
confessed at the age of sixteen because his interrogator pressured him to confess and said that as
soon as Deskovic confessed, he could go home. Deskovic reported that he believed the
interrogator’s statement because he was naïve at that time. Of course, rather than being allowed
to go home, Deskovic was convicted because of his confession and spent 15 years in prison for a
murder that he did not commit.
Methods to Examine Interrogation Techniques
Researchers have used a number of different methods to explore which tactics used
during interrogations might increase the risk of false confessions: analyzing training materials;
examining actual cases; conducting observational studies as well as laboratory studies; and
conducting self-reported surveys of practitioners. Each method was reviewed for its applicability
to the current study, and those methods that were not suited for this study are noted. In other
words, the methods’ viability in the current study and why they had not been adopted for this
study was also explained. Finally, the reason why a self-reported study was chosen for the
present study was explained.
First, since interrogation manuals are guidelines for conducting interrogations,
examining the manuals indirectly shows which factors cause false confessions (e.g., see
Miranda v. Arizona, 1966). The most prevalently-used training manual is Inbau and Reid’s
(1962) Criminal Interrogation and Confessions, which is now in its fifth edition (Inbau et al.,
2013). However, examining the manuals is not ideal for the current study because many police
officers do not strictly follow the guidelines. In other words, practitioners use interrogation
techniques that deviate from the manuals. For example, Cleary and Warner (2015) observed
actual interrogations and reported that investigators applied the same techniques to both juvenile
and adult suspects. Moreover, regardless of suspect’s age, aggressive and intimidating
techniques were still sometimes used even though the Reid manual does not recommend such
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behaviors. The Reid technique manual offers ways to specifically interrogate juvenile suspects.
The manual notes that ―the investigator should attempt to learn from the case investigators
whatever information is available regarding the [juvenile] suspect’s background . . . [because]
the investigator’s awareness of such facts can be of considerable assistance in the interrogation‖
(Inbau et al., 2013, p. 250). In other words, after gathering relevant information about a juvenile
suspect, interrogators should tailor interrogation techniques based on suspect’s age and
background information rather than applying the same techniques used on other suspects.
Therefore, analyzing the training manuals might not be the best method to appreciate what
actually happens in interrogation rooms.
Second, researchers analyzed actual case documents. Lee K.S. (2012a, b) and Lee K.S.
and Lee J.A. (2015) examined actual false confession cases in South Korea, and Drizin and Leo
(2004) examined actual false confession cases in the United States. These studies are archival
analyses of actual case documents. Since Korean researchers have already published these
studies in a retrospective format, this method would not be ideal for the current study as the
objective is to discover what practices are, at present, being utilized in interrogation rooms.
Third, researchers directly observed real interrogation rooms (Feld, 2013; Cleary, 2014;
Leo, 1996a). In Leo’s (1996a) study, for example, the researcher observed what actually
happened and coded all of the interrogation techniques that the interrogators used. However,
Korean police departments are conservative, so they do not let researchers observe the
interrogation sessions. Given these circumstances, unfortunately, this method cannot be adopted
by Korean researchers.
Fourth, researchers conducted controlled lab studies (Frenda et al., 2016; Kassin & Fong,
1999; Kassin & Kiechel, 1996; Perillo & Kassin, 2011; Redlich & Goodman, 2003). Even
though many difficulties are contained in this method, such as the experimental design must be
plausible and believable to participants, many researchers scrutinize every detail and try to
create situations that are similar to real interrogation sessions in the lab. In Korea, no research
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study has been found using this method. This method is a viable approach, but without knowing
Korean practitioners’ typical patterns of interrogations, researchers do not know what variable to
manipulate in the lab. This method, therefore, is not appropriate for the current study because
before researchers start to conduct controlled laboratory studies, Korean interrogators’ typical
patterns should be examined first.
Fifth, police officers’ self-reported survey studies were utilized. The most representative
and prevalently-used study is Kassin et al. (2007) because many studies have applied its
questionnaire to law enforcement officers from all over the world (Cleary & Warner, 2015; Areh
et al., 2015). Kassin et al. (2007) conducted a survey of police officers in the United States (N =
574) and in Canada (N = 57). All participants voluntarily took the surveys. The questionnaires
included demographic information such as sex, age, and rank. However, there were no
identifying information questions. The survey focused on six issues: police officers’ lie detection
techniques, suspects’ Miranda rights waiver rates, problematic interrogation techniques, the
amount of time suspects spend in the interrogation rooms, kinds of confessions (i.e., partial
admission versus full confession), and participants’ perceptions of recording the interrogation
(i.e., videotaping versus audiotaping). The results provided significant conclusions. First, police
investigators’ accuracy rate on lie detection was low although they had high confidence in its
effectiveness. Second, since false confessions are positively correlated with the Miranda rights
waiver rate, the researchers suggested that the waiver rate (80%) should decrease to prevent
false confessions. Third, many interrogation techniques can be highly manipulative, such as long
interrogation periods or physical isolation, and therefore, the suspects confess. To prevent issues
resulting from police interrogation techniques, Kassin et al. (2007) suggested that the entire
interrogation process needs to be videotaped.
In South Korea, the only police officers’ self-reported survey study the researcher found
was Yi’s (2009) study. Yi (2009) examined interrogators’ perceptions of videotaping
interrogations; the researcher recruited 94 Korean police officers as participants and reported
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that 44.95% were opposed to videotaping interrogations (Yi, 2009). Yi’s (2009) study suggests
that some Korean police officers were willing to participate in self-reported survey studies.
Thus, the police officers’ self-reported survey study seemed most applicable to the present study,
so the method was chosen for the present study to examine how Korean police officers
interrogate suspects.
The Present Study
As reviewed, a self-reported survey is the most applicable and suitable method for the
current study. In South Korea, case studies were conducted by Lee K.S. (2012a, b) and Lee K.S.
and Lee J.A. (2015), and a self-reported study by Yi (2009) was conducted to explore a specific
topic (i.e., interrogators’ perceptions of videotaping interrogation). However, there is no
evidence that South Korean researchers have systematically designed surveys to investigate
Korean police officers’ overall interrogation techniques. As a result, Korean researchers may
only assume how Korean interrogators elicit confessions from suspects.
Since South Koreans are shocked by news of suspects’ suicide and false confessions,
police interrogation techniques should be urgently examined systematically to prevent more
victims from being subjected to potentially coercive police interrogation techniques that put
innocent people at risk. The purpose of this current study, therefore, was to obtain self-reported
data from Korean law enforcement professionals regarding how they prepare to interrogate
suspects (e.g., whether they attend any training for interrogation) and how they actually conduct
interrogations (e.g., how they detect lies and how they treat suspects without an attorney). The
designed questionnaire was based on the questionnaire utilized by Kassin et al. (2007). To
enhance the ecological validity of the questionnaire, the researcher consulted with a professor of
police administration in Dongkuk University in Seoul (Kwak Dea Kyong, personal interview),
professors of police investigation in the Korean Police Academy (Yi Roon & Lee Ki Soo,
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personal interview), and a Korean police officer (Lee Y.S2., personal interview).
Hypotheses of the Present Study
The previous studies contain many significant attributes: First, although social
psychologists argue that verbal and nonverbal behaviors are not reliably diagnostic of deception,
the Reid Technique manual trains officers to look for such cues. Second, many officers
interrogate suspects differently when a lawyer is present. Also, Korean police officers’
authoritativeness and conservativeness (Na & Park, 2006) may influence their interrogation
tactics. In addition, because of social desirability biases and self-presentation, participants’
answers can thus be hypothesized accordingly.
1. South Korean police officers trained in the Reid Technique will rely heavily on
nonverbal cues and behavioral signs for making judgments of truth and deception.
2. Officers will report that they interrogate suspects differently based on whether or
not they retain a lawyer.
3. Officers will believe that the confessions they obtain are true confessions.
4. Officers will report using humane techniques such as ―establishing a rapport and
gaining the suspect’s trust‖ more than coercive techniques such as ―physically
intimidating the suspects‖ or ―expressing impatience, frustration, or anger at the
suspect.‖
Method
In this study, the interview and interrogation techniques utilized by the Korean National
Police Officers were examined using a self-reported survey. Korean National Police Officers
with experience in interviewing and interrogating suspects were expected to participate in this
study.
Participants and Procedures
2

The police officer’s full name was not disclosed because the officer wanted to remain anonymous.
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A total of 90 Korean National Police Officers all over the country participated. They
varied in sex and rank. Four participants were excluded from data analysis because they either
did not answer a substantial number of questions or did not have experience in interviewing or
interrogating suspects. Ultimately, 86 participants were used for data analysis.
Among the 86 participants, 57 participants filled out the survey on physical paper. Those
participants were recruited by asking five police chiefs, who are the researcher’s friends. In July
2016, the researcher met these chiefs in person and obtained permission to distribute the survey
sheets in their precincts. After the researcher met them, she sent the chiefs an email with the
survey sheet attached. The chiefs printed out and put the survey sheet by the door through which
their subordinates enter and exit. If a police officer wanted to participate, he or she filled the
sheet out and put it in the chiefs’ mailbox. When the researcher visited Korea in January 2017,
the chiefs returned the completed surveys to the researcher. Participation in the survey was
voluntary and anonymous. The chiefs did not pressure their subordinates to participate, and even
though there were a few demographic questions, answers could never lead to a specific officer
being identified. The researcher cannot know the exact response rate since the chiefs could not
recall how many survey packets they printed out.
The remaining 29 participants were surveyed through an online survey. Participants were
recruited in three ways. First, the researcher knew several professors in the Korean Police
Academy, which is the only specialized institute in Korea for training elite police officers.
Normally, after a person graduates from the Academy and becomes a police lieutenant, he or she
is immediately guaranteed a speedy promotion. The professors whom the researcher contacted
reached out via email or phone call to their former students and requested volunteers. Then, the
former students (chiefs, captains, lieutenants, or sergeants) sent group emails to their subordinate
officers. In the email, there was a hyperlink (Qualtrics) to the survey site. Once again,
participation was voluntary. In other words, the chiefs, captains, or sergeants did not know
whether their subordinate officers participated or not. Second, snowball recruitment may have
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resulted in investigators from additional agencies being contacted by participants. Third, the
researcher searched the internet periodically to find police officers who used blogs (many
Korean police officers have Q&A sections in their blogs to answer people’s questions on
policing and the law). If the researcher concluded that blog owners were actual police officers,
she sent the bloggers an email with an anonymous Qualtrics link, which led to the questionnaire.
Participants, therefore, were recruited by the researcher’s internet search, specifically based
upon blogs. Once an officer decided to participate in the study, he or she clicked on the link sent
by email. This link allowed the officer to take the survey. The response rate of the online method
was low even though, in the middle of the research process, many questions were deleted to
increase participation (the response rate was about 12%).
The original questionnaire (the longer version) was designed to take 15 minutes to
complete; the shorter revised questionnaire required approximately five minutes to complete.
Both versions started with a brief greeting paragraph that contained the researcher’s email
address and the statement that participants would not be asked for identifying personal
information. In addition, participants were informed that the results of the study would be
presented in the aggregate. The researcher’s goal was to determine what beliefs and practices are
common—not to compare and contrast specific individuals or departments in order to point
fingers at those whose activities depart from the norm.
Measures
(This section describes the original [longer] version of the questionnaire because 58 out
of 87 participants filled out the original version.)
The purpose of this questionnaire was to obtain self-reported data from various Korean
National Police Agencies regarding their practices of interviewing and interrogating suspects
and their beliefs on interrogation techniques. In total, there were 29 questions in the survey. The
questions were presented in several formats: asking for percentages, a set of Likert scale
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questions, multiple choice and short answers. Participants were not asked for identifying
information other than their sex, age, rank, and educational degree.
Following those demographic questions, participants estimated the average number of
times a suspect was interviewed or interrogated, the average length of an interrogation (in hours
and minutes), the longest interrogation in which they were involved or which they observed (in
hours and minutes), and the percentage of interrogations distributed over various time intervals
of day and night (8 a.m. to noon; noon to 4 p.m.; 4 p.m. to 8 p.m.; 8 p.m. to 12 a.m.; 12 a.m. to 4
a.m.; 4 a.m. to 8 a.m.). In addition, they were asked (1) whether they had received any special
training (seminars, workshops, etc.), (2) to evaluate their interview or interrogation skills in
comparison to those of their colleagues’ skills, and (3) to evaluate how adept they are at lie
detection. In a short answer question format, participants were asked to list the most important
cues that they use to detect deception.
Officers were asked whether they treat each suspect differently or the same. For example,
the researcher asked what type of information officers obtain about the suspect before an
interrogation (e.g., suspects’ intellectual ability, suspects’ medical and mental health records or
suspects’ level of alertness). The researcher asked whether they interrogate suspects differently
if a suspect had a lawyer present. Additionally, the officers were asked whether they treat youth
and adult suspects the same way.
Turning to Miranda, participants were asked how they typically inform suspects of their
rights and how they would obtain a waiver of Miranda rights (orally or in writing). Then, to
estimate the percentage of people in general, guilty suspects, and innocent suspects who (1) fully
waive their rights and submit to a complete interrogation, (2) initially waive but then invoke
their rights at a later time, or (3) refuse to waive their rights from start to finish (for each
question, participants were directed to provide all three estimates, totaling 100%).
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Finally, participants were asked to estimate how often they had employed various
interrogation techniques (e.g., sympathize with the suspect) that are recommended and/or used
in law enforcement (1 = never, 2 = on rare occasion, 3 = sometimes/often, 4 = almost always).
Coding
All questions relating to time (i.e., questions involving years, months and hours, minutes)
were converted into lesser units. For example, 2 hours and 10 minutes of interrogation became
130 minutes, and 1 year and 2 months of experience as a police officer became 14 months.
For the short answer questions, regarding the question on detection cues, the researcher
coded ―verbal,‖ ―nonverbal,‖ ―both‖ and ―undefined3.‖ The ―verbal‖ cues were all sounds that
came out of a suspect’s mouth including ―stutter,‖ ―inconsistency of statement,‖ and ―illogical
statement.‖ ―Non-verbal‖ cues included ―facial expressions,‖ ―avoiding eye contact,‖ and
similar items. In addition, for the question concerning the type of discomfort that the suspect
experienced, the researcher coded ―physical discomfort,‖ ―psychological discomfort,‖ and
―both.‖ For the question on how participants treat youths differently from adults, the researcher
coded ―with a guardian present,‖ ―using understandable words for juvenile,‖ ―create a friendly
environment,‖ ―two or more above,‖ and ―do not interrogate at night.‖
Data Analysis
Some participants neglected to respond to one or more items, and a few participants (N =
29) were not even asked some questions because of the questionnaire revision; as a result of
these missing data, sample sizes differed somewhat across questions and were reported
accordingly.
For the continuous variable questions (e.g., participants’ age, number of years in law
enforcement, number of training the participants received), the researcher reported appropriate
central tendencies (i.e., mean, median, and mode) and variability (e.g., range and standard
Five participants answered that they never predetermine a suspect’s honesty before they have physical
evidence and circumstantial evidence. Presumably, after the interrogation and after all evidence is
collected, they know whether the suspect was lying or not. Therefore, they were coded ―undefined.‖
3
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deviation). A set of Likert scale questions containing 16 sub-questions, asked how many times
the participants have used certain interview/interrogation techniques. Then, a factor analysis was
conducted to determine whether certain techniques cluster together, revealing patterns of
techniques that were frequently used in conjunction with one another or were conceptually
related.
The researcher ran several regression models to assess whether individual differences in
respondents’ characteristics predicted their self-reported use of each set of techniques. In order
to compare American and South Korean police officers, the models were similar to those of
Kassin et al.’s (2007). For these regression models, the independent variables were the
following: 1. The number of months the respondent has served in law enforcement; 2. Whether
or not the respondent had attended special training in interview and interrogation techniques; 3.
The respondent’s confidence in his or her own lie detection ability; 4. The number of
interrogations conducted by the respondent; and 5. The average length of interrogations
conducted by the respondent. The dependent variable was their self-reported use of each set of
techniques.
Results
Eighty-six Korean investigators filled out the survey: 73 were males (84.9%), 11 were
females (12.8%), and 2 (2.3%) did not identify their sex. Fifty-seven participants (66.3%) were
from 6 precincts, and 29 participants (33.7%) were from the rest of the country. Regarding
participants’ rank, the mode was police lieutenant (36.1%), which is the second highest rank.
Table 1 is a frequency table of participants’ rank. On average, participants were 39.60 years old
(Med =38; Range = 26 to 56; SD = 8.02; N = 85), had worked for an average of 152.53 months
in law enforcement (Med = 120; Range = 14 to 456; SD = 105.73; N = 85), and had conducted—
by their own estimates—a mean of 415.75 suspect interviews and interrogations over the course
of their careers (Med = 150; Range = 1 to 3000; SD = 613.65; N = 80).
Regarding special training experience, 59 participants (69.4%) said they had received
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special training (seminars, workshops, etc.) on how to conduct interviews and interrogations.
See Table 2 for participants’ experiences in interrogations, and table 3 describes participants’
self-estimation on their own interrogation skills compared to their colleagues’.
Truth and lie detection
To determine how confident investigators were in their lie detection abilities, participants
were asked to estimate the percentage of times that their personal judgments of suspects’
veracity turned out to be correct. Participants on average estimated that they can distinguish
truthful and deceptive suspects at a 72.39% level of accuracy (Med = 73; Range = 30 to 100; SD
= 14.53; N = 84). This estimate is far higher than results have shown in actual tests of law
enforcement lie detection performance (Kassin, Meissner, & Norwick, 2005; Meissner &
Kassin, 2002). See Table 4 for participants’ self-estimation on lie detection. Also, Table 5
describes participants’ cues to deception.
Several regression and chi-square tests were conducted regarding the confidence rate.
First, a linear regression was conducted to test the relationship between the number of
experiences on interrogation training sessions and confidence rates on their lie detection skills.
The number of training session experiences was a statistically significant predictor of
participants’ confidence rate on lie detection, 𝑅 2 = .08, F(1, 79) = 7.10, ß = .29, p = .009. A chisquare test was conducted on the same question (relationships between lie detection confidence
rates and training experiences), but using the dichotomous answer form (i.e., ―yes‖ or ―no‖
answer) on training experience, 𝑋 2 (18, N=83) = 17.11, p>.05. Interestingly, simply attending
training sessions or not (i.e., ignoring the number of experiences with training sessions) did not
have a statistically significant effect on confidence in the lie detection skills, but the number of
training sessions attended had a statistically significant effect. Another chi-square test was
conducted on training experience and lie detection cues (i.e., verbal, nonverbal, both and
undefined). The result was not statistically significant, 𝑋 2 (3, N=75) = 2.77, p>.05, indicating
that training experience and type of lie detection cues are statistically independent.
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The number of interrogations participants had conducted and their confidence rate in lie
detection skills were correlated, r(79) = .303, p = .007. The results showed that the more
experiences with interrogation, the more confident interrogators feel in their lie detection skills.
In addition, a one-way ANOVA tested whether there was a mean difference in lie detection
depending on a participant’s rank, F(4,77) = 4.60, p=.002 (Table 6). The results showed that
there was at least one mean difference in the confidence rate of lie detection skills depending on
rank. Only one statistically significant mean difference was found after conducting a Bonferroni
test, and it was between the second and fourth rank (p=.001). Table 7 describes the posthoc test.
Miranda requirements
Participants were asked to indicate the medium by which they most often apprised
suspects of the Miranda rights and obtained a waiver of those rights. The results suggested that
the most common methods were to inform suspects in writing (61%) or orally (24.4%), but they
seldom use both (14.6%). With regard to Miranda decisions, the participants estimated that
73.38% of ―people in general‖ waived their Miranda rights (Med = 90; Range = 0 to 100; SD =
31.47; N = 82). American police officers’ self-reported answers (Kassin et al., 2007) were
slightly higher than Korean police officers’. However, when a social scientist directly observed
the interrogations and estimated the rate (Leo, 1996a), the estimation was similar to the current
study.
Participants were also asked to separately estimate, from their own experience, how both
guilty and innocent suspects reacted to the Miranda waiver sheets. Consistent with the beliefs of
American police (Kassin et al., 2007), participants perceived a slight difference—estimating on
average that 76.68% of guilty suspects waived their rights (Med = 90; SD = 29.64; N = 74)
compared to 71.62% of innocent suspects (Med = 90; SD = 36.6; N = 68). In other words, unlike
Kassin et al.’s study (2007), the current study showed that officers believed that innocent
suspects are more likely to invoke Miranda rights than guilty suspects.
Three dependent sample t-tests were conducted, but none of the results yielded a
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statistical significance between participants’ answers on guilty and innocent suspects: (1)
participants’ estimated percentage of guilty suspects who waive their rights and submit to a
complete interrogation (M = 76.68, SD = 29.64), and participants’ estimated percentage of
innocent suspects who waive their rights and submit to a complete interrogation (M = 71.62, SD
= 36.60), t(65) = .458, p>.05; (2) participants’ estimated percentage of guilty suspects who
initially waive but invoke their rights later at some point (M = 18.90, SD = 27.38), and
participants’ estimated percentage of innocent suspects who initially waive but invoke their
rights later at some point (M = 11.72, SD = 22.43), t(57) = 1.85, p = .07; and (3) participants’
estimated percentage of guilty suspects who refuse to waive their rights from start to finish (M =
6.13, SD = 8.89), and participants’ estimated percentage of innocent suspects who refuse to
waive their rights from start to finish (M =5.61, SD = 11.50), t(58) = .609, p>.05. Generally,
there were not many differences in waiver rates between guilty and innocent suspects regardless
of when rights were waived or invoked. More interestingly, participants estimated that a
majority of Korean suspects—regardless of guilt or innocence—did not activate their rights at
the beginning of the interrogations; however, during the interrogations, guilty suspects were
more likely to invoke Miranda rights than innocent suspects.
Interrogating juvenile suspects
Participants were asked whether they treated juvenile suspects differently from adult
suspects. If participants answered that they interrogate differently based on age, there was a
follow-up question: in what ways do you treat youth suspects differently? Forty-six participants
(53.5%) answered they interrogate juvenile suspects differently (Table 8). Among them, 44.1%
(N = 15) answered that they create a friendly environment for juveniles, and 38.2% (N = 13)
answered they interrogate juvenile suspects with their guardians present. Approximately, 11.8%
(N =4) answered that they use an easier vocabulary for juveniles to understand. One participant
answered that he makes juveniles tell him the truth by saying no record would be left since they
are young. See Table 2 for number of youth suspect participants interrogated and see Table 9 for
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how participants interrogated youth suspects differently.
Interrogation practices
To assess the variety of interrogation tactics that police use, participants were asked to
estimate on a 1-4 point scale, the frequency with which they have used each of 16 techniques in
trying to get suspects to confess.
The portrait that emerges from these self-reports is that the typical interrogation consists
almost always of identifying contradictions in the suspect’s story (57% reported they ―always‖
use this technique); confronting the suspect with actual evidence of his or her guilt (―always‖ =
48%); isolating the suspect from family and friends (―always‖ = 31%), and trying to establish a
rapport and gain the suspect’s trust (―always‖ = 24%). On rare occasions, interrogators express
impatience, frustration, or anger at the suspect (―Never‖ = 29%); minimize the moral seriousness
of the offense (―Never‖ = 31%); threaten the suspect with consequences for not cooperating
(―Never‖ = 49%); and physically intimidate the suspect (―Never‖ = 85%). See Table 10 for selfreported frequency of usage of 16 techniques on a 1 [never] to 4 [always] scale in descending
order.
A factor analysis was conducted on these 16 ratings to determine whether certain
techniques cluster together, revealing patterns of techniques that are frequently used in
conjunction with one another or are conceptually related. In an exploratory factor analysis with
Varimax rotation, 5 factors with eigenvalues >1.0 were identified, accounting for 64.4% of the
data. Eleven of the items were found to load >.50 onto one of the five factors (see Table 11 for
cross-loadings of interrogation items in rotated factor solution).
The researcher conducted several regression models to assess whether individual
differences in respondents’ characteristics predicted their self-reported use of each set of
techniques. Five predictor variables were included in the models: (a) the number of years the
respondent had served in law enforcement (experience), (b) whether or not the respondent had
attended special training sessions in interview and interrogation (training), (c) the respondent’s
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confidence in his or her own lie detection ability (confidence), (d) the number of interrogations
conducted by the respondent (interrogations), and (e) the average length of interrogations
conducted by the respondent (length). See Table 12 for results of regression models predicting
interrogation usage from experience, training, confidence in deception detection, and number
and length of interrogations conducted. Two statistically significant results were found. First, for
the ―confrontation‖ tactic, training experience was a statistically significant predictor, 𝑅 2 = .099,
F(5, 69) = 1.51, ß = -.031, p = .018. Second, for the ―minimization‖ tactic and building a
rapport, training experience was a statistically significant predictor, 𝑅 2 = .174, F(5, 66) = 2.77,
ß = -.024, p = .029.
Additionally, when participants were asked about the techniques they most often used
(short answer form), two answers were intriguing. First, a participant answered that he heavily
focuses on suspects’ Modus Operandi (MO), and he prefers to interrogate a suspect with his
colleague(s). Second, one participant answered he would look into suspects’ upbringing and try
to understand why the suspect commits crimes.
Length, frequency, and timing of interrogations
Because many false confessions are related to the length of interrogation and what time
of day interrogations occur, it was important to know those time factors (Drizin & Leo, 2004;
Kassin et al., 2007). For the first question, participants estimated, based on their own experience,
that the mean length of interrogation was 81.19 minutes (Med = 60; Range = 15 to 180; SD =
37.23; N = 84). In the response to the second question, they estimated that their longest
interrogation had lasted for an average of 306.27 minutes (Med = 240; Range = 30 to 960; SD =
223.54; N = 83). The estimate of average length is slightly lower than that of American police
officers, but the estimate of longest interrogation is slightly higher than that of American police
officers. However, it is unlikely that the estimate of longest interrogation is considered as
―coercive‖ interrogation.
As to the time of day, before getting statistical results, responses were excluded from
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participants whose answers did not add up to 100%. They estimated that roughly 92.65% of
interrogations were conducted during typical waking hours (i.e., 8 a.m. to midnight) (Med =
98.5; Range = 40 to 100; SD = 12.02; N = 48). In particular, respondents estimated that 20.92%
were conducted from 8 a.m. to noon, 34.33% from noon to 4 p.m., 24.79% from 4 p.m. to 8
p.m., and 12.60% from 8 p.m. to midnight. In contrast, an estimated 7.35% of interrogations
were held during typical sleeping hours (midnight to 8 a.m.) (Med = 1.5; Range = 0 to 60; SD =
12.02; N = 48), including an estimated 5.20% from midnight to 4 a.m. and 2.16% from 4 a.m. to
8 a.m. See Table 2 for each time interval’s mean, minimum, maximum, median, standard error
and standard deviation.
Confession rates
Turning from the process of interrogation to its outcomes, participants were asked to
estimate from personal experience the percentage of their suspects who gave at least a partial
admission of guilt. On average, participants estimated that an average of 66.04% of suspects had
made self-incriminating statements (Med = 70; Range = 10 to 95; SD = 21.52; N = 84). This
estimate is similar to the rate shown in Kassin et al.’s (2007) study. Respondents estimated that
91.23% of guilty suspects provided a confession (Med = 95; Range = 50 to 100; SD = 11.66; N =
56). Participants estimated that they almost always obtained confessions from guilty suspects
and the rates are higher than that of American police officers (Kassin et al., 2007).
Unfortunately, perception of the false confession rate was not assessed (innocent
suspects’ confessions). However, since the participants answered two mutually exclusive events
(either eliciting confessions or failure to elicit confessions; either true or false confessions),
Bayes’ Theorem was used to infer the false confession rate4. Approximately 5.14% of innocent
suspects would provide a confession (Med = 3.38; Range = 0 to 21; SD = 5.92; N = 56). The
The questions the researcher used to infer false confession rates:
1. In your estimate, what percentage of the suspects you interrogate make an admission of guilt or
full confession?
2. In your estimate, what percentage of suspects who confess are eventually found guilty?
Mathematical expression the researcher used: {Q1*(100-Q2)}/100.
4
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estimated false confession rate was similar to Kassin et al.’s (2007) study (4.78%).
Recording of interrogations and confessions
When asked about their opinions with regards to whether interviews and interrogations
should be fully recorded from start to finish, 43.5% of participants said yes. This rate is less
than American police officers’ rates (Kassin et al., 2007), and the potential reason why more
than half of Korean interrogators are opposed to videotaping interrogation will follow in the
Discussion section. See Table 13 for participants’ opinions on videotaping interrogations.
Discussion
An objective of the current study was to compare its results to those found by Western
scholars. The majority of the results resembled those of Kassin et al.’s (2007) study as there was
not much difference between the interrogation techniques utilized by Korean and American
police officers. For example, in Kassin et al.’s (2007) study, American police officers estimated
that their own self-confidence rate for lie detection was 77%. In the current study, Korean police
officers estimated their confidence rate to be 72.39%. Both rates, however, were actually higher
than the accuracy rate of lie detection among ―the average person‖—regardless of being police
officers or laypersons—who had an average rate of 54% in lie detection performance (Bond &
DePaulo, 2006, p. 230). Even though variability may exist in the rate, there is very little
variability in deception detection accuracy across people. Therefore, police officers’ selfconfidence rate, which estimated around 70%, suggests that officers are over-confident.
Even though participants’ actual accuracy rates on lie detection was not determined in
the current study, their accuracy rate would be much lower than their confidence rates given the
fact that more than one fourth (19 out of 75) of the participants answered that they looked for
only nonverbal cues for lie detection (e.g., avoiding eye contact, grooming gestures, facial
expressions, shaky voice or hand movements). Furthermore, if interrogators attended Reid
technique training sessions, they were more likely to look for non-diagnostic cues and feel more
confident in their lie detection abilities. Also, correlation results showed that the more training
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sessions participants attended, the more confidence they had in their lie detection skills. Training
experiences surely made interrogators more confident in their lie detection skills although the
accuracy and confidence rates are two separate things (Meissner & Kassin, 2002). This
generates a significant potential problem. For example, if interrogators are too confident in their
lie detection skills, they might not double check the validity of suspects’ status. Therefore, using
lie detection techniques from training sessions is potentially dangerous since interrogators will
apply the techniques in their interrogations of potentially innocent suspects and assume the
suspects are lying. In addition to the similar confidence rates of lie detection, the current study
revealed a similar predicted false confession rate (5.14%) in Korea when compared to the Kassin
et al.’s (2007) American false confession rate (4.78%). Even though the Korean people had not
noticed the high incidences of false confessions in Korea, false confessions are prevalent, and
attention is urgently needed.
It is important to note that comparing and contrasting the current study to Kassin et al.’s
(2007) study is limited mainly because of the legal, linguistic and cultural differences between
the U.S. and Korea. For example, the researcher and Kassin et al. (2007) used the same Likert
scale questions: how often the participants had employed various interrogation techniques that
are recommended and/or used in law enforcement. The current study had only four choices (1 =
never, 2 = on rare occasion, 3 = sometimes/often5, 4 = always), and a majority of answers
(62.63%) were in the middle of the scale (i.e., 2 or 3). In Kassin et al.’s (2007) study,
participants were asked the exact same questions, but on a five-point scale (1 = never, 2 = on
rare occasion, 3 = sometimes, 4 = often, 5 = always); in this study, 64.7% of participants
answered in the midpoint of the Likert scale. The American police officers’ percentage is a little
bit higher than the Korean participants’ percentage, but, again, in Kassin et al.’s (2007) study,
there were three middle scale measures or, in other words, more dispersed choices (i.e., 2, 3, or
To reflect a linguistic matter, the researcher combined ―sometimes‖ and ―often.‖ The researcher’s father,
a sociologist, advised that ―sometimes‖ and ―often‖ are similar in meaning to Koreans, so to avoid
confusion among the participants, the researcher combined those two choices.
5
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4). Given that Korean participants had only two middle choices, it could possibly be a cultural
difference. Lee J. et al. (2002) studied how people in Western and Eastern cultures answer
differently on a Likert scale, and the researchers concluded that people in Eastern cultures were
more likely to choose the midpoint of a Likert scale item when compared to Americans. This
might be caused by the individualist versus collectivist perspectives in the two different cultures.
People in Western cultures are individualists and tend to respond with extreme answers, but
people in Eastern cultures, collectivist individuals, would prefer a moderate response so as to be
in agreement with the group (Chen et al., 1995, as cited by Lee J. et al., 2002). In that sense, it
might be invalid to compare the usage of interrogation techniques in Kassin et al.’s (2007) study
to this current study for two reasons: (1) different scale points were used (i.e., Kassin et al.
(2007) used a 5 point scale model while the current study used a 4 point scale model); and (2)
cultural differences might play a role in how participants answered Likert scale questions,
regardless of the proportion of techniques used itself.
Another objective of the current study was to assess current interrogation practices and
beliefs in South Korea. Since false confession cases are reported on a regular basis in South
Korea, analyses of current interrogation practices and beliefs may help to identify the cause of
false confessions.
First, regarding the Miranda waiver rates in Korea, many scholars worry that suspects’
Miranda waiving rate could be too high because innocent people are prone to waive their
Miranda rights—and other rights as well (Kassin, 2005; Kassin et al. 2007). Unfortunately, the
current data showed that, regardless of suspects being innocent (71.62%) or guilty (76.68%),
police officers estimate that approximately three out of every four suspects waive their Miranda
rights. Korean suspects’ high rates of waiving Miranda rights were observed in a previous study
(Lee K.S., 2012a). The researcher concluded the high rate is generally due to Korean police
officers not understanding the necessity of protecting suspects’ Miranda rights, and the belief
that invoking the right is simply suspicious (Lee K.S., 2012a). In other words, the purpose of
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encouraging suspects to waive their rights is different between American and Korean police
officers. Unlike American police officers who persuade suspects to waive their rights so that
officers can obtain confessions more conveniently (Leo, 1996b), Korean police officers
encourage suspects to waive their rights without any intention of more easily conducting
interrogations. Korean police officers simply lack awareness about the necessity of rights,
especially if the suspects are innocent. Lee K.S. (2012a) suggested that the most suitable
solution to decrease the rate of waiving Miranda rights and ultimately reducing false confession
rates is to educate and enlighten the Korean people on the importance of invoking their rights.
Second, presentations of false incriminating evidence in the form of bluffs and lies, a
situational factor that increases the risk of false confessions, can make innocent suspects
confused, and the suspects assume that the evidence might cause the verdict to be overturned
later on; therefore, the innocent suspects falsely confess (Perillo & Kassin, 2011; Kassin &
Kiechel, 1996; for an overview, see the Kassin et al., 2010 White Paper). Among Korean police
officers, only 19 out of 83 participants (10.5%) answered that they had never implied or
pretended to have independent evidence of guilt. Korean police officers use interrogation
techniques that possibly generate situational risk factors, and they should be alerted to the
dangerous consequences of this tactic.
Sometimes Korean police officers use interrogation techniques to avoid eliciting false
confessions. First, Lee K. S. (2012a) notes that among 94 false confession cases, 10 cases
(10.6%) may have stemmed from lengthy interrogation sessions, and 5 false confession cases
(5.3%) could have resulted from suspects’ sleep deprivation. In total, 15.9% of false confession
cases in Lee K. S.’ (2012a) study were affected by time factors, such as long interrogation
sessions and conducting interrogation sessions at night, and these factors were the second
leading situational risk factors of false confession followed by police brutality (16.0%).
In the current study, participants reported that the average length of interrogation was
about 1.35 hours, which is consistent with U.S. norms (e.g., Leo, 1996a; Feld, 2013; Kassin et
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al., 2007) and far less than the 16.3 hour average length from the case study of 125 false
confession cases (Drizin & Leo, 2004). Regarding the factor of sleep deprivation, since only
7.35 % of interrogation sessions were conducted during typical sleep hours (midnight to 8 a.m.),
one can infer that very few Korean suspects suffer from sleep deprivation.
Second, regarding dispositional risk factors of false confessions, participants seem to
abide by the law, which mandates to protect juveniles and people with physical and mental
disabilities. Many articles and sections of Korean criminal procedure law state that juvenile
suspects should be treated differently from adult suspects. For instance, the law states that ―to
interrogate people with physical and mental disabilities or juveniles, a guardian should be
present‖ (Article 244, section 5). Seventy-five out of 86 participants answered that they treat
youth and adult suspects in some different ways, such as they interrogate juveniles by creating a
friendly environment (23.4%) or with guardians present (20.3%). Korean police officers do their
best to reduce the risk of juveniles’ false confessions.
Sometimes, Korean criminal investigation law relating to interrogations negatively
affects participants’ answers and interrogation practices. In other words, several Korean criminal
investigation laws enable false confessions; some should, therefore, be reformed. First, all
interrogations should be transcribed verbatim by the primary interrogator (Article 244, Section 1
of Legal standard of Korean Criminal Procedure Law). Having the main interrogator transcribe
interrogations word for word may distract him or her during interrogations and prevent him or
her from focusing on interrogations since the interrogator needs to ask questions, listen to the
suspect’s answers, and type them. If transcription is mandatory to keep an accurate record of
content, a second interrogator or transcriber could transcribe while the main interrogator focuses
on conducting interrogations.
Second, the law regarding videotaping interrogations should be reformed. Videotaping
interrogations is important because it has potential to help judges and juries better evaluate the
voluntariness and credibility of the confession taken (Kassin et al., 2010; Sullivan et al., 2008;
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Yi, 2009). Furthermore, videotaping interrogations is necessary because the accountability it
produces will deter coercion and encourage the use of humane interrogations tactics (Yi, 2009).
Despite these benefits, Korean Criminal Procedure Law allows interrogators to videotape
interrogations only if specific conditions are met. To videotape interrogations, Korean police
officers must seek an observer from among their colleagues, and the observer should be present
during the entire interrogation (Article 25, section 7 of Legal Standard of Korean criminal
procedure law). In other words, the law bans videotaping interrogations if there is no second
interrogator present in the interrogation room. The problem therein is there might be no officers
available to participate as the second interrogator, and the main interrogator simply might not be
bothered to seek the second interrogator. Therefore, the law technically might play a role in
lowering the frequency of this procedure. Indeed, in the previous study, only 10.11% of
participants favored videotaping interrogations, and 44.95% of participants were opposed to it
(Yi, 2009). Eight years later, this pattern is still shown in the present study; in the current study,
more than half (56.5%) of Korean interrogators were opposed to videotaping interrogations,
presumably because of the extra responsibilities involved.
Limitations
Briefly, regarding coding the short answer form questions, the researcher could not find a
second coder to assess inter-rater reliability accuracy, unfortunately. However, the researcher
reviewed participants’ short answers as many times as she could.
Several methodological limitations were found in the present study. First, since the
researcher was not able to get the entire list of Korean National Police Officers, a simple random
sampling was impossible. Rather, the sampling was conducted using ―volunteering sampling‖ or
―convenient sampling.‖ However, an extensive number of emails were sent to police officers, as
the goal was to obtain a random sampling. Since most of the officers who received emails did
not respond, the sample was biased; for example, someone who had a strong opinion about the
questions on the questionnaire might respond while someone with weaker feelings might not.
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Second, while collecting filled-out questionnaires, chiefs might discover participants’
identity. During the procedure, participants who filled out the questionnaire were to put their
completed questionnaire in their chief’s mailbox. For this reason, anonymity could not be
assured. Unfortunately, other ways to collect the data were not available.
Third, since participants may have feared exposure of their identity, another
methodological limitation might exist. Participants’ answers could be biased because of social
desirability. As a result, the authenticity of the participants’ answers on how they conducted
police interviews and interrogations could be questioned. For example, one question asked,
―How often do you physically intimidate the suspect?‖ Since police officers know this question
might be related to police brutality, they almost always reported ―Never.‖ In fact, 73 out of 83
participants answered ―Never.‖ In addition, one could doubt the authenticity of Korean
interrogators’ answers that they estimated only 7.35% of interrogations were conducted during
typical sleep hours (midnight to 8 a.m.). In Kassin et al.’s (2007) study, on the other hand,
American and Canadian police officers reported that 17.14% interrogations were conducted
during typical sleep hours. Comparing these two studies indicates that in Kassin et al.’s (2007)
study, participants reported that interrogation time was dispersed more evenly throughout the
day and night than Korean interrogators who reported that 92.65% of interrogations were
conducted during typical waking hours possibly because of social desirability biases. These
responses may be entirely accurate. But people in general are subject to self-presentation and
social desirability biases when self-reporting on their own thoughts, feelings, and behaviors.
Hence, the best way to avoid this limitation is for researchers to observe the police interrogation
procedure firsthand. Another way to avoid this limitation might be for participants to have a firm
belief that their responses are anonymous and that their identity is protected.
Fourth, not only do participants in general exhibit self-presentation and social
desirability biases in self-reports but interrogators’ points of view might be different from the
views of psychologists. For example, regarding the difference in how interrogators treat suspects
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with or without legal representation, only one participant answered that he or she would
interrogate suspects more carefully if the suspect retains a lawyer. The rest of the participants (N
= 56) responded that they do not treat suspects varies regardless of an attorney’s presence.
However, interrogators’ perception of treating suspects differently depending on whether a
lawyer is present or not is questionable to the researcher, who studies Psychology, because
police officers’ self-reports are likely to be different from a psychologist’s observation and
analysis of interrogators’ behavior. For example, interrogators may not notice that their tone of
voice might intimidate suspects, but psychologists could determine if the interrogators’ tones
were intimidating. Of course, psychologists and police officers’ different perceptions must occur
naturally; psychologists try to identify as many officers’ behaviors used to obtain confessions as
they can whereas officers believe that their behaviors are not intended for suspects to confess.
However, different perceptions are worth noting as a limitation because this study only includes
and analyzes police officers’ point of view, which psychologists might not agree with. In the
future study, it is crucial for Korean psychologists to observe Korean officers’ interrogation
sessions and present their viewpoints so both parties could know the other’s viewpoints, and
hopefully, interrogators behave carefully to avoid utilizing techniques that are criticized by
psychologists. In that way, police officers could adopt better interrogation techniques.
Fifth, many questions were asked about interrogators’ estimation of their experiences,
but many times participants’ answers may be inaccurate. For example, one question was worded:
―In your estimate, what percentage of suspects who confess are eventually found guilty?‖
However, participants’ estimations were more likely not to be accurate because of two reasons,
according to Professor Yi: (1) Korean police officers are not likely to keep a log of their
experiences with interrogations, and (2) to answer the questions about suspects’ actual guilt,
police officers must follow up with the court ruling to accurately know the outcome. However,
almost none of the police officers follow up on their cases, unless the cases personally interest
them (Dr. Yi Roon, personal interview, January 18, 2017). Therefore, police officers may not
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accurately report what percentage of true confessions they elicited. This is a crucial point of the
current study since accurate relationships between officers’ interrogation techniques and false
confession rates could not be deduced.
Sixth, when the researcher reviewed prior literature, there was limited data on Korean
police officers’ interrogation techniques. Rather, the researcher started this study systematically
after reading several news articles on suspects’ suicide rates because of police officers’ or
prosecutors’ investigations and false confession cases. As a result, to explore many different
aspects of police interrogation techniques (e.g., officers’ lie detection techniques, training
experience and interrogating juvenile suspects), the questionnaire was extensive, so answering
all of the questions took more than 15 minutes. This period of time may have caused participants
to feel overwhelmed while answering questions. As a result, many participants stopped
answering questions without finishing the questionnaire.
Direction for Future Studies
The main purpose of this study, again, was to provide Korean researchers with general
information about how Korean police officers conduct interrogations. Throughout the current
study process, the biggest issue about previous Korean research studies on police interviews and
interrogations is heavy reliance on studies conducted by Western scholars. As seen in the Likert
scale’s answer differences between Eastern and Western cultures, Koreans may answer or act
differently from Western people regarding many factors. Therefore, Korean scholars should not
just rely on research conducted by Western scholars. Rather, Korean researchers should initiate
and design their own studies in order to more adequately address the problem of false
confessions and interrogation procedures that may lead to such confessions.
Therefore, some directions can be suggested for future studies. First, future researchers
may attempt to replicate this self-reported survey study with a larger sample size. Second, based
on the findings from the current study, future researchers can focus on more specific and indepth research topics. For example, the researchers can focus more on Korean police officers’ lie
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detection skills and cues, Korean people’s general knowledge of the necessity of Miranda rights,
or Korean interrogators’ perceptions of Korean criminal investigation law. Third, as American
scholars have conducted controlled lab studies, Korean researchers should apply this method to
examine the phenomena of false confessions by recruiting not just practitioners but also the
general population. If a future researcher recruits from the general population, there might be
potential secondhand benefits. During the experiment, the general population might realize that
they are capable of confessing to a crime they did not commit and become enlightened that
Miranda rights are necessary to invoke even when a suspect is innocent. Last but not the least,
the researcher hopes that future Korean researchers will be allowed to observe interrogation
sessions.
Conclusion
Korean police interrogation techniques often help to prevent false confessions from
innocent suspects such as by interrogating juvenile suspects differently from adult suspects.
However, some results indicate that the Korean suspects are at risk of making false confessions.
To reduce the number of false confessions and suspects’ suicide, suspects’ Miranda right waiver
rates should decrease, and interrogators should be willing to have videotaped interrogations. To
encourage videotaping interrogations, Korean law should diminish police officers’ workloads to
implement this practice.
Hopefully, the current study can help decrease the number of false confessions and
suspects’ suicide that occur while being investigated by practitioners. To make it happen, all
Korean people—including practitioners, general population, and law makers—should be alerted
to the existence and seriousness of false confessions in order to decrease their prevalence.
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Table 1
Participants‟ rank

Lowest rank
Second lowest rank
Police Sergeant
Police Lieutenant
Police Superintendent
Total
Missing
Total

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative percent
6
7.0
7.2
7.2
24
27.9
28.9
36.1
20
23.3
24.1
60.2
30
34.9
36.1
96.4
3
3.5
3.6
100
83
96.5
100
3
3.5
86
100

46
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Table 2
Participants‟ experiences-continuous variables
Variables

Number of months employed in
law enforcement

N Median Minimum Maximum

Mean

SE

SD

85

120

14

456

152.53 11.467 105.725

80

150

1

3000

415.75 68.18 613.65

84

60

15

180

81.19

83

240

30

960

306.27 24.54 223.54

48

20

0

50

20.92

2.13

14.79

48

30

0

100

34.33

2.89

20

48

30

0

60

24.79

2.06

14.29

48

10

0

40

12.60

1.68

11.61

48

.75

0

50

5.20

1.43

9.91

48

0

0

10

2.16

.52

3.62

83

2

0

50

4.30

.93

8.48

84

70

10

95

66.04

2.35

21.52

Suspects who confess are eventually
56
found guilty (%)

95

50

100

91.23

1.56

11.66

Estimation of interview and
interrogation of suspects conducted
Average length of suspect
interrogation (minutes)
Longest interview/ interrogation
session (minutes)
Interrogation in 8 am to 12 pm
intervals (%)
Interrogation in 12 pm to 4 pm
intervals (%)
Interrogation in 4 pm to 8 pm intervals
(%)
Interrogation in 8 pm to 12 am
intervals (%)
Interrogation in 12 am to 4 am
intervals (%)
Interrogation in 4 am to 8 am
intervals (%)
Number of training sessions attended
(%)
Rate of admission of guilt (%)

4.06

37.23

Suspects who do not confess are
eventually found guilty (%)

52

80

0

100

62.69

4.48

32.27

Number of youth suspects
interviewed or interrogated

80

17

0

700

63.28

16.1

144

Suspects, regardless of guilty or
innocent, waive their Miranda rights 82
(%)

90

0

100

73.38

3.48

31.47

Guilty suspects waive their rights and
submit to a complete interrogation 74
(%)

90

1

100

76.68

3.45

29.64
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Guilty suspects initially waive but
invoke their rights later at some point 69
(%)
Guilty suspects refuse to waive their
68
rights from start to finish (%)

48

10

0

99

18.90

3.3

27.38

4

0

51

6.13

1.08

8.89

Innocent suspects waive their rights
and submit to a complete
68
interrogation (%)

90

0

100

71.62

4.44

36.6

Innocent suspects initially waive but
invoke their rights later at some point 58
(%)

15

0

100

11.72

2.95

22.43

0

0

60

5.61

1.5

11.5

Innocent suspects refuse to waive
their rights from start to finish (%)

59

Note. N: number of participants; SE: Standard Error; SD: Standard Deviation
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Table 3
Participants‟ self-estimation on their own interrogation skills compared to their colleagues‟
F Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Valid Much lower than average 3
3.5
3.5
3.5
Slightly lower than average 7
8.1
8.1
11.6
Average
26 30.2
30.2
41.9
Slightly higher than average 16 18.6
18.6
60.5
Much higher than average 5
5.8
5.8
66.3
Not asked
29 33.7
33.7
100.0
Total
86 100.0
100.0
Note. F: Frequency
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Table 4
Participants‟ self-estimated accuracy rates on detecting lies
Variables

N Median Minimum Maximum

Mean

SE

SD

Accuracy rates of lie detection (%) 84 73
30
100
72.39 1.59 14.53
Note. N: number of participants; SE: Standard Error; SD: Standard Deviation
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Table 5
Participants‟ cues to deception
Valid

Verbal
Nonverbal
Both
Undefined
Total
Missing
9999
Total

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
31
36.0
41.3
41.3
19
22.1
25.3
66.7
20
23.3
26.7
93.3
5
5.8
6.7
100.0
75
87.2
100.0
11
12.8
86
100.0

51
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Table 6
A one-way ANOVA: confidence rate of lie detection skills depending on rank
Sum of
Squares
3372.504

Between
Group
Within Group
14127.801
Total
17500.305
Note. df: Degree of Freedom

df

Mean Square

F

p

4

843.126

4.595

.002

77
81

183.478
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Table 7
Bonferroni test: confidence rate of lie detection skills depending on rank. “First rank” is the
lowest rank, and “fifth rank” is the highest.
95% Confidence Interval
Rank
First
lowest

Rank

Mean
Difference

Second
9.848
Third
1.750
Fourth
-6.167
Fifth
3.167
Second First
-9.848
Third
-8.098
Fourth
-16.014
Fifth
-6.681
Third
First
-1.750
Second
8.098
Fourth
-7.917
Fifth
1.417
Fourth First
6.167
Second
16.014
Third
7.917
Fifth
9.333
Fifth
First
-3.167
Second
6.681
Third
-1.417
Fourth
-9.333
Note. SE: Standard Error
*p<.05

SE

p

6.209
6.305
6.058
9.578
6.209
4.141
3.754
8.315
6.305
4.141
3.910
8.386
6.058
3.754
3.910
8.202
9.578
8.315
8.386
8.202

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
.542
.001*
1.000
1.000
.542
.464
1.000
1.000
.001*
.464
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000

Lower
Bound
-8.10
-16.47
-23.67
-24.52
-27.79
-20.07
-26.86
-30.71
-19.97
-3.87
-19.22
-22.82
-11.34
5.16
-3.38
-14.37
-30.85
-17.35
-25.66
-33.04

Upper
Bound
27.79
19.97
11.34
30.85
8.10
3.87
-5.16
17.35
16.47
20.07
3.38
25.66
23.67
26.86
19.22
33.04
24.52
30.71
22.82
14.37
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Table 8
Dichotomous answer form on participants‟ experiences

Special training
experiences on
conducting
interrogation
Treat youth and
adult suspects the
same way
Interrogate suspects
differently if lawyer
present

Answer

Frequency

Percent

Yes
No
Total
Missing
Total
Yes
No
Not asked
Total
Yes
No
Not asked
Total

59
26
85
1
86
11
46
29
86
1
55
29
86

68.6
30.2
98.8
1.2
100
12.8
53.5
33.7
100
1.2
65.1
33.7
100

Valid
Percent
69.4
30.6
100

Cumulative
Percent
69.4
100

12.8
53.5
33.7
100
1.2
65.1
33.7
100

12.8
66.3
100
1.2
66.3
100

INTERROGATION TECHNIQUES IN SOUTH KOREA
Table 9
How participants interrogate juveniles differently

F Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Valid
with guardian present
13 15.1
20.3
20.3
using understandable words 4
4.7
6.3
26.6
friendly environment
15 17.4
23.4
50.0
two or more above
1
1.2
1.6
51.6
don' interrogate at night
1
1.2
1.6
53.1
Not asked
29 33.7
45.3
98.4
99
1
1.2
1.6
100.0
Total
64 74.4
100.0
Missing
9999
22 25.6
Total
86 100.0
Note. F: Frequency

55

INTERROGATION TECHNIQUES IN SOUTH KOREA

56

Table 10
Self-reported frequency of usage of 16 techniques on a 1 (never) to 4 (always) scale
Interrogation techniques

M (SD)

1. Identifying contradictions in the suspect’s story
2. Confronting the suspect with actual evidence of
his guilt
3. Isolating the suspect from family and friends
4. Establishing a rapport and gaining the suspect’s
trust
5. Appealing to the suspect’s self-interests
6. Implying or pretending to have independent
evidence of guilt
7. Showing the suspect photographs of the crime
scene and/or victim
8. Conducting the interrogation in a small, private
room
9. Offering the suspect sympathy, moral
justifications, and excuses
10. Having the suspect take a polygraph test—and
telling him that he failed it
11. Appealing to the suspect’s religion or
conscience
12. Interrupting the suspect’s denials and objections
13. Minimizing the moral seriousness of the offense
14. Expressing impatience, frustration, or anger at
the suspect
15. Threatening the suspect with consequences for
not cooperating
16. Physically intimidating the suspect
Note. M: Mean; SD: Standard Deviation; Med: Median.
Values are on a 4-point scale (1 = Never, 4 = always).

Med %―Never‖ %―Always‖

3.49
(.72)
3.31
(.81)
3.11
(.78)
2.99
(.81)

4.00

3.5%

57.0%

3.00

3.5%

47.7%

3.00

3.5%

31.4%

3.00

5.8%

24.4%

2.55
(.70)
2.41
(.81)
2.41
(.93)
2.28
(.92)
2.28
(.84)
2.26
(1.06)
2.18
(.78)
2.07
(.81)
1.98
(.88)
1.96

3.00

5.8%

5.8%

2.00

10.5%

9.3%

2.00

17.4%

11.6%

2.00

19.8%

10.5%

2.00

18.6%

4.7%

2.00

27.9%

15..1%

2.00

19.8%

2.3%

2.00

25.6%

2.4%

2.00

31.4%

5.8%

2.00

29.1%

4.7%

1.00

48.8%

4.7%

1.00

84.9%

4.7%

(.82)
1.69
(.84)
1.24
(.73)
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Table 11
Cross-loadings of interrogation items in rotated factor solution
Factor1:

Factor2:

confrontation

minimization and 3:

threatening

rapport

photograph

Factor4:

Factor5:
and Isolation

.00

.00

.00

.18

.28

-.13

.72

.15

.00

.22

-.17

.71

.00

.38

.00

Self-interest

.25

.70

.17

.10

.10

Religion

.00

.64

.00

.19

.00

Rapport

.52

.63

.16

-.19

.00

Fail Polygraph

.00

.29

.77

.00

-.19

of .22

.26

.66

.20

.13

Confrontation

.86

Contradictions

.81

Sympathy

.14

Minimization

Implication

.00

Factor

evidence
Impatience

-.41

-.30

.51

.21

.00

Threatening

-.14

.00

.20

.74

.17

Photographs

.29

.24

.00

.70

.00

Isolation

.19

.00

.00

.13

.81

Small room

-.18

.26

-.11

.00

.55

INTERROGATION TECHNIQUES IN SOUTH KOREA

58

Table 12
Results of regression models predicting interrogation usage from experience, training, deception
detection confidence, and number and length of interrogations conducted.
ß
SE
Factor 1: F(5,69) = 1.51, p > .05, 𝑅 2 = .099
Experience
.000
.001
Training
-.031
.013
Confidence
.003
.006
Interrogations .000
.000
Length
-.001
.002
Factor 2: F(5,66) = 2.77, p > .05, 𝑅 2 = .174
Experience
.001
.001
Training
-.024
.011
Confidence
-.002
.005
Interrogations .000
.000
Length
.002
.002
Factor 3: F(5,66) = .939, p > .05, 𝑅 2 = .066
Experience
.001
.001
Training
-.005
.012
Confidence
.006
.006
Interrogations .000
.000
Length
.003
.002
Factor 4: F(5, 68) = .797, p > .05, 𝑅 2 = .055
Experience
-.001
.001
Training
-.014
.031
Confidence
.009
.006
Interrogations 7.312E-5
.000
Length
-.001
.002
Factor 5: F(5,69) = .801, p > .05, 𝑅 2 =.033
Experience
.001
.001
Training
.002
.012
Confidence
-.005
.006
Interrogations -1.027E-5
.000
Length
.001
.002
Note. SE: Standard Error
*p<.05

b

t

p

.060
-.292
.064
.162
-.003

.436
-2.416
.521
1.149
-.278

.664
.018*
.604
.255
.782

.202
-.266
-.038
.246
.125

1.485
-2.237
-.316
1.77
1.086

.142
.029*
.753
.081
.282

.180
-.057
.126
-.105
.159

1.208
-.452
.980
-.693
1.313

.232
.653
.331
.490
.194

-.159
-.134
.181
.070
-.049

-1.121
-1.072
1.414
.478
-.404

.266
.287
.162
.634
.688

.159
.018
-.115
-.010
.074

1.115
.141
-.906
-.070
.608

.269
.888
.368
.945
.545
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Table 13
Participants‟ opinions on videotaping interrogations
F Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Valid Yes 37 43.0
43.5
43.5
No 48 55.8
56.5
100.0
Total 85 98.8
100.0
Missing 9999 1
1.2
Total
86 100.0
Note. F: Frequency
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Appendix 1
Miranda Rights in South Korea
In Korea, suspects should be informed of their Miranda rights prior to the interrogation. In
Korea, there are four rights, which are similar to the Miranda rights provided to suspects in
America. These rights are enumerated below.
Prong 1. The suspect has a right not to answer all or some questions.
Prong 2. There will be no disadvantage to one’s silence.
Prong 3. Despite the right to be silent, if one decides to converse, his or her statements
may be used against him or her during the trial.
Prong 4. Attorneys can attend the interrogation and assist as needed.
The process of informing an individual of his or her rights should occur before an interrogation,
and investigators must read the aforementioned four rights. The investigators should hand the
suspect a document on which the rights are written. Then, the suspect must sign the document
indicating that he or she has been informed and understands those rights.

