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@ Avel 242 RED Y

3 b4 A< A7 24 Hall & Rohmberg(1995)+ <]
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% 49, B9 wo 227 ol A% BA® Adeld.
(age)
LI
] 23 AL 7] AT vlE A, AR 3 2o Aee e Aol
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A 04, e JERP] AT oA D olo] RolEs ofak Aol ol
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2 %43} (racial profiling)» At AFZH HAH 3t R AT52 FE 5F540]

3) AAa A (2001 1 159-192)& Al ofste] Uehd = gl AH2A F44 JH | Ta4,
Aol Al He Aol U ARG 3 JFe vAA He 2FE5I, EHUY wA4S
A8k 3353 58 A28

4) Nickerson(1998 : 175—176)2 AFHEL2 22202 zilo] Al 7HdS 453l A= AT
AHo 7 2o Ade] Bifshe M-S SWEE e oz AFE e Ao tkal J

5) %3 ®A3}H(racial profiling) & Al tig HILE I Al QFo|y HIF T 2
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606—-607). 12} 152 £A3le] A AT T IF= Flo] MRIEG A A
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< Bo] Fote olf7t 5ol TAHLE WHAE Bol AA=Y] WEelHH T
AwE Tl IFH 243t B34S FEeA(Chakravarty, 2002 : 598).
AFH %435 o9 FAZAM AZEH owd HHo] EAst=Ad et
ATERE EF FHHYeH olYd dATFES BEEAHA AFHA &l ol
T =
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Empirical Basis of Prejudice towards the
Credibility of Persons under Investigation

Lee, Ju-Lak - Tark, Jong—eon

Police officers have an obligation to their profession to continuously strive for
fairness for all the people they serve. However, some police officers are believed to
have developed prejudicial attitudes towards some groups of the society and
exercised police power unfairly against them. Especially, when the actions of the
police are prejudicial during criminal investigation, this can affect outcomes of the
investigation. Therefore, the police need to tackle this problem effectively.

In order to develop a preventive strategy, the police must have a clear
understanding of prejudice. However, there has been little research on this topic in
Korea. Thus, this study attempted to fill the gap.

The purpose of the current study was to examine if prejudice of police officers are
statistically valid. In order to answer this research question, the present study utilized
the results of 173 polygraph examinations that had been employed to investigate
traffic accidents in a provincial police agency in 2006. From the polygraph
examination reports, information relating to the subjects could be identified and this
information was analyzed, using a logistic regression.

The results of the logistic regression revealed that most of the variables relating to
the subjects did not affect the credibility of the subjects' statements. This means the
police officers' belief that some groups of people make false statements more often
than others during criminal investigation is an unfounded prejudice.

Key Words : Empirical Basis of Prejudice, Criminal Investigation, Discrimination, Credibility of
Persons Under Investigation, Logistic Regression





