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. Ex2| w7

A AR B3} oo DNA)EE, X|Eat %8, wils) 492
AHste] BAske 5 HpAlS sk 9o, O FEER A AL ok 12
U Seatel A o 3] woRpe] A&, B3] 9] oxpe] Apule] wo) ojEshal ek

|

slojape] Apso] gl A% FAITE WS 7145 ol A9t B, E
:LE*X] R /4TIl ST A £] 5K WE N2 g

ook Btk o]@dt SAPAR Qlste] FAES TR AU 35
Shl Fetoln sich 2ol el ASlEO R 1% e A4 ol il 4
o] QJolMHo] AT, fv] Ak AB0OEAAE ‘B301e] Apso] 11
W, e, AR Besk A|eh Bl o) ke WO Qojs Ak
3 o] ofUeka QAT T olf7k Gl well o]F fHe] FAR 5 T3t
oF ek sk glek A4 Miranda gHavo| Helw wlakyele Aae] 24y, 4
uL A7|7Ee] Sato] W ApHe 1 AR|(per se) F%eo] flrka skl %
c}2) ofo] we SeAoll A 3, Fok 5 ApHe] QoS oJAlsHA S AR
© A% AgSH A HIL o] Zeste] ARAIE NS gL gk

Jl

-

1) Miranda v. Arizona, 384. U. S. 436(1966); Miranda 2+2 o]% n|Z 4252 7A12Ql A} 4l
Amata Aelel 241 B9 Hedere Aug P55k ick
2) Miranda o]7e] #ZelA Qo] d(Voluntariness) ¥ 2]S $wtate] &5t AW olgl= AR 1 A4
SR 318314 = HellE Aushd vt 2ok ® AR SRt FojAke] 25 vy YA
2 7hE A-¢{Malinski v. New York, 324 U. S. 401(1945)], 7d=tol] §=x3l#] ko Ao tisk
T AHo] x|¢lo] 2HEcka @k Z--[Lynumn v. lllinois, 372 U. S. 528(1963)], T e|A7} Al
HEE Felska #H AL il e 29 AS dElE ol 2 75 [Rogers v. Richmond, 365
U. S. 534(1961)], JelAl7} A%How Hetel dslssle astglont 71&shA) ow e}
E3)3 ¢l Aolzta Wt 42 [Haynes v. Washington, 373 U. S. 503(1963)], =] <J=ke] 21,
AAZe] Wejxte AuATeE mae FAA7)7) 98 Heixe Wl Polxl mEi oAzl
739- [Ward v. Texas, 316 U. S 547(1942)], HWH<ol] A5 A9 JALE 838ke] 27} Yute)
AL AT PABHA sto] IR st Sfehs 22 oAt e R e RS dE =l
wate] M-S A 7§ [Leyra v. Denno, 347 U. S. 556(1954)], ¥ej#te] ofd 2 o]z}
%] ZEAGAA o] Al wet AReR Aple] 17l FejAiR 1l g AA i
e @S = JaL, 2FA =HE o] Ao AEe] 2 witkar @k 79 [Spano v.
New York, 36. U.S. 315(1959)]. Yale Kamisar et. al., Modern Criminal Procedure
Cases-Comments-Questions, 12ed., Thomson/West, 2008, p. 546.
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a1 C7 }H}ZIE H*ﬂ# fx}ﬂoi F1re stk *—12&% :.'33%%*011
s J*ﬂ?} A&E o|FoiFHr) 13y 20021 ARelF 9l A7tF 2 AFe Al

o} B} Fo|d Matia Reyes7} XVJO] A kel Aelekn A, o

d 5ol ﬂio}fﬂ FE7E A= g EH)

) Ao A A2 xpao) qjeldwi el kel AjstollA FsEo] FAE
ARZ7IHE ARESHA] Gotth Al AR ARdsiEe] diet B S
AL AESHA| ARLS Bl ] 3l meRE R AlS HSoket] S5kl
T OJASE Hol7F ofg]al As Al WAl Ao} ouS AR osfshA| K3t

o A oR FopEel Aol Akto] B ok
AL Sl S SIChY AR Y] 23k EE= ] AR AR So] s
A ZAo] ARSI Qle AElabr T} 5]9)apue] 122 Azdoa HAE

3 gioke: AEsSk k. ady 22 LYyt E o]e) GAFSE Aldo] vt
AY3ETES)

3) o] A& “Central Park Jogger Case' 2}ar dkc}. Mattew Lippman, Criminal Procedure, Sage Pu.,
2011, pp. 294-295.

4) Ibid,, at 296. $] A}7loA HRBEL Aol et ghele gol i gl A% AS
A7) 9lske] e g5ahzd] Faskedch 2eiA o7t ojela A5AGT) we voaE
2RE Apig Y5glon] a5 A ojulg AR olsshe & e Aug s
HAA Zelot

5) AR JleE vhedt gtk 2007»:1 59 149 99| & wEska sheteld] =8-S W Ko}
=3 A AR AEE FYdolA =531 J9 G FEHelA it KE TE =51 AR
Hopet, e w5l ﬂﬁ} w7 ek Akl Sl Felw 7 A
141 A ekt ARl el thstole FH= Adala, FANEE st A9 7d9e
Amsteict. 23] vaele S n QAo sl Hale Apugont Am ShEEh)
E710 SRS Fan, el e o] gle gl AR Wobx AR R EekA] X
o WaAg 2 Nelahy g Alekech 2eit 24NE 3 AnEE, e dus
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Wigmorei= e177] 710] Z7|RAelA] sl¢ixpalo] Egra soicks) et &
o] g 2] ofai AUl 7 AR % 5% FEo] s|9io] Ygeo] 2AtE
SITED LefRolE BAREAANS o5 $HAZS Sl glo] wamele] Kpulo
Bo] S5} QITk FAPHolA Apule] ojEe SO ol ApulE S
Az Bk Yolrh 2ABES Mg g5al] fiste] Haat AlejAle
< Fparaigta, olelat AETINL SRR o] vk st ofelg ALY

=
ool Az FEAQl TS = Apule] ool ol Auje] mapE o] Ty
=

Y

oE
K

= AejH0l AEAb o] thste] Abwlxm olefgk AlEy|Ho] oA 5914
27 Shex] AR, S|$IAPT BAE 2592 B4 S, Aujel

AR S| AP S WA 17 AF B Aol M o] FRE Q] HES} EA]

oot o bdgo] A5t 1§ 20084 19 A K| Al AAF Aol thete] AZARE 8t
A 7EER A A 5 4ol K2 TEIsEY 2] JttaL 7148 ok 23] 9] ARds 239
A o] 37t 7148 AR FaA] SR10F S8t U9 Yo FRFhiel S3ldds kI
a2, 1T IAIGE Jo] BEs B W M delo] WEd) ddsh Solgh Ak e skA] A3t
3L FAE Bk olE 7EAHAER 1olA fEEEAS wigko sk lolr a8 A akar oy
Aol 725 daigie). olof] e Aol A ATt ovt WolEoiA] ot i
o AuE A7ElYga, HZ HIS AANAIAAS itk www. ohmynews.com/NEWS Web/
Articleview/article (2012. 7. 31.#} 734); www. nocutnews. co. kr/email/email 2009/news (2012. 7.
314 734l

6) John Henry Wigmore, A Treatise The Anglo-American System of Evidence in Trials at Common
Law, 2nd ed., Vol. 2, Little Brown, 1923, § 835, p. 567.

7) Carol Henderson/Jules Epstein, The Future of Evidence, Science & Technology Law, 2011, p.
250.

8) Zl iAol tigk AR 3] MYl 71 o] =Ao]
AellrlEe Wsel Folgle] slelizre Aug g5shor] B1g
A7t IAEHYEE t)F-2(78-96%) Miranda dz]E E7](waive)stal HzzAbel 33la itk
ApzAlel| Jebr o]RA| Y5 Al WA S el o] AHAL ARE e Ao
B 1E51 lek. Carol Henderson/Jules Epstein, Ibid., at p. 233. $-<=3sAARE Aelz25 717 )
AREA 7R e FelelA] FEG JFE vIHA Hi, FARES ofd AdjHel 7]
3to] FlejeRe] g Y5akn Aol Wk 5 Qg el AAE 2EelE

a1t
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SHe AARE F(IV), DA HE wstarat ei(V).

11, ECh=Ql A1} Sigixe
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SeA7| e o] el Ho] ulet 31 gE4] ¢
SO RO BlgEE BAH /Y, 9l ok Sor
ek Aol A E LA FQ) Sk, sk Fuolu} ool ofdl, Apue 7] 9lgt
o= HEo] AR/ B ET Uk

AR o7 zke] Aol A L] 7152 4)e]ZZ(psychological manipulation)k
3= Z1ELx](behavioral lie-detection)o|t}. n|=A2FS u| Qz}2ALE 3T Al

Q) Axjet 7|9, AL Ashgier. olof uet Feje] SHajolt 1T Hof
oA G WAL 7|, A5, Blf{cajole), 4 5 TR HolF AL T
5 et AlaEHoR Sate) sfefrkele] gtk & 4 glek. o] #g Al
748 % o ARA0R AU 5T W olje} o2 B3 A5 Aue] *¢)
o o]0l WOl HGEES st Urki0 v|FHFe] sHRel 0 - F
o

7B 2APISE FEBI T ZARIRE ke Bl Al
AT - Aol EFlRtTE oA AEdt FEAREEA} He=F
o] w= Alg]4=A}7]H(psychological technique of interrogation)& Hxz} A nlsl <]
391, ofefah iAo Bkt o)A %lgmowm Bk 4 9l A
= om} 2L} o]l AL Rudt A4S gl
ArEe oL ofgel 4471@01 a%x}ﬂﬂ% of7|%t

= P
% QleRs Aol A3 TS FA) gk glcky

9) AP gk AT S8HA Qe VPP TR st T Ak

10) Richard A. Leo, Police Interrogation and American Justice, Harvard University Press, 2008,
pp. 106-107.

11) Ibid., at 110.
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ol AR -Eluete] A9 A ThEA] Pk AR 917 SARR O
2 & #Rlske AE W FH1E sfof sl m|ojAte]
Aol t ool wE ol o] Frlek swle] 2A 5 WS =9
R ol2] Ak wsly] fls Apo] Sad AFshuA AR AR By
AP Sel| Qs deskal glekia) 9] Ao At vlsrollAfel w7k R
b Al bE xSl glon, wiselAeh mRbEAR 2= w(Reid
Technique)oil wh2 9kA|9] H2|Alz7] el Tisto] 2bAls] Hrgstal gicki) o2
g ARl Ro] oA S ARNE o]EAL iAol Histe] ofeflell A AT R
2 gt

-

E

o%"
r{m

b4

2, AEleA[Hazo| XMt o PIXHHHo| dh

usof A 9] th=0] AFA ] At &, tllloflo]FAr ol st
tiste] fFETEo] s lEol Eouhar lok A9l A%t 52
7184 5 18078 oA "llofo]HARE AATstaL, AAF A3 vzt RSl Al
2 BRI Ad=re sliAbel o 127F AdarE glol B A7 B
=T Qlk E k2 AL ALA Q] Bedane} Radelere] 2 1Ajof 25t 35074 2]
o3 F 4970] Fferhl o= QIFh Zifde] ¥rE AL B wehe A 9 F9A
o] Jejror o]FoFth= Aolal 770l Ho] gAIsk= ofurt =1 AQl ¢F
== glolkes AMdo|Th1
tlQlloflo] HARR ulsollAl A 10WE7E ARl 77t o8 fEwaS W 2 &
W) tgo] FaIgt o2 s Hal o|2 dsf v=2 FARPEAIA T oo &
L, oA sfiof sh=Aloll tisto] aLnlE sh7] AJAtshith 2ike] 9l
A} o1 A H(eyewitness idenfication), Alo|H]|}EHjunk science)= QI3 A
Hrte IR Algo] SIS shof FEEES W 97T WkTh o

4
E

oo

o

L

2
52

L
=
e

=

12) A%&, sAdesh gkl 2010, 171,

13) 7%&, 9o =, 107-2404.

14) Boaz Sangero, "Miranda is not enough: A new Justification for Demanding "Strong Corrobora-
tion", to a Confession", Cardozo L. Rew, Vol. 28 (2006-2007), pp. 2793-2795.



o uel e Heisiet AsleitEe] o S9IAES sto] date] 4%
BF 9P Hollt= o] 22 gk chil B 212 tiale]

OIFAATE &, UNIIEo] A Gl ARk B B SI9lbe] glgick

3. SI#IXHoll o|=27 St= LE7IEe 24

AP e Aol e et S22k Bk vlSAg s AL o2 F7)
oF wre] AR 7H1E 2 9l . A ASOIA Ak e Eok ok BA]
SHaL GIckio) Amell A A FA A H55] Slste] SAlEhe 2l
Ao A e A HEska E ofF ATt Aol Abge] A7)
S esto] Aol ol WEska QlonE Atk HoRt e sk Ak
whe sojKjol ) AT EA9E aTRh slelulow el 38749 A

o EAREEL TSR IE s WS Wk AelAl Lol et 4

| 4

N

o\

28 olZo] Ygo| Eefith ofwl Aol Ae] AAe K&e] o]27)
) AP A 91%o] SlrolAa, Welo] ohuleln =43 A4t 4 gl P
A BARE B2 QI9dEk §) 2] ©J5h, <k 38719] AP F 95% leol
Gebao] TRt RE welo] ofUm & 4 gl WAl AR HES AR

g oFo] Ygl&o] Tafal, volrk A& mojrtelA] AR|A] ARxie] A
QF Wokal FoRR stolg o|R &dAE ¢ A= =yth)
oA} & slofg B Ao o] 27 dh= AEVIHS A EH ok
AL 2700 Bt A HE Fortse] AEA o4 Egs AT S
UL, olfet Al A MF FejR= Aplo] mejlehs AME QIAEHA] et A
ZARE WA =3 Miranda 322 %= ®#E2] 1A Flek o]2gh ThAlol A Al 1] 9]

o
i}i
.
0

15) Mark A. Godsey, "Reliability Lost False Confessions Discovered”, Chap. L. Rev. Vol. 10
(2006-2007), pp. 623-624.

16) Arizona v. Fulminante, 499 U. S. 279, 296 (1991); Brandon L. Garrett, Convicting The
Innocent-Where Criminal Prosecutions Go Wrong, Harvard University Press, 2011, p. 18.

17) Ibid., at 19-20.
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A5 95A 0% A £ Hol S WX EFT Eolk Mtk 1

Ut ZAPEAPL OlE & Aol o] 2 AR Foxtof|A| ‘[ E o]Eo] ¥

FEY FA7E 3L AV 2 e glrks Abdat daks A do] 9l
Bl I Ag Zol mAS B 5 gl ok WAAS ARtk dAE A5
o= (positive confrontation)' o]a}il 3h=t||, ZA}o] AT ZAE AR £
T JAE IPFEAY 2PA3] 9d i Qlek of2fRt IOl Hoxk= FEE
71 slo] QA HaL fEol whE AaE Hastkelr] fIRE Folow AE 7]
o)A Fchi8)

oJo} 7o 2 TelEl AR BRI Ale]eke| ulal ulojxlR e e 3
S5 Hrh SA} 27)0] Al ZjHpz ol(open-ended) AES 3}71 TR Ao
old uj & A H} mejxr) 2pE FA] ko RAMS 17} WL )

ek ERlo] whet ] ofxiet oS sto] Harskal gt AlExeke] whet AL
S obA Erk olnf AR 2]=7]W(Reid Technique)oll whe} ] ofzfof|A] el
7¥ete] A sHAl HH R A=AE AR =, o] ‘X X|4ast
(maxmization, minimization)® Azko]ala stk ojm) ATRE Horjo] ofg] AL}
2l 95 Ak 2o diste] of7]E shHA ApS S5t AlEghhi)
oj2|gt A1E7|Hel wheh 2ARRE S AR ] ojRjol|A] 7P 4zt Aaket 1
Hot o A7 AakE gzl ofugh o] f-2 ofgA WAE HAF 9 Azt
7holl tigt Aluke] 2.5 AR o arojef ofgk Al obd Artelete L,
Z7toletr] wet sirtolQlrh= 52 AAIgth o]2jgh AlE7]|ES vl sk
oA ulX|= FFFol mfe- AN AR viA o] o]F dobAfA] gt
th20) olgdt 73t ART|eS BoJate] SAA - HAIA AFS FHmEA H
I o =A o] AT AA MO AR olEA gt faAkt ] ojRpR

|

18) Carol Henderdon/Jules Epstein, op. cit., pp. 235-236.
19) Brandon L. Garrett, op. cit.,, pp. 22-23.
20) Carol Henderson/Jules Epstein, op. cit., pp. 236-239.
21) T)olAkEe) Aug B Aol whEw Aug he olfis TheT Bk F, Felaks AkE
w Zulm Ao} sha, 2Edx, FAe) ghel, o 2R E s Ao dek Algke] Aleh
F22 AR eto] A% WAl Rlshs Zurt vitha wdsh Hek ofd v oxiE
& el bl Sl AEelas) GElS o]71A) Kol AN S Tk et Absls) 22,
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SlofA] Abwsgpzo] Arhael AlmAR e Apuel Qlolu A
FOMME T ool A B s JFEL WAL U, o2
wo] 447131 QIek. Wolrt olft sl giAbmo] whakt AU eA A%
2 ulX) 3 QOB o|gh Aol ofctaute] thstel AES Rt glow, A
o WA 2ol FEF BAT} Gtk Lot ‘YA olek 7]zo] mEs)
B2 o]2 thAlaks thE theke sk st i) ofvlol] i E vt
a7t gk ofslel A olefst EAlol thate] AEsl|E ek

Q1 3

AAHQ B, AoHEAISE s, Y Y, Feke, £ B, AR U, e
SR 2he A, AR ol T ol @m 31, 19} O EREE o]E
5 glom, Yot @ aage] Beiat Aol A @ Brelt 2182 eafely] $Isted, @

%% 7190] A =AY, @ B4l o=, IA, wis -0—01] 40}04 AME 253 et
© A7) A the F2 te Hg evlel] g5k, © -85 2 Algtel 249l 2
o2 Qglel, @ ARl AL FA S Brjd ARE ) ddated, ® I 5L TR
3ted, @ Telake] A%, P2 - $AH ge) 5 e delom olo}oa g 3| Hick.
Richard A. Leo, op. cit., pp. 162-163; 3}ef2l, “2pM o] AlWlA] cke]] #3F A", vhAlSk9| =5
Fokgskal (2010), 25-30%H.

22) Richard A. Leo, op. cit., p. 240.

23) oA, F£14)<] Bendanz} Radelere] Hiixfoa] Holzo] QAL F 357} 9Apo g
Qg Ao] WEIHT, 9 BAAPUL A5 o] AN thr z}w Aol =g st
A ggkomz olefat Aol HlEo] & u) Ae] el dpe M=ol DES Parl Urk.
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AR AB9Z(AA 5 Aue] FASHlA ‘Baele] Apso] nT,
),k AATEY HE A8 B ], ko] WHOR 9ol At
o] ofUjeki ojylakakat o7} Qi Wl 0% §Ho| A% Hx LRk e

3 sk Qlek ol Ae] gl Holeka skt of Mol Auluel
gstochs Aol ol2o] gick

Aol AR GREEHe)N )T 184]7] G WYe 2]
u, Zefo] gk oojo] ofk, AMeelE ol g HSEiglrhy 38X ity

TSI of2fet Aple- AAde] glal Fargh Zele Adshs Aol o]ett

IR 1

3 mgkeh Apalo] 591X oifie] TiEE Zbg ZHATH TRIIES ‘ool Gl
A of'ela HoiTh2Y 1884Y nlSeldThAAS GES 8510 HAAR
o 5] A0l 9t ol mHE Ape elolo] glof F18EIA] grerhi WA

L
m

sh9131.29 1897 4% A52Y wi—aﬂﬂ =o ulek oy g AP
AT BABIH OV 1F vl Py gl AL £
o) Aol del % Ao Aeth BAslel Ael qloln
2jo] @%E}%u}.zw

USR] AR AW AR 2ol et @A) vTAY W FoAL welo]

]

£
rE
(o
Mo

4

2
op
)

24) Rex v. Warickshall, 168 Eng - Rep. 234, 235(K. B. 1783); Matthew Lippman, op. cit., p. 297.

25) M= Zdad A2 O A (per se) S8 HA eve ol2d WHe H&3siet ol
W] A= Zad e Aol gla, WAldo R stelF Al uEe FA| oA s
g 21t} John M. McCarthy, "For The Sake of Judicial Economy-Supreme Count Rules Coerced
Confession Can be Harmless Error. Fulminate v. Arizona, 111 S. Ct. 1246 (1991)", S. III. U.
L. J., Vol. 17 (1992-1993), p. 621.

26) Stephen A. Saltzburg et. al., Basic Criminal Procedure, 4th ed., Thomson, 2005, pp. 461-463.

27) Bram v. United, 110 U. S. 574 (1884); Yale Kamisar, Modern Criminal Procedure, Cases
Comments-Questions, 12ed., Thomson, 2008, pp. 539-540; Wayne R. Lafave, Criminal
Procedure, West, 2009. p. 268.

28) Robert M. Boom/Mark S. Beodin, Criminal Procedure, 6th ed., Wolters Kluwer, 2010, pp.
235-236.



Aol Holeal AHSIA| b= AP S-G=A] FaL Uk of2fRt HE= H]ejxto
AR E BEo Al pARIA Aol Y Rt GEoR voRte
B 2S S5k AL WR|skaL ey T o]t AEA Sl Yo HEL
et ol el Aeller ¥ dollMe F78dE Bolsil Stk Yozl
o 71ee KA, d9d Ve A8she Ziﬂiﬂ AT AR,

]
A1), ﬂ%ﬂ‘%ﬂOﬂ = H—c‘s}—e AN T oIS YO WA

Aol Qlolde HESHES She 271 Aol B et diste] S|4 -

AHEE BAE 7HE A5 H Rtz A = olF Fulshy] ffsto] A A &
B zpao] AlE]AJ(Trustworthiness)o] Aolx]l, 2o ¢l= AL 583514 =
Ax7F S35l =l ApHel 9284 Hol=eA Hal, ol e A
5|&5HA =W Ao S T 4 o, Ahls & ZQIA] offof 5o
Axoz mejate] zhgolrtel Felel Ao ulelof gk o] ety &
Quek 1EjmE ol weke) &S wojxke] AolX) 7t WshE A o
et & Zlo]ch30

ez —{> rlr rulo g

29) Carol Herderson/Jules Epstein, op. cit., p. 241.

30) Matthew Lippman, op. cit., p. 300; Rolando V. Del Carmen, Criminal Procedure, 8th ed., 2010,
pp. 339-343. $l9} o] xpule] lel gz el 27 o] A1, Aate] B APl 42
A, AR SRR, A4 AF AR DA, AN AGRAL Ape] 18
ARE HEshe ‘F7eY "EAlola, Ao 3-8de] QIFHAL T Fo A e] A EAlE
“ZHee] BAloluE ke THEolor 3 o).
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31) 9 YAAEY ALz as) AT AR o2} Lok

§136a[Verbotene Vernehmungsmethoden]

(1) Die Freiheit der WillensentschlieBung und der Willensbetétigung des Beschuldigten darf
nicht beeintrachtigt werden durch MiB-handlung, durch Ermiidung, durch Té&uschung oder durch
Hypnose. Zwang darf nur angewandt werden, soweit das Strafverfahrensrensrecht dies zulaRt.
Die Drohung mit einer nach seinen Vorschriften unzuléssigen malsnahme und das Versprechen
eines gesetzlich nicht vorgeschenen Vorteils sind verboten.

(2) Mallnahmen, die das Erinerungsvermdgen die Einsichtsfahigkeit des Beschuldigten beein-
trachtigen, sind nicht gestattet.

(3) Das Verboten der Absétze 1 und 2 gilt ohne die Einwilligung des Beschuldigten. Aussagen,
die unter Verletzung dieses Verbots zustande dieses Verbots zustande gekommen sind, diirfen
auch dann nicht verwertet werden, wenn der Beschuldigte der Verwertung zustimmen.

A136z2] a[EAE AlH]
@© derte] A rddy g oaEse ARE, S, FRsHA o, ARG e, oFEe Fo,
da, 7 e AW oate] e EolMe <t "k AAle, PPl olF <
73g-ell gate] AR 4= Utk FAPAPH Y ATl ofste] S8HA Gv Ao Y=
AY 2 HJEY EEe] AA ofgh o] ok FAgI
@ doate] 71908 e gdEe etk 2XE H4HA et
@ Aol e FAE, Foate] Fort glol= AHggit). ofejat Fxdl gulste] F5H
A gzt 2 o8& T Aoz o&siAe ¢+ drt

32) Krack, "Der Normzweck des § 136a StPO", HStZ (2002), S. 124; Radtke/Hohmann,
Strafprozessordnung, Kommentar, Franz Vahler, 2011, 8§ 136a Rn. 1; Haller/Cozen, Das
Strafverfahren, 5. Aufl., C. F. Muller, 2008, S. 64.

33) Klaus Volk, Grurdkurs StPO, 6 Aufl., C. H. Beck, 2008, § 9 Rn. 13; Werner Beulke,
Strafprozessrecht, 11. Aufl., C. F. Miller, 2004, S. 83.
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34) BGHSt, 33, 214; 35, 328; 39, 335, 348; Klaus Volk, a. a. O., § 9 Rn. 15; Gerd Pfeiffer,
Karlsruher Kommentar Zur Strafprozessordung, 5. Aufl., C. H. Beck, 2003, § 136a, Rn. 19.

35) Klaus Volk, a. a. O.

36) Jahn, "Strafprozessrecht als geronnenes Verfassungsrecht-Hauptprobleme und Streitfragen des
§ 136a StPO", JuS (2005), S. 1660.

37) State v. Pacheco, 481 A. 2d 10096(R. I. 1984); Campell, Rey A. I, "The Admissibility of
Bargained Confessions: Rhode Island Adopts an Expansive Approach to Confession
Admissibility: State v. Pacheco”, Sufflok U. L. Rev, Vol. 19 (1985), p. 37.
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ojHc} n|LHYL ‘rE F9]9] Al3Hall the surrounding circumstances)'2
a7 ejstolof gieka hAIsk ek

u]=t(United States Code, U. S. C.) A|3501 oA = ‘xR olol o] Qlojof
SgET, FAR S4E7] Aol WY Apwe| ey ojng ksl ghk. Y
T Auie] 9ol ojng Wkl glof Al kst Ayape] A
shekstolof Gk ek et 9ok vEwe] maw ofsls AgAled:
of ¥l MES A ko] il et Zol YA AES W HES T
olebiL A5l glrk40

olg & o RS Wew Holth =, vlEEYe wjaglo] g el
(testimonial) i<z0] o] Z{o] Qx| o155 Tekglol] glo] paldto] wglo R
B Apug BSaile ujo] Aol WAl mefste] PetshE pakuke] geo] 9
AL AL 21 ol tide o] AREA o477t 7o) Hrkal At
a1 k4l

0] TARSS Ao] “Q] oA QIA] oS whgto] qlo] Talgle] o, &
= Ale A deloll gt 2 o, Al AlZh AR o] dEy) 2
= =R AAY - AEAIY T ojzte] e 5o aaE HESKL Qltk4)

38) Hayes v. Washington, 373 U. S. 503, 533-534 (1963); Schneckloth v. Bustamonte, 412 U. S.
218 (1973); Matthew Lippman, op. cit., p. 301; Yale Kamisar. et al., op. cit., p. 546.

39) Reid, Christopher M., "Voluntary Confessions: An Examination of the Need to Restore a Pure
Voluntary Confession Rule in Corley v. United States, 129 S. Ct. 1558 (2009)", Neb L. Rev.,
Vol. 89 (2010-2011), p. 190.

40) Damon, Kimberly A., "Voluntary Confessions and Miranda Warnings After United States v.
Dickerson”, Am. J. Trial Advoc., Vol. 23 (1999-2000), p. 445.

41) Mincey v. Arizona, 437 U. S. 385, 399-401 (1978); Davis v. North Carolina, 384 U. S. 737,
752 (1966); Kate Greenwood, "Costodial Interogation”, Ann. Rev. Crim. Proc., Vol. 27 (1998),
p. 1334.

42) Brandon L. Garrett, op. cit., pp. 38-39.
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43) ti¥<d 2011. 10. 24. X131 20091603 wH2; tiH9l 2011. 2. 24. X3 2010;14720 44, 4
2003. 5. 30. 411 2003705 #Z; o]-&-4, “2hiujAE o] A9}k lolde] A, TeRl=H,,
A|357 A]13%(2011. 8.), 202-203.

44) Carol henderson/Jules Epstein, op. cit., p. 242.

45) Ibid., at 243.

46) Ibid.
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47) Ibid., at 244-245,

48) webA] AS FHste] Adsle a4R2E thgo] 94Ee] xftE ol & Flojtt &
AR, el Aok Al 2FR, AEe] Heo), A, Ak, AlEskE AR 4
olu} 715, A|Q1F} Aelet Al odRg A=A, Fojrte] vho], wSAE, FAH - FAH
HE3E, Axbe] Aol FAHEAEA ofF-elke] wlgitkarz] o} R Mattew Lippman, op. cit,,
p. 301.

49) i 2005. 11. 10. A3 2004242 #4; Y 1988. 4. 10. A3 9753234 74,
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7R 7\ A SHaL Qleks?)
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50) Lepo v. Twomey, 400 U. S. 477 (1972); Matthew Lippman, op. cit., p. 301.
51) Richard A. Leo., op. cit,, p. 174.

52) Ibid., at 174-175.

53) Ibid., at 176.

54) 725, ore] A, 223-234w.
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55) Fulminante v. Arizona, 111 S. Ct. 1246 (1991); Anita Rochardson, "Can a Police Informant
‘Coerce’ a Confession?", Preview U. S. Sup. Ct. Cas., Vol. 23 (1990-1991), pp. 23-26.

56) Z}5= 31) F=.

57) BGH 42, 154; Klaus Volk, a. a. O., 8§ 20-21.
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58) Jahn, "Ausforschung einer Beschuldigten durch Wahrsagerin in der Untersuchungshaft-BGHSt
44, 129", JuS (2000), S. 445.

59) Matthew Lippman, op. cit., p. 302.

60) Mark A. Godsey, "Shining the Bright Light on Police Interrogation in America”, Ohio State
J. Crim. L. Vol. 6 (2009), pp 974-976.
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61) George C. Thomas III. Richard A. Leo, Confessions of Guilt, Oxford, 2012, p. 228.

62) A. Vahit Bicak, "Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, S. 76(2): Re-emerfence of the Involun-
tariness Test", J. Crim. L. Vol. 65 (2001), p. 85; Mark Berger, “The Exclusionary Rule and
Confession Evidence: Some Perpectives on Evolving Practices and Wales", Anglo-Am. L. Rev.,
Vol. 20 (1991), p. 63.

63) thH<¢ 1998. 12. 22. X3 98% 2890.
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64) Boaz Sangero, op. cit., pp 2803-2805.

65) Boaz Sangero/Mordechai Halpert, "Proposal to reverse The View of a Confession: From Key
Evidence Requiring Corroboration to Corroboration for Key Evidence", U. Mich. J. L. Reform,
Vol. 44 (2010-2011), pp. 511-512.

66) [, o151, “Aule] RN g 2@, "AgAs T, | A2d A1 (2011. 2.), 8-9%,
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72) Brandon L. Garrett, op. cit.,, p. 36.
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80) Ibid.
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83) Lassiter G. Daniel/Meissner Christian A., Police Interogations and False Confessions, American
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84) Carol Henderson/Jules Epstein, op. cit.,, p 263; -4, “S] o]z} AlE 2 o 3l 77, AAFEHe]
=i, Advradisia (2008), 180-182wH.
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(plea bargaining)2-&o] 3|¢xpme] m )= J8F”, 3A=E7, | 21677(2008. 9), 404-4057.
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a1, 1993y FAMAFAA 41 $1-43](Criminal Cases Review Commission, CCRC)7} =%t}
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Modern Psychological Interrogation Technique and

False Confession :
Focusing on analysis of false confession caused by current psychological
interrogation technique and suggestion of counter-measures regarding
the Criminal Procedure Code

Kwon, Young Bub*

Since the Miranda Decision, behavioral analysis and psychological interrogation
techniques are being used in criminal investigations instead of coercive
interrogation. Since the modern psychological interrogation techniques are more
powerful than traditional coercive interrogation, the risk of modern psychological
interrogation techniques to cause false confession is increasing.

This study analyzed and explored (1) the modern psychological interrogation
techniques that result in false confession, (2) the judgment and proving of con-
fession's volutariness, which is an issue of Criminal Procedure Code related to
false confession, (3) the extent of corroboration evidence of the confession, and,
(4) the prejudicial impact, which is a negative element caused by confession. In
addition, as the counter-measures to these issues, the subject of allowing the testi-
mony of experts and possible measures that can prevent false confession during
criminal investigation were reviewed and suggested.

In order to prevent false confessions, it is required to record the whole process
of criminal investigation as audio record or video record. Also, the criminal judi-
cial officers including judges, attorney at laws and prosecutors should get con-

tinuous education in this regard.

* Daegu Bar Association, Ph D
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From the perspective of legislation, current Criminal Procedure Code does not
have stipulations that govern the crime suspect interrogation method. Therefore,
it is required to add the prohibition of the interrogation methods that infringe the
suspect capability on memory and judgment to Article 241 of Criminal Procedure
Code. Article 309 of Criminal Procedure Code should be also added of a clause
saying that forced confessions should not be allowed as an evidence of guilt re-
gardless of the consent of the criminal defendant. Article 310 shall also stipulate
that any corroboration evidence of the confession should have independent prov-
ing capability.

However, more than above, it is most important to newly establish the aware-
ness on the false confession and meticulously examine during the trial whether

the confession is false or not and whether the confession is volutary or not.

< Key words : False Confession, Psychological Technique of Interrogation, Reid
Technique, Voluntariness Rule of The Confession, All The Surrounding
Circumstances, Corroboration Rule of the Confession, Prejudicial

Impact
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