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s 9 BARPSHols e WA B 50| EAalthelE Sol, siolE,
A7 EAC|E, ASlEAolE, AuIAolE S). o] ol25E WHAS 5L Y
#o] e charg TN sl ghre] Mol REL WAL 71 HE
WA ol Ul A Aol thigkel FolE /AT gk oAt ARslsiHlelEL

WHEA) AL o) ARl AAAEI) HAH B AN AT AUL

AapA Aof olE2 WA YT v =
oz Hefdto] opd PF7HA| 3Pl QIZEe] ARbAQl “dEd o) WS F
= Holl, oAlolE B EAA Ao o] P S sl 2He 7L
AR =A, Ak o RF o252 WA} “AR]A- el A - 2ok - AEst
2 2157 ofsf FRAHAY olF 8200 osto] 2z o= wARhtal Argst
© Hh, o] 7 o]EE2 WS “H4A SAISE HEd SA(CE S0l A 3
AW A7 202 jEeShe FR o). wEbA Aol W HAt
2 Aol olg& ALl MAClIEE] WAl gt Fole tha AL Hbol
gloy, st 7 7 AL Qs of 7 o]&2 WAl Kot AH A ¢ Al
AE AlgRith

oAl B Eoshe Adshute] HAlEEd 7] e AR HH
AR YRS vAlE RASS oSSl FAKPY 7] HH SA A=k
FRT o4 HiFo] Hol k. 53, Ade] 2, AT, AEAel FAA

1) Kornhauser, R. R. Social sources of delinquency: An appraisal of analytic models. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1978.; Tittle, C. R. Control balance: Toward a general theory of
deviance. Routledge, 2018.

2) Ehrlich, I. The deterrent effect of criminal law enforcement. The Journal of Legal Studies, 1(2),
1972, p. 261.; Tyler, T. R. Why people obey the law New Haven. CT: Yale University, 1990.

3) Tyler, T. R. Procedural justice, legitimacy, and the effective rule of law. Crime and justice, 30,
2003.; Williams, K. R., & Hawkins, R. Perceptual research on general deterrence: A critical
review. Law and Society Review, 20(4), 1986, p.547.



0] WO AR FRT WS uHTHs ofAo| 29 AR
HEA o] 2 Jake nAch A& ool 2e] 304 F o) AL W
HolAlof) 714 2 e n ATk YeiA Qlom), o Wa FA] HFEe A
o A WAAS] QB o] BN FAlE AL Fa Buw
gtk oy, o] AEAQl WY Spel w4} ulme o) ZzE

L kAT A= (hot-spot policing) 2 22 oA A=K focused deterrence)
o B oAlo|Re] AT HekSoln]), AHAA] that AALA 2HEE 7
HE 2geof] izt A S S7H7IE AlolEel SR Y e R
ok 2, GARR JlBEe] WA B4 AR kel gelhel oAy 3
ws| AR AvkEolch

ShEL, Tom R. Tyler9it ofAlo]2o] SAFAHS] £-§-5utility)he st
ool T Hnormative) 2L kst Glee HE wRRIch thl
of, JAlolE2 22 A=l
otttk e AWshAl itk ofof Tyler7h AAJRE HAp# Ao o]

(procedural justice theory?)2 2| JAPAA 2] 2] SHe A3t 1Hs]

il

r
o
o -y do o 30

o
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4) Braga, A. A., & Weisburd, D. L. The effects of focused deterrence strategies on crime: A
systematic review and meta-analysis of the empirical evidence. Journal of Research in Crime
and Delinquency, 49(3), 2012, 323-358.; Nagin, D. S. Criminal deterrence research at the outset
of the twenty-first century. Crime and Justice, 23, 1998, p. 1.

5) Gibbs, J. P. Crime, punishment, and deterrence. New York: Elsevier, 1975.

6) Nagin, D. S., Solow, R. M., & Lum, C. Deterrence, criminal opportunities, and police.
Criminology, 53(1), 2015, p. 75.

7) Braga, A. A., Papachristos, A. V., & Hureau, D. M.. The effects of hot spots policing on crime:
An updated systematic review and meta-analysis. Justice Quarterly, 31(4), 2014, 633-663.; Braga,
A. A, & Weisburd, D. L. The effects of focused deterrence strategies on crime: A systematic
review and meta-analysis of the empirical evidence. Journal of Research in Crime and
Delinquency, 49(3), 2012, p.325.

8) Tyler, T. R. Why people obey the law New Haven. CT: Yale University, 1990.
9) Ax}2 A 2] o]&(procedural justice theory)e A (HHH)2] HFAdo] Hgol JgS n|Hch=

Z & QtellA Al wheh v Ao AW glo, Tefst o] 5o 8 Ejal glvk. Tyler
A% o] o]&2 “gfAle} T3k AA}A ¥ (process-based model of regulation)” o|2}al 2|3}
71= gt} mEg o] o]& ARG HAA FAARcE A 9 HPA Y A (legitimacy)S
FAOE =1 Q7] wiEel, o] o]@& Eesto] WMy AT AL ARG oldS
Zu7 Az A3Al B (police legitimacy) o2 H7|% 3ich
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o w7REolA AAdTE Sl AR Jlemih, AgalE2 HAbA g9 o
29 I 7idd s
olo] o] oA HMAZAl 2 M= HHede AAlske Ak A o]
22 dEshL HAd Azl Alrbelke o] 9 HAE stk gk vk A
242 g9 o] e Il e £ S5l iEAL 7] wiEell, o
At olad MY 7] HATAHT Afole g B A S THeR

1z} it
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PARPH O] 9] T2 &AJo] Ao F HESSH= Ql17te] WE oAA A A
gtk ol Aol B2 A A ARl S48 S8R uh, A
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-7 o=
o) ol e WSROl TFHA SAE FEReke HolA Hol7h ek

10) Tyler, T. R. Procedural justice, legitimacy, and the effective rule of law. Crime and justice,
30, 2003, 283-357.

11) Paternoster 2]. Do fair procedures matter? The effect of procedural justice on spouse assault,
Law and Society Review, 1997, 163-204.; Cheng, Prosecutorial procedural justice and public
legitimacy in Hong Kong. British Journal of Criminology, azy106, 2015; Mazerolle £]. Shaping
citizen perceptions of police legitimacy: A randomized field trial of procedural justice,
Criminology, 51(1), 2013, 33-63.; 2133 A5, “ShE/H-8-2d4 2 dabexdzte] F&2-xd
ool ek wlAE 29l BTAAE, FRALSLIR, 20(1), 2018, 67-94.

12) Tyler, T. R. Why people obey the law. New Haven. CT: Yale University, 1990.



Al ke, Aol B2 ZEY] HE AR A9 oldE SHATIE e AAHE
o= Hpor), Haba Ao o]E2 Wit Nk AlEe] W MY A
TS QIABH=R] ojio| T glom, WAS Fol kol oAAR A <l
ARER o7tk B2 RS AP A o] o] 8ol HAd
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1. EXH Zo| o|2

7k i

HISF| A AR}A Ao] o]2& Tyler7} 1990 0] &<t Why People Obey the
Lawol| A A =] QicHS. Ax}a Ao] o] 28 £-2 o]2E(compliance theories)2]
Pt A AMEA Hid 2 FEAIYTY W e S5 Akl A o] o
Sl =90|2 71ES| = SEA|RHS), Ho) XA 9] Big]= Thibautx} Walkero] ¢5Lof
A 22 o ITHO). Thibaut} Walkerof w2, Z5-0] GARFS S ofwdh 229
A7t Aol Belsiiehs, Tejg ARl TAT AAE Folel A4Hrtn
oIk, 1 Axe] tisf 3 HA(E @ FEA) SR Wolslitk AlE S0, 0w
3 Aftol 4ol shasshgicka sheleks, 440] AL skt Q4
H, 2] $5d 7FeAol B st Aotk

rSi’

13) Gau, J. M. A longitudinal analysis of citizens' attitudes about police. Policing: An International
Journal of Police Strategies & Management, 33(2), 2010 236-252.; Weisburd, D., & Eck, J. E..
What can police do to reduce crime, disorder, and fear?. The Annals of the American Academy
of Political and Social Science, 593(1), 2004, 42-65.

14) Tyler, T. R. Why people obey the law. New Haven. CT: Yale University, 1990.

15) Hough, M. Procedural justice and professional policing in times of austerity. Criminology &
Criminal Justice, 13(2), 2013, 181-197.

16) Thibaut, J. W., & Walker, L. (1975). Procedural justice: A psychological analysis. Hillsdale:
L. Erlbaum Associates, 1975.; Thibaut, J., & Walker, L. Theory of Procedure, California Law
Review, 66(3), 1978, 541-566.
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Thibauty} Walker ¥t o}u]2}, Leventhal!?) 3} Deutsch!®) = ojH &3} B
ojsittAEo] o] A H7F wf, Aol A o|(justice) 7t ARA TS
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17) Leventhal, G. S. “What should be done with equity theory?,” in K. J. Gergen, M. S. Greenberg,
& R. H. Weiss (eds.), Social exchange: Advances in theory and research, New York: Plenum,
1980.

18) Deutsch, M. Equity, equality, and need: What determines which value will be used as the basis
of distributive justice?. Journal of Social Issues, 31(3), 1975, 137-149.

19) Folger, R., & Konovsky, M. A.. Effects of procedural and distributive justice on reactions to

pay raise decisions. Academy of Management Journal, 32(1), 1989, 115-130.

20) Tyler® F4o2 te] ApAse WHd 9 A2 I3 (legitimacy)el AH2E A
23fe] Az A o|(procedural justice)el= §olE ARgEIRou), WxlA FAA(procedural
faimess)olehe ol E8HL Stk o] F folv dyi¥or e WFoR AGHL
Aok, “Ao(ustice)’s= thA Eogk Jfdel H|ste] “FAA(faimess) ol 807}
ol&ax el ukE TS FAF o WEeA =editta & 4 Qio

21) Hough, M., Jackson, J. & Bradford, B. Legitimacy, Trust and Compliance: An Empirical Test
of Procedural Justice Theory Using the European Social Survey, in Tankebe, J. and Liebling,
A. (eds.) Legitimacy and Criminal Justice: An International Exploration, Yale University Press,
New Haven, CT, 2013. ; Sunshine, J., & Tyler, T. R. The role of procedural justice and
legitimacy in shaping public support for policing, Law & Society Review, 37(3), 2003, 513-548.



A4 QAT AT APA Q4] Al Bisle], Tylerts ARISS Au] 3
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22) Tyler, T. R. Why people obey the law. New Haven. CT: Yale University, 1990.
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QT S5l A o] oS ulF, G, EF 5 AT AWTZ)H egHoE
AL QIR 2, ofF FlellA] AAE ATEL Qubow AxH A <
Ao wne £ A% YA 4ol FAROR GOt G nxm, Wy
A QAL ANSS] g, WA szl that B 2 Ao L n)Hct

= R
Qo ABAS AT 5= e 7P AAT AT AFATINE HA
Z 244 o]io] @%

31 Qek o, Mazerolle 3} H2E524.2 s} o)A
AR o] o|2of thgh HZ0| A AT field expenmem)% ‘Alﬁ}‘z‘itk %
FAEL 55 AZWE(Queensland)2] 607} 2 oS Farg|z AR u} u]iwA]
Slog MAsle] oF 2ute] wWo| LHAS|A F2t9] 57 AKRandom Breath
Test)E AAEFQT]E vl XS o] HAZTEL 7|29] HRAg R AAS AAEHe o,
AR o] ARPEE WA Qo o|Be SRS
AEtEs SRtk A4} ol eXAE A ARA7 MiREIZIL oF 23]
Ro| Hio] LG o) Sl5EArk AT A3 vlwA o] LHAE] sl A
A9 2SS Aol Aoz FA(ust) FsstRem, B dIE=
o 37 A4kt =, AE] e et AllEel ofste] AAE7] ofHuh=
AR AFAT e B8, o] A ANSS AEe] YHl= AvEY] BE
ol Higt F7F B MR A A4l FF= vikitke e HojF
ATt

=22

23) Mazerolle, L., Antrobus, E., Bennett, S., & Tyler, T. R. Shaping citizen perceptions of police
legitimacy: A randomized field trial of procedural justice, Criminology, 51(1), 2013, 33-63.;
Sunshine, J., & Tyler, T. R. The role of procedural justice and legitimacy in shaping public
support for policing, Law & Society Review, 37(3), 2003, 513-548.; Tyler, T. R., and Huo
Y. Trust in the Law: Encouraging Public Cooperation with the Police and Courts Through.
Russell Sage Foundation, 2002.

24) Mazerolle, L., Antrobus, E., Bennett, S., & Tyler, T. R. Shaping citizen perceptions of police
legitimacy: A randomized field trial of procedural justice, Criminology, 51(1), 2013, 33-63.

25) Kelling, G. L., Pate, T., Dieckman, D., & Brown, C. E. The Kansas City preventive patrol

experiment. Washington, DC: Police Foundation, 1974.; Walker, S., & Katz, C. M. Police in
America. McGraw-Hill, 2012, p. 221.
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she SAPE Y Aths e EHEIA: Tankebe?®) o] 7hiolSg tido= o A
T ol A% A Aol A HAS ARSe] 4% ¥ el o
w77 gros), £ 910l Aol WHEA) Ea4 <l4de] A2 Heln 5
o ABIAS AT AL Telaklch

o3t Z1ojl 4], Hough®} 525229 AAA] A9 o] &2 “GuHAAE 7

o ojr}g-=t7HEnglish-speaking countries with common-law legal system)”ofjx] &l
¥ISbL 7R shekn Fskgon, Reisignt SEE09] 49, of o “F<s
W]F=t7Hindustrialized democracies" 22 “327]-Al5]59] A|A|(a post-socialist
state)“ol| | 7} 7PsslraL F2gatc). Hough 5] Fke gdojdlo] ohd &
Folu ez=HYot 52 7= tisHAIAE 24 o8 78 F7lecliE olE
o 7] AAETks o4 ZyA| EET glouk, Reisignt FrEo] 74

° U vl 2SR ofaA A5E du gk

pacs

26) Reisig, M. D., & Lloyd, C. Procedural justice, police legitimacy, and helping the police fight
crime results from a survey of Jamaican adolescents, Police Quarterly, 12(1), 2009, 42-62.;
Tankebe, J. Public cooperation with the police in Ghana: Does procedural fairness matter?,
Criminology, 47(4), 2009, 1265-1293.

27) Tsushima, M., & Hamai, K. Public Cooperation With the Police in Japan Testing the Legitimacy
Model, Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice, 1043986214568836, 2015, p.220.

28) Tankebe, J. Public cooperation with the police in Ghana: Does procedural fairness matter?,
Criminology, 47(4), 2009, p. 1277.

29) Hough, M., Jackson, J., Bradford, B., Myhill, A., and Quinton, P. ‘Procedural justice, trust,
and institutional legitimacy’, Policing, 4(3), 2010, p.207.

30) Reisig, M. D., & Lloyd, C. Procedural justice, police legitimacy, and helping the police fight
crime results from a survey of Jamaican adolescents, Police Quarterly, 12(1), 2009, 42-62;
Reisig, M. D., Tankebe, J., & Mesko, G. Procedural justice, police legitimacy, and public
cooperation with the police among young Slovene adults, Journal of Criminal Justice and
Security, 2, 2012, 147-164.

31) ellieh, hdeh Tk Bl WFEE oA R HolTelrhEstEelr of&e] AR v,
FshE FT7hel Gl ol2o] AAWA| £8 A9 Ealaieh; Bradford, B., Hohl, K.,
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B2 A S S7HII7] flsk & J8E S7HI71AL F9 2 A
of Y= Ao, Rowd tidelA ¥HE Af= 5 AP AHdE an
SHA et widoll, AxpA] Ao] o 2o w2, WY Hdel Higt 14 AlaL
© olet AlEe] Rt A AHE A1) digel W de ARt A%
2l AAlEE da g 1A o=tk

=, AR AJo] o 2ofl 7Rt RF A HeFe] A= Aol 2ef 7Nkt Hef

!
of sumel] lste] dAlolch webal WA 73 5 PAAPH ] ApakA o
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e 7H1717] Slol BESIAT 71E0] AL thE WAPE A 9 Al
Sfal T8 4 Y ik

S7), AR 5o) ol2ol] wpmw, WHW FYAel et 4]
FhaAl wak oteh, ARl Ml te Welat AXE ST ojAlo]
2ol T WA HeFEe Ao WA YT AW ko] WA A

A galAA 95l TS oAzl o] Qlok. o7, n] Vera Institute

Jackson, J., and MacQueen, S. ‘Obeying the rules of the road: Procedural justice, social identity,
and normative compliance’, Journal of contemporary criminal justice, 31(2), 171-191,
2015.;Bradford, B., Huq, A., Jackson, J., and Roberts, B. “What price fairness when security
is at stake? Police legitimacy in South Africa‘, Regulation & governance, 8(2), 246-268, 2014.

32) Fratello, J., Rengifo, A. F., & Trone, J. Coming of age with stop and frisk: Experiences,
self-perceptions, and public safety implications. New York: Vera Institute of Justice, 2013.;
Brunson, R. K. Focused deterrence and improved police-community relations. Criminology &
Public Policy, 14(3), 2015, p.507.
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33) Fratello, J., Rengifo, A. F., & Trone, J. Coming of age with stop and frisk: Experiences,

self-perceptions, and public safety implications. New York: Vera Institute of Justice, 2013.



12 o FAFEMAT HM2oH M2S(SH M114Z, 2018 - )

=
[}
(Zero-Tolerance Policing)2 X|5}4 & FZAAo|A FzHe] ZIAAAES 733lstar
uRl WEole st Hleste] AladE SAskes Ae HE=2 Ik ol

ge] e MR MHG] el 7]ofd = oy, TSR I A

o] o], kA elo] st A} s1Ee] MATA HFSL A 28}
2 o2 ¥ 97t rk
ole Ti%ol, WA FYA 4]
= el olSel et Hg o
% qlow], thzol ofste] WA Z1To] MATA] the €A/} gickal ulo]
N E CECREEE 5
W3S AT R A ol Bk o @A 28 ol 4 e Aol e 3
glo] Wasich
7, ool &3t nmate] AAH B9 o2 WNY U WAFAL BAT 7
AHQ ARA o7} ol SRS WA R o2 AET iR
ARIES] QAlo] theF A 43t qlowl, Bae) WEo] ANE

o 2l
o QIR ol A BIHo] Qx| B ANIES QAL WEAZ 4 X

ja)
1o
i)
rl
lo
w T
e
o,
i)
r )
il
=2
)
r>~
1-014
i
N
52

o
=
kUL

R

pocs
p

s

lo

o e

P9, TR Ele], A4 BF SO WA Wejels T AREL wae)

Aaka 2A e Bl o4 B IRTEE AT 9 4 U, olef
0]

34) ore] ®H314, p. 70.

35) Nagin, D. S., & Telep, C. W. Procedural justice and legal compliance. Annual Review of Law
and Social Science, 13, 5-28, 2017.

36) o] =7, p. 12.
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Criminal Decision-Making and Law Enforcement : Focusing on
Procedural Justice Theory

Ra, Kwang-hyun*

Procedural justice theory explains that procedural fairness in law enforcement
predisposes individuals to perceive law enforcement as legitimate, resulting in
voluntary compliance with the law and support and cooperation with law enforcement.
As a theory of criminal decision-making, this theory considers the violation of laws
to be conditional on characteristics of law enforcement or criminal justice system.
Thus, in this paper, I review procedural justice theory and suggest some implications
of this theory regarding crime control strategies for law enforcement.

As mentioned above, procedural justice theory has two psycho-cognitive paths:
perceived procedural fairness influences perceived legitimacy of law enforcement,
and that perceived legitimacy facilitates both compliance with the law and support
and cooperation with law enforcement. These two paths have been supported by
various empirical studies from developed western countries and South Korea.
However, there is some ambiguity concerning whether individuals recognize changes
in law enforcement. In this respect, in this paper, I discuss various controversies,
limitations, and possibilities regarding procedural justice theory in relation to law

enforcement practice.

« Keyword: Law Enforcement, Deterrence, Procedural Justice Theory, Police
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