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nolel] Tjg Az frABTel me PAS
o] ANT DNAZAS] whshe WEel 9
weol] U B B 9ge vEe

Apgh.

3 m=58) 53 (n=66)
Q9] ¢ » coben's d
M SD M SD
Hzod 71.55 11.93 35.23 15.64 14.381% .000 2.60
A1 70.53 14.76 45.63 20.67 6.735% .000 1.22
A A2 64.60 18.68 50.18 16.13 4,624 .000 84
A3 62.44 16,58 49.62 16.33 4.191%% .000 76
A 24 56.12 19.53 40.03 16.72 5.026%* .000 91
A5 73.34 16.94 58.43 16.12 5.499%* .000 99
A6 68.27 17.98 47.09 20.71 5.220%% .000 95
A7 4487 21.44 32.18 18.76 4.145%%* .000 75
A8 57.51 16.77 49.75 16.12 3.084%%* .003 .56
3749 50.34 21.39 38.03 18.21 4.196%%* .000 76
AA10 54.37 20.62 34.75 19.30 5.043%% .000 91
HE:od 67.19 16.47 43.69 17.83 7.587%* .000 1.37

p<OL:**, p<.05:%

- 226 -



Hzgd
29l FF(n=58) EH(n=66) ¢ b coben's d
M SD M SD

A1 70.39 16.87 49.45 22.35 5.823%% 0.000 1.05
A2 75.79 13.18 62.18 17.66 4.806%* 0.000 .87
3 66.20 17.40 56.65 17.78 3.015% 0.020 .54
A 24 60.89 21.36 47.80 20.98 3.438%+ 0.002 .62
A5 78.31 15.05 68.57 15.53 3.532%% 0.054 .64
A6 75.72 15.23 58.98 21.14 4.996%* 0.000 .90
A7 46.43 20.47 34.28 19.32 3.395%% 0.005 .61
A8 63.39 17.01 55.87 17.06 2.448%* 0.039 44
A9 52.36 20.51 39.68 18.12 3.655% 0.020 .66
A7H10 60.43 19.93 4295 22.31 4,572%% 0.004 83

Hp<OL:*e p< 05:*
9 z=x 7572 HUEM| mE MEY #iE0lE FEol| st 2ot o]
Hzgd
[9l T n=58) EF(n=606) t b cohen's d
M SD M SD

A1 32.63 19.03 46.01 20.94 -3.803%* 0.000 -.69
A2 47.96 21.36 55.39 19.19 -2.039%* 0.000 -37
73 46.56 19.97 51.59 18.92 -1.436 0.153 -26
A A4 49.65 23.51 59.84 19.84 22.617%* 0.002 -47
AAs 34.37 23.04 36.21 19.59 -479 0.054 -.09
A6 48.77 23.18 57.65 20.79 2. 247%% 0.026 -41
A7 63.44 19.81 65.63 18.94 -628 0.531 -11
%8 52.29 19.88 53.86 15.37 -495 0.621 -.09
9 53.39 21.81 51.48 20.48 .503 0.616 .09
710 59.79 22.61 60.13 22.33 -.085 0.932 -.02

p<OL:**, p<.05:*
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The effects of Defendant’s character evidence

on fact-finding

Ko Minjo Park Jooyong

Seoul National University, Department of Psychology

The present study was conducted to investigate whether the defendant's character evidence affects
fact-finding and evidence judgments. The results showed that manipulating the defendant's character
evidence differently affected the initial judgment. The conditions under which the defendant's negative
character evidence was presented were judged to have a higher probability of guilt against the defendant
than the conditions under which the positive character evidence was presented, and the frequency of the
conviction was higher. The ruling, which was formed by character evidence of the defendant also affected
the prosecution and the defense's claims based on each issue. It can be seen that the judgment of the
defendant induced by the character evidence of the defendant is maintained not only in the judgment of

evidence but also in the final judgment. Therefore, it is necessary to come up with a legal system rule

out this bias for a fair trial.

Key words : chavacter evidence, faci-finding, evidence judgement, confirmation bias, Division of Fact-finding and

Sentencing
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