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Effects of Self-Administered Interview on Correct Recall and

Memory Protection in the Situation of Delay and Misinformation

Keunsoo Ham Yeaseul Kim Kipyung Kim Hojin Jeong

Department of Psychological Forensics, National Forensic Service

Witnesses will be exposed to a vatiety of misinformation after the witnessing of the event and state at
the scene of the investigation after the delay period. This study was conducted to promote correct recall
reporting without being affected by factors that against correct recall. Self-Administered Interview(SAI) is
known to obtain eyewitness accounts quickly and accurately. Therefore, we performed a SAI to see if it
reported more information than the control group that did not perform the SAI Also, it also performed
that correct information was maintained without being affected by misinformation and delay. Eighty-eight
participants were asked to perform SAI or game after showing a video of mock crime. Misinformation
was presented in the first or second session to see if it affected recall. An analysis of responses from the
final test conducted in the second session by participants showed that groups that conducted SAI after a
four-week delay reported more correct information than control groups, while there was no difference
between incorrect- and confabulation information. In particular, the timing of presenting misinformation
did not affect the amount of recall. This suggests that conducting the SAI immediately after witnessing

the event protects correct information even after four weeks. Finally, the significance and limitations of

this study, and subsequent studies were discussed.

Key words : testing effect, Self-Administered Interview(SAI), time delay, misinformation, memory protection
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