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[Abstract]

This study analyzes major international child-abuse investigative interview protocols (NICHD, ABE, SIM, and CornerHouse) to
enhance children’s statement credibility and proposes a Korean Child Abuse Investigative Interview Protocol tailored to the Korean
context. Whittemore and Knafl’s five-stage integrative literature review method was used, enabling a comprehensive analysis and
integrative interpretation of diverse sources, including academic studies, practice guidelines, and policy documents. The findings
showed shared core elements: rapport building, ground rules, episodic memory training, free-narrative elicitation, and closure. To
address Korean needs, such as duplicate investigations, rapport difficulties, recantation risk, and limited supervision, this study
proposes a seven-stage protocol: (1) Pre-interview Planning and Preparation; (2) Rapport Building and Ground Rules; (3)
Korean-style Episodic Memory Training; (4) Transition to the Incident and Free Narrative; (5) Elaboration and Systematic
Exploration; (6) Closure and Stabilization; and (7) Post-interview Feedback and Supervision. This study, as a foundational work
preceding empirical research, serves as a vital resource for systematizing guidelines and improving investigative expertise.
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Table 2. Inclusion and exclusion criteria for child interview

protocols
Category Inclusion Criteria Exclusion Criteria
* Protocols reported
. three or more times in
Primary : * Protocols reported only
) Fernandes et al.'s )
Screening sconing review 1-2 times
(Stage 2: ping * Protocols whose detailed
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Literature ’ content cannot be
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Search) - verified
child abuse
investigative interviews
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* Protocols that meet consider as independent
recency and practical analysis protocol due to
Secondary representativeness replacement by
Screening | ¢ Protocols that allow subsequent protocols
(Stage 3: identification of » Cases with insufficient
Data national follow—up research or
Evaluation) | characteristics, updates in the past five
including diverse years
countries * Protocols only limited to
sexual abuse
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Table 3. Types of free narrative questions in the NICHD
protocol

Question Types Description

Main Invitation that allows children to recall

Main Invitation for |information about the incident

Free Recall "Tell me everything that happened from the
beginning to the end"
Follow—up Interviewer's responses or questions to elicit
invitations for Free | continued responses
Recall "And then what happened?"

Questions asking about information between
events or times mentioned by the child

"Tell me everything that happened from the
moment [activity mentioned] to the moment
[subsequent activity mentioned]"

Time Segmenting
Invitations for Free
Recall

Questions that revisit what the child has
already mentioned to elicit detailed
information

"Tell me more about [activity, object, thought,
feeling]" or "You mentioned [activity]. Tell me
more about that"

Cued Invitations
for Free Recall

Source: Adapted from National Institute of Child Health and
Human Development (2021, pp. 3—-4).
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Table 4. Question types for investigative interviews proposed

by ABE
Q%issleon Definition/Core Purpose | Representative Examples
Open- Encourage ) "Tell me what happened”
Ended spontaneous narrative "Tell bout that"
Questions from the witness ell me more about tha
Specific— | Clarify and supplement "Who did you see?”
Closed details missing from "Where does he live?"”
Questions free narrative "When did that happen?"
Specific- Enhance "Do you remember the
Closed o
; comprehensibility and color of the clothes you
Question : ; .
Desi accuracy were wearing at that time?
esign
Forced— Quest}ons that force the . _
Choice witness to select Was he wearing blue
Questi between a limited clothes or red clothes?"
uestions | number of altematives
Multiple Questions that ask "Did you see him? Where
; about several things at was he? What was he
Questions o
once wearing
Questions that suggest "He pushed you, didn't
Leading | or tend to suggest their he?”
Questions | own answer (should be "That person saw you,
avoided) didn't they?"

Source: Adapted from Ministry of Justice (2022, pp. 86-91).
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4-3 CornerHouse Forensic Interview Protocol™
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Table 5. Question types for investigative interviews proposed
by CornerHouse

Category Type Description

The broadest questions that allow
individuals to freely share their
Open experiences

Invitations | "What would you like to talk about
today?”

"What did you come to talk about?"

Questions that prompt individuals to

Invitation Focused |elaborate on topics or experiences
Invitations | already mentioned
"Tell me all about being in the hallway"
Responses that encourage continuation
Facilitators of the conversation
"And then what happened?”
"Can you keep telling me about that?"
WH-— More specific, direct questions
Questions "Who did that?*
"When did that happen?"
Inquiry Yes/No Questions requiring yes or no answers
Questions | "Did it hurt?"
Mult!ple Questions that present limited choices
Option Wi~ ) . 0
) Did it hurt, or tickle, or something else?
Questions

Questions that suggest or imply what
Leading |answer is expected

Questions | "Someone touched you, didn't they?*

"He hit you, didn't he?"

Questions that suggest the interviewer

Prohibited | Suggestive has knowledge of what happened

Questions "That happened at your house, right?"

) Questions that pressure for a specific
Coercive

X answer
Questions

"You need to tell the truth, who did it?"

Source: Adapted from J. Stauffer (2020, pp. 23-24).
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4-4 SIM(Standard Interview Method)

SIM2 % Griffith University AFs} Centre for
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Table 6. Question types for interviewers recommended by
SIM

Category

Description

Initial narrative invitations are questions that
encourage the child to begin their story and are
Initial Narrative | used when initiating a statement about all or part

Invitations of an event.
"Can you tell me everything that happened from
the beginning?"
Open—-ended breadth prompts are used to elicit
Opgrealidrlﬁed a broader range of information about the main
actions or activities that occurred in the event.
Prompts

"What happened next?“, "What else happened?"

Open—-ended depth prompts are questions that
elicit more detailed and elaborate statements
Open—Ended |[about specific parts of an event the child has
Depth Prompts | already mentioned.

"You said that person hurt you in the gym, right?
Can you tell me more about that part?"

Source: Adapted from M. B. Powell and S. P. Brubacher (2020, p.
653).
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Table 7. Korean child abuse investigative interview

protocol(draft)
Reference
Stage | Stage Name Key Tasks International
Protocols
Specify interview objectives,
identify relevant parties,
verify existence of records
such as abuse reports or
. ; ABE,
Pre—Plannin previous ;
) ) Reflecting the
1 g and interviews/statements, K
: : T orean
Preparation confirm child's
context
developmental
characteristics, prohibit
hypotheses about abuse
types, etc.
Introduce interviewer's role,
select appropriate form of
Rapport address,lbuﬂd lrapport, NICHD, ABE,
Building and | practice six basic ground
2 ; CornerHouse,
Ground rules, practice ground rules Y
Rules using role—play, use
non-threatening
open-ended questions, etc.
Practice extended free
Episodic narrative based on specific | NICHD, SIM
Memory memories unrelated to the (explicit)
3 Practice(Kor | incident, use open invitation ABE,
ean questions, minimal CornerHouse
adaptation) | encouragers, open—ended (partial)
follow—up questions, etc.
Transition to the actual
Tra.n3|t|on to problemaltlc |nC|dent,l NICHD, ABE,
Incident and | non—suggestive exploration,
4 : X CornerHouse,
Free proceed with free narrative,
i : SIM
Narrative | use open—ended questions,
etc.
Elaborate free narrative
content by thematic units
) (when / where / who / what
Blaboration | ™) " obtain specific | NICHD, ABE,
and . - A
5 ) details for legal evidentiary | CornerHouse,
Systematic
. purposes, use cued SIM
Exploration Lo ; )
invitation questions, time
segmentation questions,
exploratory questions, etc.
Psychological stabilization, | NICHD, ABE,
Closure and |
6 S inform about next steps, CornerHouse,
Stabilization :
express gratitude, etc. SIM
Post-
Interview Provide post—interview Reflecting the
7 Feedback evaluation and supervision Korean
and to ensure interview quality context
Supervision
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