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Abstract

A criminal behavior is generally caused by various factors having an effect on each
other and sharing an effect on the occurrence of crime. The formation of a criminal behavior
is a matter that requires a profound explanation to find out a reliable academic answer. The
psychological perspective is one of the various sciences that can deeply explain this behavior
in the aspect of thinking styles and personality of criminals. It also employs the integration of
various psychological theories to explain criminal behaviors that caused by causal factors
covering 3 dimensions including individual dimension, family dimension, and community or
social dimension. The aim of this article is to apply some of the psychological theories as the
significant tool to understand criminal behaviors including Freud’s psychoanalytical theory,
Adler’s individual psychology theory, Rogers’ Self theory, Sullivan’s Interpersonal theory,
Skinner’s operant learning theory, Bandura’s social learning theory, and Eysenck’s theory of
personality. These theories could help to find the root causes of criminal behaviors that cover
all dimensions mentioned above, which could lead to the proper ways for preventing and

solving the problems.

Keywords: Criminal behavior, Crime, Psychological perspective
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YoRawiinsAndunuazie  Hglirududstdlaniodndulaniazyheslsmuniaisendu (fyaigan
a aa I o a aAda o/ & 1 [ 1
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Tnglallasumsdnnmsniuniran avnaedududaudsludnla (Intrapsychic conflict) FaiilaiinAanu
Taudeneludnlafiiuun Ego agvhminiidudinatssening Id iU Superego kazlannigusn lag
Invie 3 duil avdiaueeniaversualuinsenunseiiioudnliegiate Fein Id danudaudaiu
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ANUUTITOUNTIRALILAra1RNTSUe (Coon & Mitterer, 2008)
2. NQEfANINY1918YARE (Individual Psychology) vasdansa wantaas

Saumlsn uentaas (Alfred Adler) W71 uywdilusagslaiidrdnegremisie “Ainu
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(Inferiority feelings)” lnguy ¥z Ne181UMINIYALEUNA D8AI8N1TES19UNLAUT UL Tuuned
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& Palladino, 2002; A3t50U WNI19G, 2561)
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2561)
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A15a 151995 (Carl Rojers) Nai1d19 LASIAT19UAGNAIN 2 duild 1Ay A IATINVDY
Usgaunisal (Organism) wag Manu (Self) (Fortinash & Patricia, 2008)
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2) fau (Self) Wuaudnarslunisuansnginssuvesuywd 151903 wlaminuveIynng
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(Condition of worth) 1fun1igfiyaraanitmuiinaan Tnsyaraiidulaunlagldiuanuinain
asaunsIog1UsIrandouly (Unconditional positive regard) wyhlilunidnaugu Uaensie ul
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Fadeniavimuaruaenimesaumand wastnaiaduslunmuieny (Self concept) U
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4. NQEfANNFUNUSIZNI19YARE (Interpersonal theory)

L83 aunA Faduwau (Harry Stack Sullivan) e3unedn yadnamaesuyudasiluulsiy
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gouuNiousivieyanad dnludin amauesdiin “duiad” (Bad Me) HutszaunsaifiAntu
nmslémsousuissguuunenii lietlald luldumaneuausseusdoanis Saiilidndanis
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5. NEYN1TIBUILUUABNTEN (Operant learning theory)
a a 14 = o a s . . U a a

NOWYANITLIYUFWUUAINBNTEIVBIANULUBS (Burrhus Frederic Skinner) Un3ningiyi?
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cited in Palmer, 2003)
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6. noenN1si3BuINIedeau (Social learning theory)
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(Attention) FuuUTIdRNAWIL 91NTUYAAAAANISINTT (Retention) FILUUTIL UAIYAAATIIL AN
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Tdevsonaneluyrdnninvesny
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7. quﬁqﬂﬁﬂmW%aﬂaéLmﬁ (Eysenck’s theory of personality)

g1ud wesinu lodiwed (Hans Jurgen Eysenck) Wndsinenynieesiiu dudinauengu]
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15du fisreaziBendsil (Eysenck, 1964; 1970; 1977 as cited in Miller, 2012)
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aa v aa [y v Y
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3) Psychoticism (P) yadnnmiiAtgnifistusnmeviudelodiesdlivhmsinwiyanad
FosmuyndnsuuiveInstiemsda FsluseunsnivniBeninduniylsadn (Psychosis) seulels
sFupatAuitiyadnnmditiuuugales (High P) unaslndifeatunizyadnaminuniuuulelanis
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mluuinniingul nsgyvinia uazdnuazyesyadna1mi nauna i Aves Extraversion Las
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Abstract

The parental responsibility law or the Child Protection Act of 2003 was enacted in
2003, but the impact of the law on juvenile delinquency remains unclear. Based on deterrence
theory and control theory, if the law works effectively, parents would closely take care and
be more responsible of their children because they are afraid of legal sanctions imposed by
the law, which would help strengthen the social bonds between them and decrease the
juvenile delinquent behaviors. Parents’ perceptions of legal sanctions derived from the law
are expected to serve as a deterrent effect in shaping their child rearing styles that can lead
to a reduction of juvenile crime and delinquency. The intended impact of the law may include
not only the decrease of juvenile crime rates but also the better parenting strategies and
treatments for children. However, the capacity of the criminal justice system to implement
the law is a crucial factor to create a deterrent effect on juvenile delinquent behaviors through
parental responsibilities. A more effective enforcement of the law may be necessary to deal

with the increasing problem of juvenile delinquency in Thailand.
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Introduction

The parental responsibility law has been enacted in Thailand since 2003, but there is
no evaluation research exploring its impact on juvenile delinquency. To examine the impact
of the law, the research question is to ask whether the parental responsibility law has certain
effects on juvenile delinquency in Thailand. Based on deterrence theory, if the law effectively
works, parents will take care and be more responsible of their children because they are afraid
of legal sanctions imposed by the law, then the juvenile crime rates may decrease. According
to research on family and crime, family factors, such as parental monitoring and attachment,
are related to juvenile delinquency (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990; Rankin & Wells, 1990). This
paper will first explain the parental responsibility laws and their main principles, then
introduce the Thai parental responsibility law, and finally elaborate the concepts of

deterrence theory, which is the main focus of this paper.

What are parental responsibility laws?

Parental responsibility laws refer to laws that impose criminal and/or civil
responsibilities on parents for the delinquent behavior of their children. These laws aim to
involve parents in the lives of their children by holding them criminally and/or civilly
responsible for their children’s actions. The purpose of these laws is to ensure that parents
provide necessities for their children in their custody and to make sure that they do not
abandon or abuse their children (Tomaszewski, 2005). The concept of the laws was rooted in
the theoretical framework of control theories (Hirschi, 1969; Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990) stating
that parents’ roles are essential in controlling children’s behaviors through proper attachment,
involvement, commitment, and belief and effective parenting. Penalties for violation of these
laws vary across the country. The penalties include increased participation by parents in
juvenile court proceedings; participation in treatment, counseling, community services, or
other diversion programs; financial responsibility for court costs and restitution payments;
financial responsibility for treatment, detention, and supervisory costs; and criminal
responsibility such as fine and imprisonment (Tomaszewski, 2005). Generally, parents will be
held criminally liable when it is found that they do not exercise reasonable care, supervision,
protection, and control over their children. The problems with parental responsibility laws are
the vagueness of what parental responsibility truly means and lack of research evaluating the

effectiveness of parental responsibility laws.
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The parental responsibility law in Thailand

The parental responsibility law in Thailand, called “The Child Protection Act of 2003,”
was enacted on September 24, 2003. The law is used as a strategy to combat the increase of
youth crime in the society. The main objective of the Act is the protection and definition of
juvenile legal rights and interests. In addition, the Act also focuses on delinquency prevention
by calling for a comprehensive and systematic strategy to prevent juvenile delinquency.

The Act has improved guidelines of juvenile protection in order to make them proper
for the modern society. However, the major change in the renewed juvenile law is that it
includes criminal responsibility on parents for their children’s illegal actions. The Act imposes
duties on parents to provide necessities, such as protection, education, and healthcare, for
their children and prohibits parents from neglecting and abandoning their children. Parents
who fail to exercise reasonable protection, supervision, and control over their children will be
criminally punished. It is believed that parents are responsible for taking sufficient care of their
children. Therefore, when their children have done something legally wrong, the parents are

also responsible for those wrong actions of their children.

Deterrence theory and the Thai parental responsibility law

In this section, the key concepts of deterrence theory and how they are related to the
Thai responsibility law will be discussed. Historically, deterrence theory rooted in the classical
school of criminology became popular in the 1970s (Logan, 1972; Salem & Bowers, 1970; Tittle
& Rowe, 1973). According to the first and the most prominent classical criminologists, Cesare
Beccaria (1764), individuals are rational beings who naturally pursue their own interests and
people choose to engage in crime because of the pursuit of self-interests. Therefore, the
threat of swift, certain, and proportionately severe punishments can deter criminal behavior.
Consistent with Beccaria, Jeremy Bentham (1789), another prominent classical criminologist
proposed the concept of human as a calculator of pleasure and pain. In other words,
individual behavior is driven by the pursuit of pleasure or benefits and the avoidance of pain
or costs. Classical theorists generally contend that punishments should be used as deterrence
to prevent crime. Accordingly, deterrence theorists agree that individuals are rational and
pursue their own interests. Human beings basically try to maximize their pleasure and
minimize their pain. Therefore, people are willing to engage in crime if they believe they would
have some benefits. Thus, deterrence theorists suggest that the best way to prevent crime is

through punishments that are swift, certain, and appropriately severe.
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Building on the classical framework, the three core principals of deterrence theory
include celerity, certainty, and severity of punishment. First, celerity refers to swiftness of
punishment in which offenders are punished soon after committing crime (Nagin & Pogarsky,
2001). Therefore, punishments can deter crime when people believe that they tend to get
punished shortly after they commit a crime. Secondly, certainty involves that crime is
consistently followed by punishment. People who perceive that they are likely to be
detected, arrested, and punished after committing a crime will mostly not engage in crime
(Erickson, Gibbs, & Jensen, 1977). Lastly, severity of punishment involves the proportion of
punishments that should be enough to offset benefits of crime (Ball, 1955). This means that
punishments do not need to be severe for all types of crime. Severity of punishment is
effective in deterring crime when people perceive that the severity of punishment for a crime
outweighs the benefits of the crime.

In addition, deterrence theory distinguishes two types of deterrence: specific and
general deterrence. Specific deterrence involves the idea that punishment is expected to
reduce the crime of those specific persons who are punished (Gibbs, 1975). Therefore, those
who being punished for a crime hardly tend to commit further crime. Whereas, general
deterrence refers to the idea that punishment deters crime among people in the general
population who are not punished (Logan, 1972). People probably feel that they might be
caught and punished if they commit crime. It is assumed that punishment will specifically
dissuade the offender from repeating the crime and generally prevent people who never
commit any crime from committing crime (Bell, 1955).

Deterrence is one of the purposes of criminal punishment. The other goals of criminal
punishment include retribution making the offenders pay for the guilt they made, restraint
denying the offenders the chance to commit further offenses, rehabilitation providing
education and treatment programs to the offenders to eradicate criminal tendencies, and
restoration which focuses on the treatments for victims of crime (Golash, 2005). It has been
confirmed that deterrence is essential to preserve society (Bell, 1955). Based on deterrence
theory, the Thai parental responsibility law has been implemented as a deterrent for dealing
with juvenile crime. The law is related to the deterrent concepts of certainty and severity
since legal punishments are included.

According to the Child Protection Act of 2003, there are two common types of
punishments included in the Act: fine and imprisonment. The penalties for parents who fail

to provide reasonable care and supervision to their children are demeanor sanctions including
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a fine no greater than 30,000 baths ($900) and/or a six-month prison term. These sanctions
are legal threat intended to have some deterrent effect on parents who are doing a poor job
in taking care of their children. As proposed by deterrence theorists, different types and
magnitudes of punishment can result in different deterrent effects on crime prevention (Bell,
1955). Prison is seen to be more severe than other types of penalty, not including death
penalty. Therefore, imprisonment should pose a greater threat on potential criminals than
other types of criminal penalty, including jail, fine, and probation, and it should have a larger
effect on crime prevention than others (Ericson & Gibbs, 1979).

Theoretically, when such parents are aware of the legal threat imposed by the Act,
they will pay more attention on their children lives and provide sufficient care to their children,
supervise and monitor them, and punish them when they have done something wrong. Legal
sanctions in the revised law should be considered as an increase of certainty and severity of
punishment for parents since the previous juvenile laws did not impose any legal penalty on
irresponsible parents. Although the Act imposes just misdemeanor sanctions on negligent
parents, it is expected to be effective and achieve the intended goals of deterrence.

As discussed earlier, deterrence concepts can have both specific and general deterrent
effects. The Child Protection Act of 2003 is intended to place certain general deterrent effects
on people in the general rather than to attempt to actually punish parents of the delinquent
children. The Act generally attempts to scare negligent parents by the threat of criminal
sanctions. However, it is also expected to have specific deterrence on the parents who have
been punished for violating the law. However, the deterrent effects would not be effective if
the criminal justice agencies, particularly police, do not rigorously enforce the law (Nagin,
1998).

Furthermore, deterrence theorists previously focused mostly on the impact of formal
sanctions on crime, but they have also been interested in informal sanctions recently. Rational
individuals tend to calculate all relevant costs and benefits before making any decisions. Thus,
the complete deterrence model should consist of individual perceptions of both legal and
non-legal costs of being caught when committing crime. Non-legal costs include
embarrassment, shame, and other informal effects (Grasmick & Bursik, 1990; Williams &
Hawkins, 1986). There is evidence reporting that perception of non-legal costs is negatively
related to crime (Pratt, Cullen, Blevins, Daigle, & Madenson, 2006). In addition, it has been
suggested that formal punishment probably better deter crime when cooperating with

informal sanctions (Nagin, 1998; Zimring & Hawkins, 1973). Therefore, informal sanctions or
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non-legal costs including embarrassment, social degradation, loss of employment, and loss of
friends may also play an important role in encouraging parents to take care of their children
since most Thai people have traditionally close relationships with others in their community.
Parents may perceive that they would feel embarrassed, lose their jobs and friends, and be
socially degraded when their children are arrested and charged with a criminal offense. They
would be also charged with a crime of improper or negligent parental supervision. Therefore,
these non legal costs may also have certain effects on parenting strategies.

In addition, this law may also have some effects on children who no longer want their
parents to be in troubles. Generally, if children morally concern about their parents and do
not want their parent get punished by the Act, they will not cause any trouble, especially
committing crime. According to control theories, this might effectively work among children
who are highly attached to their parents (Hirschi, 1969). Hopefully, the Act may have the direct
deterrent effect on parents and the indirect deterrent effect on the youth based on the
deterrent effect of informal sanctions.

Another aspect of deterrence theory relevant to the Thai responsibility law is
perceptions of the threat of being punished are influenced not only by the experience of
being caught but also by the experience of punishment avoidance as proposed by Stafford
and Warr (1993). It is noted that both punishment and punishment avoidance can have direct
and indirect effects on criminal involvement. Therefore, the law will not have any deterrent
effects if parents perceive that they tend to be able to avoid being punished or if they learn
that other parents who have violated the law are not punished. When they realize that they
are able to avoid punishments, they are less likely to perceive the threat of legal punishments
and, thus no longer taking care of their children. According to the perceptual deterrence
concepts, the law will not have a deterrent effect, if parents do not perceive its threat. To
increase sanction risk and severity perceptions, the criminal justice system needs to be able

to implement the law effectively and rigorously (Nagin, 1998).

Empirical research on deterrence theory

Deterrence concepts have been widely tested since they were renewed in the late
1960s by Becker (1968) who proposed the economic perspectives on deterrence theory.
Considerable deterrence research can be categorized into three main types of studies:
ecological, interrupted time-series, and perceptual studies (Nagin, 1998). The ecological studies
involve using variations in crime rates and punishment levels across time and space to
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measure deterrent effects (Sampson & Cohen, 1988). The interrupted time-series technique is
employed to examine whether a specific intervention or law at one period of time have an
effect on crime rates at a subsequent period of time (Kovandzic, Marvell, & Vieraitis, 2005;
Ross, 1973). Whereas, the perceptual studies involve the links between perceived certainty
and severity of punishment to self-reported crime data assembled from surveys (Nagin, 1998;
Paternoster, 1987). The first two types of study relying on official data were primary deterrence
studies prior to 1980, while the perceptual approach focusing on the use of self-reported data
obtained from cross-sectional surveys, panel surveys, and scenario-based surveys has been
widely used to test deterrent effects since 1980s (Nagin, 1998; Grasmick & Bryjak, 1980;
Paternoster, 1987; Saltzman, Paternoster, Waldo, & Chiricos, 1982).

Deterrence theory has been challenged and developed over the past few decades
because considerable deterrence research suggests that deterrence effects of punishment on
crime are moderate or even weak (Pratt et al., 2006). Also, it was found that deterrence
measures, such as increased police size/police per capita, arrest ratios and clearance rates,
stricter sentencing policies, and other “get tough” policies, were among the weakest macro-
level predictors of crime (Pratt & Cullen, 2005). More importantly, some scholars have
suggested that legal punishments cause more crime (Braithwaite, 2002; Sherman, 1993).
Perceptual deterrence theory has been developed due to the weaknesses in the traditional
deterrence theory. It is believed that the threat of legal punishment will work effectively when
people perceive it. The perceptual approach has been largely used to test deterrent concepts
since 1980s (Nagin, 1998). However, it has been criticized that perceptions that are unstable
overtime are a consequence rather than a cause of crime (Lundman, 1986; Minor & Harry,
1982; Paternoster, 1987). Therefore, the current perceptions of punishments can be influenced
by the effect of prior delinquent behavior, referred as “experiential effect” (Paternoster, 1987;
Saltzman et al., 1982).

In contrast to the deterrent concepts, some research found that persons who have
been punished are more likely to commit subsequent offenses than those who have not been
punished (Paternoster & Piquero, 1995; Piquero & Pograsky, 2002; Pogarsky & Piquero, 2003).
This positive effect of punishment on future offenses may be found among the most high-
rate offenders. Offenders who have been arrested and punished may increase their bets under
the belief that getting caught in the first time was a bad luck. Thus, they reset their perceptions
of certainty of punishment downward and believe that they would not have been unluckily
caught again (Pogarsky & Piquero, 2003).
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As mentioned previously, certainty, severity, and rapidness of punishment are the key
concepts of deterrence used to prevent crime. However, certainty, as deterrence, has been
generally found more effective than severity and rapidness (Anderson, Chiricos, & Waldo, 1977;
Pratt et al., 2006). Most deterrence studies focus largely on the certainty and severity of
punishment. There are only few studies have attempted to examine the effect of swiftness of
punishment on crime and it was found that celerity of punishment does not reduce
subsequent offending (Nagin & Pogarsky, 2001). Severity of punishment is often measured in
terms of the average length of imprisonment and certainty of punishment is generally
measured in terms of the arrest rate (Paternoster, 1987).

Empirically, deterrence research has found mixed results when testing the perceived
certainty of punishment and crime (Pratt et al., 2006). Perceived certainty of punishment is
consistently found to have certain negative effects on criminal behavior (Anderson et al., 1977,
Foglia, 1997; Pratt et al., 2006). There is some evidence showing that increasing the certainty
of punishment may moderately reduce crime (Logan, 1972; Tittle & Rowe, 1973). However,
this effect is likely to be short-lived and limited to certain circumstances (Carr, Goldberg, &
Farber, 1975; Nagin, 1998; Ross, 1973). More interestingly, when examining the existing
perceived certainty by employing more rigorous analysis, it has been found that the deterrent
effect of perceived certainty is weak (Paternoster, 1987; Pratt et al.,, 2006). It was argued that
those studies that found support for the deterrent effect of perceived certainty are
methodologically inadequate (Paternoster, 1987).

Regarding severity of punishments, deterrence theorists argue that perceived severity
of punishment is important to make deterrence theory effective in preventing crime (Grasmick
& Bryjak, 1980; Grasmick & Green, 1980). Whereas, some scholars suggest that more severe
punishments cause the punished persons to commit more offenses (Agnew, 2001; Akers &
Sellers, 2004). Unlike the perceived certainty of punishment, perceived severity of punishment
has received little attention and most research on perceived severity found little or no support
for the deterrent effect of perceived severity (Paternoster, 1987). Only few studies have found
that perceived severity is significantly related to delinquency (Grasmick & Bryjak, 1980;
Grasmick & Green, 1980).

Conclusion
In conclusion, parents’ perceptions of both legal and non-legal costs derived from the
Child Protection Act of 2003 are expected to be serve as a deterrent effect in shaping their
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child rearing styles that can lead to juvenile crime and delinquency reduction. The impact
may include not only the decrease of juvenile crime rates but also the better parenting
strategies and treatments for children. However, it would never reach the intended goals if
the law is not fully enforced since was found that the capacity of the criminal justice system
to implement the law also contributes to the deterrent effects (Nagin, 1998).

One way to measure the effectiveness of the Act is to compare the juvenile crime
rates before and after the law was enacted to see whether there is a change in crime rates.
Crime rates and arrest rates have been employed to measure the effectiveness of several
laws and policies (Jensen & Metsger, 1994; Kovandzic, Marvell, & Vieraitis, 2005; Lester, &
Steward, 1996; Maltz, 1975; Sherman & Weisburd, 2000; Sterne, Pittman, & Coe, 1965;
Stolzenberg & D'alessio, 1997; Wu, 1996). This method can be strengthened by the use of
qualitative and ethnographic techniques, such as observations of parenting styles and
interviews of parents, juvenile offenders, and police. For example, St. Jean (2007) employed
ethnographic techniques, interviews, and observations to explain the findings of statistical

analysis of crime rates in Chicago.
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Abstract

Police misconduct has been a significant problem in Thai society for a long time.
However, the police misconduct problem is not found only in Thailand; it also found in
other civilized countries including the United States. This paper is generally intended to
examine factors related to police misconduct and how society justifies these misbehaviors in
both the United States and Thailand. The problem here would be what makes police
officers engage in corruption and whether police misconduct in Thailand and the United
States is similar or different. Another question would be whether police misconduct can be
either morally or socially justified. Some police misconduct was somehow found in both
Thailand and the United States, including hedonistic corruption, obligatory corruption, noble
cause corruption, misconduct in police investigation and interrogation. Factors contributing
to police misconduct include ineffective police training, lack of supervision, personal gains,
police subculture, misguided loyalty, and egoism. Some potential resolutions to solve police
misconduct include police ethics cultivation and training, increasing supervision, changing

police subculture, and increasing police salary
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Introduction

Police misconduct or police misbehavior has been a most frequently mentioned
problem in the criminal justice system. Some types of police misconduct are legally
considered as a crime, but some are not, depending on the seriousness of misconduct.
However, these types of police behavior somehow denigrate police credibility and
trustworthiness. In Thailand the police have been accused for police misconduct since
probably the Thai police department was established. Although the police in Thailand have
been changed and improved in their effectiveness and services, Thai people still have some
negative images on the police. In the past, before the 1980s, police officers were among the
most influential persons in each community. They had exclusive authority in their
jurisdiction; then, they were able to act arbitrarily. Therefore, civilians needed to obey what
the police said or suggested no matter if it was right or wrong. If they did not obey the
police, they would be abused or punished in some forms.

Although there are not many police officers who act in bad manners, their
misbehavior tremendously defame positive police images that most of police officers have
been cumulatively created. This problem has found not only in Thailand but also in other
civilized countries such as the United States. Police misconduct can take place in several
forms. Some types of police misconduct for personal gain are obviously unethical, but some
forms of police misconduct that are committed for public interests are not clearly
considered as unethical for many people, especially police officers. For example, police
interrogators recently improve their strategies to fit in the legally-defined framework by
focusing on deception, manipulation, and lying. However, police interrogation procedure
related to deceptive and manipulative techniques are considered immoral and unethical.

Misconduct by police may occur in a variety of forms, but it generally becomes a
controversial agenda when police officers misuse their legitimate authority or act contrary to
professional ethics (Palmiotto, 2001). Police misconduct has drawn a lot of attention from
the public since police officers are expected to do their sworn duties guided by the
professional ethics and legal authority without any impropriety (Ross, 2003). Certain forms of
police misconduct may more obviously reveal police impropriety than others. Other forms
may raise some ethical questions whether they are morally accepted or justified by the
society or not. Moreover, misconduct and corruption by police sometimes result in job

terminations, organizational investigations, criminal prosecutions, civil liability, and citizen

o o

MIAIDVY I MazdIRNmans TN 1 atuf 1 (hsngiau-5unau 2562) Avavdlay Audruans 15aseuunesai e



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 32

Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

protests and demonstrations (Lersch, 2002). Although police misconduct incidents are rare,
these deviant incidents have defamed police organizations tremendously (Ross, 2003).

Police officers view the acceptance of a bribe, drug use, planting a weapon on a
suspect, and theft of property as the most serious forms of police misconduct (Martin, 1994).
Similarly, Ivkovic (2005) found that the serious forms of police misbehavior involve theft of
confiscated items, a bribe, and kickbacks. In addition, the supervisors and line officers
consider the acceptance of gratuities such as free meal, discount, or holiday gifts as the least
serious forms of police misconduct, but the supervisors view this police misbehavior more
serious than line officers do (Barker & Wells, 1982; Ivkovic, 2005). Moreover, most of police
officers view the acceptance of gifts or other gratuities as a regular way of social

communication (Barker & Wells, 1982; Chappell & Piquero, 2004).

Aims of the current paper

This paper is generally intended to examine factors related to police misconduct and
how society justifies these misbehaviors in both the United States and Thailand. The
problem here would be what makes police officers engage in corruption and whether police
misconduct in Thailand and America is similar or different. Another question would be
whether police misconduct can be either morally or socially justified. This paper will address
the ethically controversial issue on misconduct in police practices and potential resolutions

for police misconduct in Thailand or other societies.

Definitions and typologies of police misconduct

Police misconduct is the popular terms of police corruption or police misbehavior. It
has been defined differently. Goldstein, father of community policing, defines police
corruption as “acts involving the misuse of authority by police officer in a manner designed
to produce personal gain for the officer or for others” (Goldstein, 1977, p.189). Whereas,
Ivkovic defines police misconduct as a concept covering “a heterogeneous set of behaviors,
from sleeping on duty, being on duty, being late for work, and using excessive force, to
denying the 5™ Amendment right to silence, testilying, forging documents, and accepting
bribes” (lvkovic, 2005, p.547). Ivkovic (2005) also characterizes police corruption as “an

action or omission, a promise of action or omission, or an attempt of action or omission,

committed by a police officer or a group of police officers, characterized by the police
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officer’s misuse of the official position motivated in significant part with the achievement of
personal gain” (p.549).

Moreover, police misconduct has been classified differently. For example, Souryal
(2007) identifies two broad types of police corruption: hedonistic (personal gain) corruption
and obligatory (egotistical) corruption. While, Barker (2002) categorized police misbehavior
into three groups: money corruption, organizational violations, and abuse of authority. Perez
and Moore (2002) identify five categories of police misconduct: personal misbehavior,
ineptitude, police crime, noble cause corruption, and corruption of authority. Barker and
Roebuck (1973) categorize police corruption into eight types based on five dimensions of
departmental reaction, required degree of delinquent agency, degree of peer group support,
nature of norms that are violated, and act and actors involved. The eight corruption types of
Barker and Roebuck include corruption of authority, kickbacks, shakedowns, protection of
illegal activities, the fix, opportunistic theft, direct criminal activities, and internal payoffs.
Some researchers identified police misconduct as FADO: the use of unnecessary Force,
Abuse of authority, Discourtesy, and Offensive language (Henriquez, 1999; Walker & Wright,
1995).

Police hedonistic corruption

Hedonistic corruption refers to the type of corruption that is committed for personal
gain including economic gain and physical pleasure (Souryal, 2007). One of the basic human
nature is greedy that motivates human beings to engage in profitable activities including
crime. Therefore, economic temptations become a major motivation for some police officers
to get involved in misconduct. The forms of hedonistic corruption include the acceptance of
holiday sifts, bribery, free meals, or other gratuities, theft, burglary, and sexual misconduct.
However, certain forms of this police misconduct such as the acceptance of free meals,
holiday ¢ifts, or discounts are generally found in society and considered as a minor act of

misconduct (Ivkovic, 2005).

Police obligatory corruption

Obligatory corruption is the type of corruption that violates organizational regulations
and rules for egotistical purposes, entailing abuse of authority in performing one’s duties for
no gain other than egoism, power, or self-aggrandizement (Souryal, 2007). Examples of

police obligatory corruption are illegal searches or arrests that are frequently committed to
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punish persons believed to be involved in crime but protected by the formal process of
criminal justice, not issuing tickets to fellow police officers, illegal stop-and-frisk, and
omission of the laws (Heffernan & Stroup, 1985).

In doing daily jobs police officers may comply with the temptations of misconduct
stemming from the scope and nature of the job. Police officers have large discretionary
authorities in doing their jobs, which create wide opportunities for corruption (Ross, 2003).
Police officers have been left in the field with individual discretion without direct control or
supervision (Harrison, 1999). Discretion is defined as “the capacity to make choices among
available courses of action in the performance of one’s duties” (Souryal & Potts, 1993, p.22).
Therefore, police officers have authority and wide range of discretion in performing their
duties, which somehow create opportunities for corruption. Police officers make their
decision based on relevant circumstances and personal judgment, thus they may make a
bad or unethical decision resulting in misbehavior. This could frequently occur when officers
are left unsupervised or unchecked.

Police use of excessive force is one of the major concerns regarding to police
misconduct. Use of excessive force is rare and primarily stems from arrest situations (Lersch,
2002). It has been found that most police officers are likely to use force at the minimum
level (Lersch, 1999; Palmiotto, 2001) and they tend to use force against persons who
disrespect them (Ross, 2003). When the use of excessive force occurs, it is often punished.
The use of excessive force may be caused by a police subculture and individual errant
officer (Ross, 2003). Since police officers are allowed to use force in accordance with case-
by-case circumstances, excessive force including non-violent acts of misconduct such as
harassment and offensive language becomes problematic when the facts are unclear and
ambiguous (Lersch, 1999). Recently, legal definitions of excessive force and its legal and
departmental guidelines are relatively ambiguous and unclear; thus, this issue remains

largely problematic in society (Lersch, 1999).

Noble cause corruption

Recently, one of the most controversial issues on police misconduct is the so-called
“noble cause corruption” in which actions of police corruption are rationalized in the name
of a noble cause (Harrison, 1999; Lersch, 2002). Noble cause corruption is frequently
acceptable for the public since society usually recognizes the need for public safety and

would agree with the removal of bad persons (Harrison, 1999). It becomes problematic
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when the means to the desired end conflicts with legitimate rules that regulate police
behavior. Historically, police officers have faced the dilemma between enforcing the law and
following rules.

It is argued that noble cause corruption is the most difficult form of police
misconduct to prevent since police officers in fact use this form of corruption in performing
their duties to remove criminal from the community and enhance safety (Lersch, 2002). This
type of police misconduct has been committed possibly because the criminal justice system
overly protects criminal rights (Ross, 2003). For example, in some cases actual criminal have
been acquitted or released due to lack of evidence. Therefore, police officers have tried
every way to find incriminating evidence in order to assure that the believed offenders get
convicted.

In this sense, police officers act based on a self-perception of what is good for the
greatest number or individual utilitarianism (Harrison, 1999). However, this personal
interpretation may lead to ethical questions of police conduct or the means versus a
desired outcome or the end. Some police officers may overly perform their duties for the
public good, not for personal gain or revenge. It remains questionable whether society
should excuse officers for breaking the rules, not for personal gain, but for a higher moral
imperative.

Some police administrators may argue that there should not be illegal action being
justified by an individual interpretation of laws since officers are sworn to uphold the laws
(Harrison, 1999). This argument is consistent with Immanuel Kant’s concept of duty that
focuses on the act, not the outcome, as the gauge of desired actions (Souryal, 2007). In
contrast, some administrators may agree with officers who decide to use extralegal means to
ensure the public safety. This is supported by the utilitarianism perspective of the greatest
happiness principle (Souryal, 2007). In this perspective, officers may elect to take any means
necessary to achieve the desired end or to serve the interests of society or greater good. For
example, officers who face with this dilemma could choose to kill murderers and justify
harsh actions against criminals to deter others (Harrison, 1999).

According to utilitarianism, police officers rationally expect the violation of an
individual’s rights to promote a greater societal good of happiness for the greater number of
individual (Harrison, 1999). However, since the right of the public or larger group always
outweigh the rights of the individual in a true utilitarian perspective, it is not useful for

resolving of true moral dilemmas (Harrison, 1999).
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In contrast, it has been proposed that a good end may not justify a means in context
that makes it evil and wrong. Any violations of individual rights and laws, abuses of power
and authority, violations of oaths are wrong and may not be justified by any end since they
are all the betrayals of public trust (Harrison, 1999). Superficially, saving innocent lives and
deterring criminals who pose potential harm against society seems to establish large
justification for noble cause corruption or acts necessary to achieve the greater societal end
(Harrison, 1999). Police officers as society’s guardians could rationalize any circumstances to
neutralize or legitimize the violation of other personal rights. However, to do such violates
basic human rights and the concept of liberty and equality upon which officers base their
power and authority upon (Harrison, 1999). Once liberty and equality is eroded in general

community by police officers, the government may not be able to fulfill its legitimate aims.

General discussion on police misconduct in Thailand

As mentioned early, there are many factors related to police misconduct. Among
these factors, one of the most common motivating factors would be personal gain.
Accordingly, many police misconduct cases in Thai society are related to economic gain
such as the acceptance of free meals, discounts, holiday sifts, bribe, or other gratuities,
stealing confiscated items, and sexual abuse. The most citizen complaints are involved the
acceptance of bribe when traffic police officers stop vehicles and ask for a petty bribe in
exchange with not ticketing. This problem has been consistently found in big cities where
the heavy traffic frequently takes place. Traffic police officers in Thailand have authority and
power to stop any vehicle they suspect, which provide many opportunities for them to
secretly ask for some money in order not to give the stopped driver or rider a traffic ticket or
citation that can cost more than the petty bribe. This frequently happens when lack of
supervision. Of course, the acceptance of bribe is morally wrong and is not morally justified
and accepted by Thai society and even among police officers. Nowadays, this problem has
been largely improved by increasing supervision.

Another hedonistic corruption is police sexual misconduct in which police officers
sexually exploit the suspects, mostly female, in exchange with case dismissal or decreased
charge. These cases are often involved illegal prostitution. Police officers may request for
sex from illegal prostitutes or may be offered sex for not arresting prostitutes. In some cases,
police officers who feel satisfied with the female suspects or defendants who engage in
illecal activities may request for sex in exchange with avoidance of arrest or prosecution.
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In contrast, the acceptance of free meals, discounts, and holiday sgifts is commonly
accepted among police officers and some groups of Thai citizens such as pub and restaurant
owners, merchants, and businessmen. As mentioned previously, police officers consider this
as a means of communication and the providers are willing to give those things to officers in
exchange with some police protection or omission, similar to American society. This
becomes a police subculture and is widely accepted in Thai society. This form of police
misconduct, like American society or most countries, is seen as the least seriousness of
misconduct or not even a deviant act by police in Thailand. In Thai society, the patron
system has inherently existed since the Sukhothai era which is the foundation of Thai society
and traditionally supported this type of misconduct. Therefore, police subculture becomes
another factor other than personal gain that contributes to police misconduct. However, in
the ethical perspective the acceptance of free meals, discounts, and holiday gifts is not
morally justified since it is based on unethical reciprocity and violates the equality of public
service.

In addition, there are a dozen cases of police misconduct presented in the Royal
Thai Police Department for the last couple years in which the corrupt police officers stole
confiscated methamphetamines and then became a drug dealer. The main cause in these
cases would be personal economic gain. It has been widely argued that the low salary of
Thai police officers is a primary motivation of police misconduct. In fact, noncommissioned
police officers in Thailand who are the majority and normally work in the field have a salary
ranging from 4,100 baht (§110) per month for a new police officer to 59,000 baht ($1,800)
per month. Moreover, a new commissioned officer gain a salary of 7,000 baht ($200) a
month. Since police officers earn low salary which is not enough for them and their families
to live in the highly-cost society especially those who live in Bangkok, therefore, they need
to find a way to gain more money. This leads to several forms of police hedonistic
corruption such as the acceptance of bribe, selling drug, and opportunistic theft. It is clear
that these forms of police corruption are morally and social unjustified.

Obligatory or egotistical corruption including excessive force and not issuing traffic
tickets or citations for fellow police officers is also found in Thai police community. This type
of police misconduct primarily stems from police subculture. For example, due to Thai
police subculture, police officers generally do not sive traffic tickets to fellow police officers
who violated the traffic law. This omission of the law is a means for police officers to show

respect to other officers who have higher ranks than them. This form of police misconduct is
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also supported by police hierarchical and patron system in Thai police department as well
as the misguided personal loyalty to superiors, like American policing. In the ethical
perspective, police officers as law enforcers should be legally responsible and should not
violate any laws. Thus, when they violate the law, they should get more serious punishment
than normal citizens. Therefore, not issuing tickets for fellow police officers who violated the
law is unethical and cannot be socially and morally justified.

Police use of excessive force may range from the use of offensive language to the
use of deadly force, but the most frequent complaint on excessive force found in Thai
society is involved harassment by offensive/improper language. There are not many citizen
complaints on excessive force of violence. Since police is traditionally viewed as a noble
and respectful career, certain Thai police officers are egoistic and proud of themselves;
therefore, they also expect other people to respect and obey them. Thus, they may
approach citizens or suspects in an arrogant or rude manner by using offensive or improper
language as they think that they are superior to citizens. The excessive force by police may
be motivated by police subculture and individual personality as well as lack of supervision
and training. Proper training may help police officers make a right decision or moral
judgment in using the force according to situation and circumstances. Since all levels of
excessive force by police violate individual rights and public civility as well as ethics of
police profession, it is not morally or even socially justifiable.

Noble cause corruption that may be classified as one of obligatory corruption of
Heffernan and Stroup (Souryal, 2007) is also commonly found in Thai society, similar to
American society. As mentioned previously, the main motivation for police officers to engage
in noble cause corruption is for public safety and societal interests. The forms of noble
cause corruption can be found on the streets and in the interrogation rooms. On the streets,
police officers may conduct searches and arrests without a warrant in order to punish
persons whom they believe to be engaged in illegal activities and to improve public safety
in society. During the investigation and interrogation processes, police officers may employ
any means such as physical and mental torture as well as lying and deception to elicit
confession that can be used to prosecute the suspects. More details on ethical concerns of
police interrogation will be addressed in the following section.

In Thai society this type of police conduct is widely accepted and justified by Thai
citizens and officers. In some police jurisdiction, this noble cause corruption is supported by

administrators and police subculture. Therefore, supervision is not a main factor causing
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police noble cause corruption as well as training. In some police divisions, officers have
been trained to commit this form of misconduct since they perceive it as a necessary to
control crime in society. This social justification is consistent with utilitarian and teleological
perspective of ethics that focuses on the desired ends (social greater good) rather than the
means (police noble cause corruption). However, this may not be justified in the ethical
perspective, since the means police officers used to achieve the end of greater social good
are unethical and morally wrong in nature as argued by Harrison (1999). According to
deontological perspective, a good end cannot be used to justify a bad means; only means
itself can morally justify what is right or wrong (Souryal, 2007). Therefore, any desired ends
such as public safety achieved through the unethical means such as noble cause corruption

cannot be morally justified.

Resolutions for police misconduct from the ethical perspective

In this section, potential resolutions that could reduce the likelihood of police
misconduct will be addressed. Firstly, ethics may be effectively used to deal with police
misconduct (Lersch, 2002; Palmiotto, 2001; Ross, 2003). It is necessary to reaffirm a
commitment for police to perform the job within ethical boundaries framed by a code of
ethics in order to deter police corruption (Ross, 2003). In other words, each police individual
needs to subscribe to an ethical code of profession and act within ethical guidelines.
However, a code of ethics for controlling police behavior would be effective when officers
are well addressed in training and the code of ethics is strictly enforced by supervisors
(Palmiotto, 2001). Therefore, ethics must be taught and approached seriously in the
academy or other police training facilities in order to deter police misconduct.

Moreover, Lersch (2002) suggested that unethical behavior of police can be curbed
through a recommitment to inner control and organization-initiated controls such as
external accountability, early warning systems, peer group control, and supervisory control.
Therefore, supervisors in each department need to address police unethical behavior
according to the merits of the situation (Palmiotto, 2001). In addition, police administrators
should embrace and support ethical behaviors that can be modeled and set as the example
for other officers. Each police organization must consistently remind officers of their
professional and ethical responsibilities and punish errant officers appropriately as well as
reward officers who act in accordance with the code of ethics, which may avert acts of
police misconduct (Ross, 2003). It has been suggested that strong and consistent leadership
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of the organizational administration is indispensible to reduce police misconduct (Lersch,
2002).

To deal with adverse effects of police subcultures, learning ethics of public service is
a necessary means so that officers would be able to think individually and morally without
influence of organizational subcultures (Souryal & Potts, 1993). Police administrators must
clearly inform officers what behaviors they are expected and will not be tolerated (Ross,
2003). Effective leadership is, therefore, critical to lower the likelihood of police misconduct.
Police cultures must change to become a better culture that espouses ethical behaviors,
instead of accepting some extents of questionable behaviors (Palmiotto, 2001).

The ethical lessons from misguided personal loyalty to superiors include (a) police
officers both superiors and subordinates should be held accountable for achieving their
duties ethically and legally, (b) although subordinates are inferior in rank, they are not
inferior in professional judgment, and (c) superiors should not hold that a good end justifies
a means, besides the means is legitimate (Souryal, 2007). To deal with misguided loyalty,
police officers or criminal justice practitioners should be educated on the ideals of duty and
ethic of public service (Souryal, 2007). Moreover, Souryal (2007) suggests that three cultural
changes should be implemented to handle misguided personal loyalty to superiors: (a) in
context of relationship between superiors and subordinates, collaboration, cooperation, and
support should be used while the use of the word “loyalty” should be avoided; (b) dutiful
supervision should be strengthened; and (c) maximizing professional accountability is also
important.

Moreover, police executives may play an important role on regulation of police
interrogations since it was found that police culture and departmental polices have certain
influences on police actions (Culhane et al, 2008). It could be strengthened if police
administrators devote “greater attention to the conditions of legality within their own
departments, although the Supreme Court could assist well-meaning police chiefs by taking
the constitutional rights of citizens more seriously” (Zalman & Smith, 2007, p.937). Police
executives may be important in improving police actions since police departments are
directly responsible for creating trainings and procedural rules for police officers.

Community policing may assist in reducing police misconduct since community
policing is designed to improve organizational climate and eliminate certain negative effects
of previous policing (Ross, 2003). Philosophically, more participation is allowed during the

process of decision-making by police officers in the community policing model. Moreover,
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training as a critical component of community policing can be employed to address the
code of ethics for officers (Perez & Moore, 2002). Therefore, philosophical concepts of
community policing may be used to decrease the likelihood of police misbehavior in society
and improve social trust and cooperation (Skolnick & Leo, 1992).

In addition to internal controls, external controls can be used as a supplemental
means to internal controls of police behavior (Ross, 2003). External controls, such as criminal
prosecution, Section 1983 lawsuits, external review board, and Section 14141 of Title 42 of
the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994, may be viable when internal
controls are not effective (Lersch, 2002). Among these external controls civil liability has
become the primary means to legally deal with allegations of misconduct by police
including illegal searches and seizures, false arrest, excessive force, and assault and battery

(Palmiotto, 2001).

Conclusions

The main temptation for police misconduct in Thailand may be the economic gain.
The effect of economic incentives on police corruption in Thai society may differ from
America. In Thai society, economic gain may have more influence on police since Thai police
officers have a much lower salary than American police officers. Other than economic gain,
police subcultures have played a critical role in police misconduct in both American and
Thai societies. In some extent, police subcultures motivate or support certain forms of
police misconduct. Thai police subcultures have traditionally originated from patron and
hierarchical systems that have inherently existed in Thailand for a long time.

Moreover, the motivation of greater social good that drives police officers to engage
in certain types of police misbehavior for the purpose of public safety, known as “noble
cause corruption.” This motivation of police misconduct may be difficult to remove in
Thailand or even in America since it is widely accepted and justified by society. However,
this form of police corruption is not morally justified in the ethical perspective. Although
noble cause misconduct is committed based on the good or moral desired end, it cannot
be justified due to the unethical means used to achieve the desired end.

Police training may be another factor affecting police misconduct in Thailand. The
majority (90%) of the Thai police population which is about 300,000 is noncommissioned
police officers who have a rank from Police Constable to Police Senior Sergeant Major. Most
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of these police officers have only high school of education and have been trained only one
year before getting into the field. When police officers first get into the field with little
experience and without proper training, they are vulnerable to be possessed by police
subcultures that lead to certain police misbehaviors. In fact, there is only one training facility
in Thailand which is the Police Cadet Academy that effectively and formally provides higher
police education and training. This becomes a problem since it is almost impossible to train
all police officers with only one available training facility. The Royal Thai Police Department
has been recently aware of this problem; therefore, it is required that new police recruits at
all ranks from 2010 must have a bachelor’s degree of education. This change is expected to
improve all police problems including police ineffectiveness and police misconduct.

For Thai commissioned police officers who need to be trained at the Police Cadet
Academy, there is only one course on police ethics available for them in both the eight-
month training and four-year curriculum. Obviously, the course of ethics has not been
emphasized as much as the courses of professional skills such as investigation, interrogation,
and other social sciences. Since commissioned police officers who have the responsibility as
a leader of a police unit have not been ethically trained well enough, they may not be able
to control their subordinates and even themselves to act ethically and make moral
decisions. Therefore, any police training facilities should focus more on ethics and morality.

In conclusion, since there are several external factors that contribute to police
misconduct, many measures have been created to prevent or reduce the likelihood of
police misbehavior by controlling the temptation of these factors. In addition to external
factors, internal factors of each individual officer are also play a major role in causing police
corruption. Therefore, education and training focusing on ethics for individual police officers
are indispensible to control police misconduct. This strategy would help police officers to be
able to think individually and make a judgment and decision based on the moral principles.
Finally, police misconduct has been found in all (civilized or less civilized) societies; but the
difference may be that in the more civilized societies police corruption may be less serious

than the less civilized.
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Abstract

The purposes of this research were 1) to study the work efficiency of the officers of
the recovery and disposal of explosives unit in the Border Patrol Police Sub-Division 43, and
2) to study the relationship between the environmental factors and the operational efficiency
of the officers of the recovery and disposal of explosives in the Border Patrol Police Sub-
Division 43. The samples used in this study were 367 officers of the recovery and disposal of
explosives in the Border Patrol Police Sub-Division 43. Data were collected by employing
questionnaires. The collected data were analyzed according to the objectives using descriptive
statistics including frequency, percentage, means, and standard deviation and inferential
statistics including t-test, one - way analysis of variance. The results of the research show that
1) the work efficiency of the officers of the collection and disposal of explosives in the Border
Patrol Police Sub-Division 43 was overall at the highest level, and 2) only age was found to
be significantly related to the work efficiency, meanwhile the other personal factors such as
gender, educational background, and duration of work were not significantly related to the

efficiency of work.
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Detection of Latent Fingerprints on Various Types of Paper at Different Time

Periods Using the Ninhydrin Method
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Abstract

The objective of this study were to detect fingerprints’ traces and to compare the
quality of latent fingerprints on various types of paper in order to examine the relationship of
the persistence of latent fingerprints appearing on various types of paper at various times
when using the Ninhydin method. The results show the quality of latent fingerprints using the
sharpness of the minutiae from the highest quality to the lowest quality as followed: 1) white
envelope, 2) white copy paper, 3) convenience store receipt, 4) government Lottery and 5)
newspaper. It also found that duration of time was not significantly related to the appearance
and persistence of latent fingerprints when using the Ninhydin method. Meanwhile, duration
of time was found to be significantly related to the type of paper at the statistical significance

level of .05.

Keywords: Ninhydin, Fingerprints, Special characteristics

! Graduate student in Master of Science (Forensic Science) Faculty of Science and Technology,
Suansunandha Rajabhat University (Corresponding author)

2 Lecturer at Faculty of Science and Technology, Suansunandha Rajabhat University

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 59

Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

uni (Introduction)
Haymomgrnssuludagtududufifiumnduwuunigauasiinusuusannd luns

ranmeaRluusaeafituIzdotedmeuvang Ui Tuanuilinaedoaiiniaifunumaingwey

o v [

seeielianunsaeulsananisaliugnseviauazignsgyianuiauadnenung ninesely

e

warlunsiivimguenuaziinisldnannismainermansiuntedelddmglunuiigaindngiuuay
& A o a o v | D 2 = v o

Juneeusulunszuiumsefsssudneig wu mildaeiowlianunsanulduuingneruluvaiey
gilaareihfiowhtuduingneniaunsaatedliui melenmanaetfievesrussumiieudiy

1 a0 1

= Y ~ | v & 2 A =% & a o w
flenadesunrseunuazliiiiloniaiae AsiunisasamangililowdsIadudsdAysondisingg we
Tunsiivaneiafewsvuiuinfanvassnsiuaziinugeenuanaaiuesnty wu aredudauy
@ CY < 1 [ ay ~ ad = ¢
Tagnenuussinnenansvseingneunifunseauliinasluafdelnimseansue Weinuywduy
laniivaeiuiuauisasausddnvas vesaneduihleluiuuiunndieiu Gmangiudidgyiny
winAgaluiiiame Ae sevatetadle (Fingerprint) AidnunsauiunsaiigadiondnualyunnaLive
a \'L?J v U [ [ !

Buduiiinseyimald dadu winnssudsnaniumnzauuas dulsgloviivnuiuiiegnunniield

(%
a A

Tunsmsesaneihiewlildannsasesiuldmennda wazvilinmsssaneihileusnglataau
=
UINTY
< 2 A ANy w ad a a . . & ad o aaa o
nsasaivateiafiounsinieiunaieds dulensu (Ninhydrin) Wuasiadvihugisendu
nsnozdlu Tinatduansusenoudue9i5en11 “Ruhemann’s purple” wavaiuisaldnsiand
aefiiourauunseaule laslanizn1InsenANURANEINUN1sa NNl nilTe v tenans
#1199 WnngIetagiae
Mndggminanundiiu fdedeaulafnuisesaeiheusiuunszavaiindie o fmedsiu
lansu nefinwsseviaainmsasegvasaneilfioudluaniuiiome weguseansnimvestiuleniu
ludmglignsulsziannszany lunisAnwdawnsalldusslonilumsnsafiigaliuieuiieusey

[

angihilelioniiEinseiauEn wagyihlilineuvang uiiesanesiansaliuainungvng
o/ s a v . 0
nQU3ILEIAYDINITIY (Research Objectives)
1. WeAnwIn1susIngluvesangihloulsuazilssuiisugaunmussangililowlsuunseany
$4 9)
2. WaRnwiAnudunusvesnisategvesaeiddiewlsmiinduuunseatveiinnieg Tugas

A« meddtulansu

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 60
Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)
NIINUNIUITIUNTIU (Literature Reviews)

Tumsfiny13de Fes nsnnammsaseguasansinoutiuunsznuluusasinanaidieds
fullendu AuzdAdeldihnsfinu waausne fisdostuaetifouwasnimmmamnaeiade undy
wumnslumsfinyiiionisduaiildesnegnifes Ssanunsoaganssddnldded

uwIBauaznguiifeatunInAaateiade

& Ao« S A A A& o & a a o a
A1gUIUD AB aqUUQNaﬁ@a’JUWLUuauHUTUN’] WiﬂUﬁL’Jmm'ﬂW‘uﬂu@ﬂq@%@ﬂﬂJ@LL@S

v ¢ (% =

WinvesAulardniulevila auﬁuﬁuﬁuﬁ]m%amﬁ’mﬁuum waawiuduaedu Favsdiguiuuuazauin
uaneneiuly
Ussnvasargiiade
1) AuneessIuA (Plain whorl)
2) tinvneidanvin (Right slant loop %3® radial loop)
3) davinnetnge (Left slant loop %38 ulnar loop)
4) fiavnege vivesianangusa (Double loop / twin loop)
5) 179570 (Plain arch)
6) lAsnszlan (Tented arch)
7) gugou (Accidental whorl)

8) AuresnIzidanas (Central pocket loop whorl)

uurRnuasnguiieaiuatedadeluiidamguasnisasiaiuatedadousls
anuiliinivg fe anudfiddalunsdvauaouay Wevndngiusne 9 luns
FuNUFENIEINAILRN
é’faﬁumamaaamuﬁﬁmLm%qﬁmmﬁw Sy dlensAumunaraeumuaiiAntuy
ogaBs lafinsdoselilunsraanuiifammedisg 4 ftusou manseanuiifameg ameialely
anuiiiAamg suunfasunnguuingiiieu wu uii lavgfnFeu nssany uidwnniiidou
Yo 19U Fen vde @ Aoraunngaeiiiielutagiilu aefusititedundng s ild Jed

CY 2/ [ [ a s a d‘ o A I Y af v o/ 14 a e A
UARIAUTIY LL@%L‘Uuwaﬂi']qufl']%ﬁﬂﬁ’]ﬁﬁﬁ NgINNIT U']ﬁU@EJQQWELWVQ@WUVL@I ANBNUNUILDLHS

a Y

TuanuAavnIadudeddyitnduazialaild
anASeiingatas
ondnns Tlawss (2552) Anwvinsusngiuvesaeifieudsuunsgaslugasna
m"mqéhaﬁuiaw%uuazmmmé’uﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁuaqmﬁmaqsuaqawafnﬁauumzmmﬁmmq6‘] Tugaaand
saifu Tnewdonldnszaeiieau 5 ¥iln fie nszmveneenansavn seddenansdvn vesldonasd
1hna nszewaym uaznszawsdedin msidedvnsfuteyaluriafeuiguiou 2551 fs

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 61

Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

Wounuawus 2552 1uszeziian 32 dUav navesn1sivenuindlonatsiiuly 32 dUai &
annsanTiuaeifieuliifineguunszauaieienalsdun gesldenansdunuaznszanuaynald
drugadldonarsduiniasseziafiuiuiigaiiaunsassiaivatsiadewlslade 7 dUanvi waz
oA a s P s A < s vy o ¢
nszawniisdeniunssesnauILTgaansanTaivaeiiiliouilafe 5 dam
Taan @uved (2555) asrasevarvilalaudsluasnuidenuunsen1uiI9g19ns 15
faeg1ealematia Ninhydrin ¥inn1smaasslagnisnidsnasuunsganwanntuuseiuilianile
AuuUUNIEAY Aeliliuieiigungiiviesuseaia 10 wii neunazidiluguadluaisazane
Ninhydrin 910 winn1sang3Useeatsdidon lauunsemunnUssanianaulasndn1sguaie
a1sara1e Ninhydrin niswSeuiisugunmanuaudauazduiugn Minutiae 10539l0a3es8UY
Automated Fingerprint Identification System (AFIS) 21NNANISNAABINUINEINTUNITANBINUTOE
L A Ay I ) | o v . .o 1Y)
aefiaflenlauunseawis 15 d1o813 ndaN15guaeansagans Ninhydrin IauaNdnLazaIuns
81u90 minutiae lau1nninsesaneilfliowlsneunisidasazans Ninhydrin wanndanNnIs@ne
i & = £ A A 2 &
WuAunMYessesatetalievzgydeluinntuliemiuvuinveinisiieaiuden (1:10, 1:100 waz
1:1000 v/v) @5UN19199319800MEeRI1d 1:1000 laeUsuing awnsaeusesatstidowdsls
a a & av & ! 9] . . o § v L A a
VUNTEATLNEN 2 FHamintl neuddeidnuinisidasazats Ninhydrin vilisesalsindoweed
Usinguuasiuidenuunssatvanusarinbiiulafnty aedunisldaisazats Ninhydrin vilises

L a' 2 o8 v & P-4
a']EJ‘U'JiJ@LLE\IQV]‘UT]ﬂQ‘UUﬂiTULa@ﬂ‘UUﬂizﬂqﬂaqwqiﬂmqiﬂl,%ul@G]GUU

NSAULUIANYBINITIVY

FUAVDINTZAE
- NITANWENLLONENTE
UM
- gsldannNIedY
TuaSaiuazninie —
- aenAuutssgua N13ATIAAUAEUINDINA
- NTEAuULsdo LN - Tiulansu -
gns - - MIUTINYIUVRA
:> 13uloesu 5¢ |j‘> Armalsen |j‘> sovaneihilouds
2.39uea 30 ml NN - ANUNANTA 210
. 3lolelwswiuea 40 ml AimTLAY
Basaniisneiu 4 Unsideudmes 930 ml
1 4lag, 3 Fle,

24 1, 120 Flan,
168 43la

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 62
Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)
A5n15011uN15338 (Research Methods)
Junounisasaaifuaredafiousls sl

1) Uapehaldmudaanan fe 1 dalus, 3 Falus, 24 $alaa, 120 $2lus way 168 Halus

2) ilgldmeiafleusuunseauiifiszeginmmuiidmuald Whnsgauildnau
010 thsesaneiafeudsiildluguadduasazarsiuleniu uarldind ontrauseuduilodaeli
AnUARTedE Y

3) ntfuvdesliuisluaniwernaund Udosiialy 24 $3lus wdaguaansiiafiousdi
Aetudsthnseauiildluesy

4) thnmanedilduwinisnsamsesaeiafewdsiiliuasd fudunugednuue
dAy Ay dTwIulsiavanusagugndnuusdfyiaulansu 10 ansell Inegriuwiy
w18 §rialaanansnsiuldasu 10 9a IiieTemaneuin (+) vunsearwniionseudindsuiild
Useuaneiiaile Wdednareiafedanafvlduazdrdalaldanunsndwldasu 10 9a Tvin
PRpsneaU () vunsgaumiensoudvdenillivssiuaetagie Wiehaethiletnsafiuldly

5) Wluid A5 99 Automated Fingerprint Identification System(AFIS) Lﬁlauuufgﬂ
Minutiae 76

'
v a =

diugdnvugddgiauviiuldnnsesasiafewhnasniuldluudaziBunAuan

o

°o v a d' = ] v

Judesaglaaifousuasungednuusddyfivauiituldananeiuiddeveseranaling uda
Al sansaia

nsTiATzdsERUA LN MTesaIeEadeulaorAeinmeing suUarAzLLLLEE BYE IR LAY
Minutiae 1nT2aMU9INFIDE19NTEATBUE U IARA BYBITIUIU Minutiae 7 lFponiTutaasesiu

WU 5 sgAuLiadIun oS ueAUMINEYRITEAUAMAINYRINISATIvER U TllauHslnelIBNS

ADE
he

§1U9U minutiae 7195I9NUGIEA-IUIU minutiae TinFIaNumgR = 75 - 0 = 15
Fraudy 5

Isnnuniisvesusiazszdufe 15.00 Jsanunsouvanaminmdiuiu Minutiae n13uva
Avasusazszdu Hasdl

64.00-79.00 A5 (A) mflmuﬁmaqmaﬁaﬁaagﬂmzéﬁ’uqqmﬂ

48.00-63.00 9A326U (B) Arweudavasansiindioaglusziugs

32.00-47.00 3A5EAU (C) mmﬂuﬁmaamaﬁaﬁaagﬂmzﬁ’umuﬂmq

16.00-31.00 95U (D) Arweutavesansindioaglusedusi

00.00-15.00 352U (E) m’umm'fmeuaﬂmsﬁaﬁaagjimzﬁ'uﬁwmn

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 63

Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

o
L3 (%

lgadanldlunsiesgvdeyansell Ae Aady AdTBLULINATIIY Wag Two-way

(ANOVA)

5§ﬁ7n‘y7n751/57ng5uwamwﬁyaﬁaumuaml?ywﬁauqmmwwamwﬁyfg%umuu
N3ENTYHNY

nsnIImsessesaeiafiowlsuunsemueiianne  wesflomanuduiusvesiulonsy
Fanadoaneiadteuds Tnefegrenseauildlunisvaass teud fufnszanesetne 1w 5 oia
TnufANSEATAMABLTUIN 5 cm. X 5 cm. 31U 2 NSO AONIEATERlInnanIufas iy e
Sauadumdaiildlunisusefuaneiafevan lunsasiafiuaninfeunsmussog nanfifmun v
nsasaafuateiifleunsuunseauiiuseuaneiafioliaussesnariidivun Tngvinnisnaass
w3 ada fail anafuasindlowlindiusnanslunaitisna fe 1 $alus, 3 dalug, 24 Falus,
120 $ala, 168 Flus W mdreiilduviinisnmamsesansiafoudsdildudasda fusiuauga
SnwrdAgiiawind Tuiuminlsuazaiunsosugadnvayddyiiaulaoiluid a3 o

Automated Fingerprint Identification System (AFIS) Lﬁaﬂugﬂ Minutiae #ilé

NaN15938 (Results)

HATINNNIANYIAMNINNTEAWTDEAEE T oINIUUN TR 5 via ndINnITVAEDY
sheisiulansuinsiudutsooniduraeszduiiuom 5 sefuilednldeduismnumanevesseiu
AMAMTINIATINABUAEEITTaUEN AT UL Minutiae mIudarvesusazsedu foll

61.00-75.00 9n32dU (A) ATweudnvesansindioaglusedugann

46.00-60.00 Ysedu (B) Anuandnvesasiiadoogluseiugs

31.00-45.00 903U (C) Armendnvasasiindioagluszduiunans

16.00-30.00 9A52dU (D) AruAndnvesaeiiaioaglussdush

01.00-15.00 9n3¢ifU () Armaudnvesaeiiadoogluszdusiunn

nuinsgauiegwiifinunmsesaieiiadouds wasnseauiiuinusidaeisiuleniy
wuih aefifteudsiildannnsldis Ninhydrin agliandnunefives (Minutiae) fail

MnMTeneiidnunmveanisasamsesatsiadieussde3s Ninhydrin nnun1s9di 1
wuh nsgaeieienansividiannmsesmeiafeusifianded 120 dalus sesasundu 24 dalus
168 dalus 1 Halus 3 Halus sy wesldanvanedvnfinunmsesasiafieudsifignded 168
Falus sosaeundu 24 dalus 3 $2lus 120 Falus 1 Falus mugidu Tuadadwagmndedamnm

sovanethilowlsfinignfiai 120 $alu9 sevaanlu 3 9309 168 $alu9 24 Halus 1 Falug muadv

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 64
Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

'
I =

aannAuLUssguIaiinanmsesateinliounsingafen 168 Hlue sesasulu 1 9alue 24 4alus 3

F3lae 120 Falas auadu waznseawnrildefiundaunmsssaneiadouss ANgaen 1 Talus

sesasndu 3 Falas 163 dalug 24 Falas 120 Falus anudsu

M99 1 LARINITIATIEATIRUATNYBINITNTIMNTOEAETITOUNIAIETT Ninhydrin

37U Minutiae

YUAVBINTEAY 1 . 3 . 24 . 120 . 168 .
1. 52U LONANTE 49.3 39.7 66.0 67.0 59.3
e
FEAUAIUALTR B C A A B
2. wadldanungduny 50.3 61.7 66.0 61.3 74.0
FEAUAMNNALT B A A A A
3. luaSesuazninde 34.3 64.3 49.3 70.3 52.3
FEAUAMNNALT C A B A B
4. ganAukuIsguIa 47.7 41.0 43.0 38.0 48.0
FEAUAMNNALT B C C C B
5. NSEAUNTNFONUN 46.7 35.0 25.0 19.7 34.3
FEAUANUALTR B C D D C

IINKNANITIATIEAFWUINTEA BN B IINIIUIINTEAYEnlat1elinunnAUALTATDY

sovihfloununnaiuegwiidedAgyn1eads wui nszawarelenasauInuYesldannuedunn

'
aada [y

laflauumnaneiusgnaditedfgnisedianszdu .05 udvesldaanuiedaniamiuandnvessesi

floudsifinaunmdauinninluiadasuazninde aainiuudedsuia uaznseaumisdefiuiog 9l

'
v o w aaa

HedAgyneaifnseavu .05 Tudiuueinsemuaigionansdvnnidanuaudnvossesdilowdsnd

AMAINTRALINNINFaINAULUISFUIE uaznszauntsdefiniag 1 9ldudAgynsadanszau .05 was

q

o o

dunsuluiadaiuazandelinnuautavessesihdowlnfinunmdauinnitaaniuwdessua uay

nszaunilidefiuiag 9 lde @Ay Nsadanszau .05 uanantiumaainiuuisisuialiniuautaves

a v

segilaflewssniinan ndauinniinszanunisdeniuviag1eliod

[y [y

ARYNNERANIEAY .05 Aeusinglu

o

AN 2

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 65

Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

M99 2 LERIANANTUSURINTEAETaf1ee Tulavindulaen1sies1gikuy (Two-way

ANOVA) Ae3saulansuy

NARAN9ARAY  ATA2IUAAIN AR

YUAVDINTEATY (Mean \AED iy

Difference) (Std.Error) (Sig.)

1. NSzA¥Y 2. gesldanuunedu? -6.4000 3.92054 .109
LONENTEV 3. TuiaSaduavande 2.1333 3.92054 589
4. ganniukueiguna 12.7333% 3.92054 002

5 ASEAENIIERRLN 24.1333% 3.92054 .000

2. godldannuny 1. ATEAEENBLENEITEU 6.4000 3.92054 109
fv 3. luaSeduazninde 8.5333" 3.92054 034
4. ganniukueiguna 19.1333% 3.92054 .000

5. NSYANENLIFONUN 30.5333% 3.92054 .000

3. luiasadnu 1. ATEABEUENAITEV -2.1333 3.92054 589
ﬁ%@ﬁﬂ%@ 2. gesldanvunedu? -8.5333* 3.92054 .034
4. @NAULUFUA 10.6000* 3.92054 .009

5. NFEATYNIRATNUN 22.0000* 3.92054 000

4. @annnuLkug 1. NSZANWAIULNANTEY -12.7333% 3.92054 .002
S5ua 2. gasldanninedun? -19.1333* 3.92054 .000
3. luladesuayainge -10.6000* 3.92054 009

5. NSEAUNTNFRNUN 11.4000* 3.92054 005

5. n5¥ay 1. AS¥AEANLDNETAU -24.1333* 3.92054 .000
NHONUN 2. godldannungdvn -30.5333* 3.92054 .000
3. GLULﬁ%ﬁ]’%ﬁuﬁzﬂ’m%E] -22.0000* 3.92054 .000

4. ganniukueiguna -11.4000* 3.92054 .005

#3Unan13398 (Conclusions)

1. qmmwmaamﬂﬁ'ﬁau,mﬁilsqnguunszmmﬁaﬁ'ﬁﬂaﬁu

MNRANIINAAeY IenTIamsesaeiafioudauunszauinaiy Tnsfinsgaiuiogne 5
yia vidannIveaeumeIsiulansulsyansnimauaute waraunneugnan vz dAgyivAY

ad a a A

#3a9asnil (Minutiae) Usinganfiulansuvunseaiuillnunaeiaiduwsnalsdsiulansu 7

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 66
Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

srovahfunanunmIesaneiifionds UssAvsnimenuauda wavansng ugndnunsdidny
fumsvidogadmi (Minutiae) 9nsnnludiesniudiy fail
1. wadldanvuneduny
2. NITAWALLDNATAUT
3. luiaSaiuagann
4. aannuLUesFuIa
5. ngAuniladeiun
wrngglsinunszavaslonasduiiuresldeanueduilidanuuandisiued 9l
IRUGEENVIRNGRE
2. Anuduiusvasmsasegvasasiiafiouseiiiaduuunseaueiianig Tusaaaan
A9 arestulansu
MnmsAnmarwdiiuivesnisasegvesmsiadieussiiAatuuunszawiaigg Tu
uiazgaaandieistuleniu wuin szezmithifiauduiusfunisusingl uwasaseguasses
aeiadlowliinrafu uisssznaasinuduiusturiaveanssavuiazdaiviinisnsiaaey

2 A o
W’]iaﬂa']EJU'JN@LLN\‘W]I%

afus1ewa (Discussion)
AMNINYeIa1el Il auesN Usinguunseatud olddulaasuliauuanaeiuuas
ANETUSYRINTSAtRg YR I dlauNsIAATUUUNTE A watiar1eY TulaniiiaiununInessey

ap8flawHene3tiulansu 1neaNNISNARBINUIN @1UISOMNTIANITBEANNILBLENINUUNTEANY

Ya a

gosldanvuiedvlddfian 1lesnnsznvrosldanmueduniiuiadynguidsnuands fe
miﬂizﬂawaﬁaaawﬁaﬁaLLNwzgﬂ@JmsB’UL%’ﬂiﬂiuﬁuﬂwaai’mqaéﬂmﬂL%f;m nnnsgaeialy
Tneflansusznouvassosansindoussduiiararetlfazgnaedunielunalifud vie laufdalug
duitliazansthazgneduniglunmensarlifeiu warauautivosasiulersulidnuns Gudin
aziBundindessoulneiulaniuarluvhuiisentunsnesiivlumievlisesaeindeudsusing
Funnfudisuihduenasdisesaeiaffoudsusngidtulaemsldamnufoulduimsldinia
y3olafimy aredafofiusngdlainnns uasUszneufuasazans Ninhydrin lufavinagansfie
Isopropanol, Methanol Wy Petroleum ether ﬁaﬁﬂiﬁﬂiﬁﬂgLi‘]usaaawﬁ'gﬁaLLN@ﬁl&immsaum
Liulsshemdnilelifulentu (Yaan awmes,2550) nanlagasuie Teszoznanaziaiuusioy
Lufiauduitus funisusingd uressesansiiafioudsiinsaf v ae i aruduiusussinnves

NSEAEN N TIMNTIAU T DL

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 67

Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)
Jatduauue (Recommendations)

1. YateuanuzaNNTAnYIITY
910153989 limsiudn 3Fdulansu Minafidlunisasiaiusesareiddoudsuu
A ¢ o w Y  ada a d | = = va Y
nsvAuiiIunaeiaukInaleIstulensugns fie vesldanvanedvnideaunsaldlan wiidiais
L A A % L a4 | ada a a o 1o
seegiIavedsesaeiiileiusing iaethileineaeunuinisiulansuissesnauanssiuaglil
HARBN1TUIINYTUVBITOUA18TILBLAAITUAITINITNARDIMIYINTEEE IR TINNT UL O N Ad DY
| ada a oAy o w | aa a = N =
35 HulenTy AldmmngdmsunisidluginalavasiSlamnsauigauasinisieuisuans
seningnsiliveaeuiugasildegluaudigainanguvsemhenuiineiterignslaausarinl
= & 2 =
finsUsngTuvessesaeiailionniign
2. YaauauusinaITenTeraly

v
% a A

1) AsiuszeznattlunIsuseusesataiiiaald Asunisuisesaaiilawilnqe

4

= 2

wAlAISAe eAnwisesaedafiowdsiiintuanuandunaiue

v
a A

2) Anwianummuresesateiadaudsuunsyawenduluanuiiavs iy Ty
1 'y} @ ¥
WU sUUNT LUuUnAU
3) MSLIIUIUDIAATATUINTUNI I ARz AUTUS IV lwinAuAIsazdu 3 Au
Juld
4) TunsyinnsaEneiluasanslumsaeaasln1sieuwaun1sNaasd AUy

IS a g
aSNINYFCLRYAUINYU

1NE1591989 (References)

ne9URYYvIN1TANTIAUATUIA. (2558). TI€9IUANIUNINNGUNTNIIUGDUAIY (WIF.-WIF. HYD.).
NTUNNUMIUAT: NBIUYIINITAITIAUATUA.

Y193 dugunn. (2550). nsUsendldlusunsumeuituneiioldsmsuduaudayaaanaredaile.
nangnsUTuademnssuamansumdudn a1y malulagn1snangnaIunIsy A
AMINTTUANENT UNTINY IV BATAERS.

VID95%4) LW388YaINY. (2552). n75&757571/}75aaﬁ2ﬂaumumlaannwguz‘"/ufamﬁﬁm/m@ .38. U3guyn
Wemansulgn aiviiineieans Jadieinenaeuiing dualuing.

@ = =

WIEYAS YiRied, W.a.n.ue. hagaue. (2551). msﬁlnaumwﬁ’ng’mnmﬁi/digﬁwﬁn7wmm'5mﬁ‘u
sogaedaflousl. nansseunsiineusy i desauues Ussindeeanside, 14-24
gy 2551.

Joyfing anossu. (2552). M139TI9mIatei aloursuunszn1wratevidadag 1,2-indanedione.

YTy Mivemansundudin awniediineimans Jadieinends unineidu@aling.

o o

MIATDVY I MadIRNAEns TN 1 atudl 1 (nsngiau-sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuwesaum g


http://www.scdc7.forensic.police.go.th/
http://www.scdc7.forensic.police.go.th/

RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 68
Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

lgIngueuluadangivainszuaun1nsiaigatinistfiineaans

WA U’ havalseA Natime?

Tulasuumau: 25 gatau 2562 Tuunly: 10 wgasnIey 2562 TugeusUEUNs: 12 woainIgu 2562

n153381309 vidlgingneuluafie g 1veInTeuIun13nTIIRgIUN IR TN mans 1

12

e[zl ‘UigﬁﬂﬂL‘W?Jﬁﬂ‘l&f?ﬂQiULLUUGUU@]EJ‘Hﬂ’]SU{‘]UWQ’]ui’JQJﬂQﬂﬂU’]ﬁﬂJ%’]LLauLLu’JVI’Nﬂ’]‘iLLfgﬂfUﬂ’]iUSM’ﬁ

[y

"\]@ﬂ?ﬁ’JWQWEJ']ULL@%ﬂ']iﬂiEJUﬂiEN?G]Q‘W‘EJ'TLJ Iﬂﬂﬂ?i'ﬁﬁ]ﬂﬂi\‘iﬂi“(ﬁ%LUUU% "\]E’JL“ZNﬂi]JﬂWW laanns

a

Fuanuaidednanidmiiiantuifivetmans nsevssefsssy sausuau 20 au Yszneulddae
Wi nguuimsdanisinguetudiuim 6 au 1Wnindinguasaaniudiiinmguou 5 au
Fvhiinesasiugnssudmam 2 au v iiqudRgaindngiu 7 $1uau 7 au zamsidenuin
suUsinmILarnIsaseuAses Ingreuty arEuTnnsiuTuTaeng AN LA
i loldmeundngundrFedslunsramediinermansluiesufiinau mansafigatng
F2Anen maRdnd wagmaad 1udu drumsngauuimsianisingeu deflvidliuiansun
misuneluantuidfinermans lnefinisnsunudensanduneulunisufifeuuas uld
MINTTUUAMAIN 1SO 9001:2015 laediszuy MIS wag LIMS 1unlunisusnisdnnisteyannuay
foyatnguenu dudamuazguasseiinuiufnduannduminlveywientsiigeudluyngnlud
Ao aznnsviamnuiuazUssaunmssiveadmiiyaidslumsinuimiedestuanuiliomg 3
vhldAnm e ese Tngnewluiiiame wwamamsudly 1) msinisdeiineusiliamiaing
dlameshui@inermans uagndnnsifvingneuluanwiiiameveadmihfgisiu was 2)
Al UftRauimunvoulnni e ufiufoRaulidaeu Tnefnsud deuiuidndudild
Aendosfufuioanu

v

AdAgy: vilgwiinsaseuasesingne N1sInningneIy MSAUTRgNeIu aauiioumeg

! fnfnwszauUTyaumdadn adiineimans asgInermansuazmalulad uninendesivdgaiuatiuni
({Usziusussnia)

2 prnsdfivauanyivetmansiasinalulad univedesvsgauguum

o

N3y TInguardeumans U 1 atufl 1 (hangnau-Sunau 2562) dvandlay Andrumans lsaseuuesa g



RPCA Journal of Criminology and Social Sciences ISSN: 2697-4991 | 69

Vol.1 No.1 (July-December 2019)

Chain of custody in the Forensic Science Examination Procedure
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Abstract

The research on the chain of custody in the forensic science examination procedure
aims to examine the working performance, problem and solution of evidence management
as well as the chain of custody. This qualitative research employed in-depth interviews to
collect data from 20 key informants, including 6 key informants from the Forensic Evidence
Management Unit, 5 key informants from the Crime Scene Investigation Unit, 2 key informants
from the DNA Division Unit, and 7 key informants from the Scientific Crime Detection Center
7. The results demonstrated that the management of evidence and the chain of custody
began when the evidence was collected from crime scene. The collected forensic evidence
was transferred to examine in the forensic science laboratories, such as biological, physics and
chemistry laboratories, at the Central Institute of Forensic Science (CIFS) through the forensic
evidence management unit where its function is to provide a plan for enhancing the working
performance and controlling the work quality in accordance with the ISO 9001:2015 by
applying the MIS and LIMS operations system to manage the case information as well as the
evidence information. For the problems and obstacles in this process, it was found that there
were too many people entering the crime scene and some of the rescue volunteers who were
supposed to preserve the crime scene lack knowledge and experiences, which could cause
some damages to the evidence found at the crime scene. Some recommendations to solve
the mentioned problem are as follows: 1) the authorities should be trained properly about
the principles of forensic science and the standard procedure for collecting evidence at the
crime scene, and 2) the authorities should clearly identify the crime scene area that must be

secured and preserved, not allow unauthorized persons to enter the area.

Keywords: Chain of custody, Evidence management, Collecting evidence, Crime scene
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