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An increasing number of criminal court cases have seen psychologists present their
findings as evidence after conducting experiments and surveys to evaluate the credibility of
witnesses’ statements and suspects’ false confessions. Courts, however, have not always
welcomed psychological findings. As some courts have not affirmed the value of these
findings in some well-known cases, some researchers suggest that courts have little trust in
psychological findings. To consider the validity of this suggestion, we conducted a
quantitative investigation of the courts’ decision-making processes when presented with
psychological findings in 50 criminal cases. The results showed that most of the courts’
judgments involving psychological findings were negative, and that the reasoning for the
judgments could be classified into nine categories. The most common reasons were related to

the methodological flaws used to derive the psychological findings.
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This joint research project is carried out by five researchers who are interested in
“desistance from crime and delinquency”. Desistance is a core research topic in criminology
and has recently caught significant attention from criminologists. Due to its rapid growth,
however, desistance literature encounters a difficulty in reaching consensus over what counts
as desistance and how desistance is facilitated. Conducting a review of the extant desistance
literature, this project seeks to provide a “meta” knowledge of desistance. We are currently
undertaking a Systematic Qualitative Literature Review (SQLR), which will be followed by a
qualitative metasynthesis and scoping review. In this presentation, we offer an overall picture
of our project as well as the preliminary findings of the SQLR, which aims to examine what is

known and what is not known in desistance research.
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The Costa Rican Criminal Justice System utilizes post-carceral institutions as part of an
integrated system of surveillance and continued treatment of former prisoners. These
institutions are part of regional programs that work with formerly incarcerated population,
whether their criminal sentence has been carried out to the full extent or applied for early
release or parole. Particular to the Costa Rican case, the programs referred to here as post-
carceral are named the Semi-Institutional Program and the Community Program, which fall
under the jurisdiction and control of the Ministry of Justice and Peace, the government agency
in charge of the national penitentiary administration. On December of 2021 I was able to
interview officers from the Puntarenas Regional Offices (Central Pacific Area) as part of the
preparatory stages of my doctoral research. Resulting from those interviews, three main topics
of interest arose: 1. The basic tenets of penitentiary treatment in Costa Rica 2. The principles
of continued treatment from the institutional (prison) to post-carceral 3. The differentiated
role of community participation for each program.

During this presentation, the above topics will be explained in detail to introduce the work
of penitentiary treatment in Costa Rica. As part of my personal research, which will compare
the Costa Rican and Japanese models of post-carceral treatment, this introduction will lead to
future inquiries into the latter’s institutions.
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