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1. Welcome and Introductions
David Farrington welcomed everyone to the fifteenth meeting of the Campbell Crime and Justice Group (CCJG) Steering Committee.  Committee members Catherine Blaya (European Observatory of Violence in Schools, France), Peter van der Laan (NSCR, The Netherlands), Jacqueline Mallender (Matrix Research and Consulting, UK), Phyllis Schultze (Rutgers University, USA) Jonathan Shepherd (University of Wales College of Medicine, UK), Chuen-Jim Sheu (National Taipei University, Taiwan), and invited guest Trine Nyby (Nordic Campbell Centre, Denmark), sent their regrets on not being able to attend the meeting.
The Committee welcomed Jan Andersson, Director General of Sweden’s National Council for Crime Prevention, and thanked him for hosting the meeting at the Council’s office for the second year.  The Committee also welcomed Peter Neyroud, Director of the new National Policing Improvement Agency in the UK, and Kirstine Tramm of the Nordic Campbell Centre.

2. Minutes from the Last Meeting of the CCJG Steering Committee
The minutes of the meeting of the CCJG Steering Committee on October 31, 2006, in Los Angeles, USA, were adopted.
3. Progress Report on Current CCJG Titles

David Wilson and Charlotte Gill reported on the status of CCJG titles through May 2007.  (Committee members received a handout titled ‘Progress Report for CCJG Steering Group Meeting.’)  The key points about the progress of CCJG titles include:
· 8 reviews have been published.

· 4 reviews are being revised with external critiques completed.

· 3 reviews are seeking external readers.

· 3 reviews are being revised before seeking external readers.

· 2 reviews are in progress but no protocol has been submitted.

· 4 protocols have been approved but the review has not been submitted.

· 2 protocols are awaiting approval.

· 2 protocols are being revised with external critiques completed.

· 2 protocols are seeking external readers.

· 6 protocols are being revised before seeking external readers.

In summary, 8 reviews have been published, 14 reviews are in progress, 16 protocols are in progress, 9 titles are in progress, and there are 4 inactive titles.

David Wilson reported that only two final reviews had been approved since the last meeting, but fifteen titles have had some action taken, and there were more new titles at the front end.

Jerry Lee suggested that titles listed as ‘inactive’ should be given 60 days to find new reviewers or be dropped from the list.  David Wilson agreed to write letters to the authors of titles that are not listed as ‘inactive,’ but which have not seen any activity for a long time.  Jerry Lee also requested investigation into the possibility of finding some funding to revive the review on Deviant Peer Contagion, which had been started by Ken Dodge.
A recent scheme to give incentive payments to authors who were close to completing their reviews, funded by the Campbell Collaboration (C2) through AIR, was reasonably successful.  Five review teams met their deadlines, with two receiving $3,000 for submitting a final draft, and three receiving $1,500 for submitting a first draft of their reviews.

The Committee agreed that C2 needs to resolve the issue of whether it is permissible to skip the protocol stage for reviews that have already been published in journals.  The long time required for protocol reviewing and resubmission is delaying the submission of final reviews.
4. Expediting the Refereeing Process

David Wilson reported that a new computerized tracking system for Campbell reviews, funded by American Institutes for Research (AIR), should be online by the end of the summer.


David Wilson described the Campbell editorial process, including the unique complications around having three different products (title, protocol, and final review) all going through the refereeing and revisions process.  Jerry Lee asked whether the protocol stage could be eliminated.  David Wilson explained that C2 does not permit the approval of a review without a protocol, and that although multiple revisions are problematic, a clear protocol is necessary to prevent reviews being rejected at a later stage.  


David Weisburd suggested that reviews still stuck in the old Principal Advisor (PA) editorial system be expedited and sent directly to the co-chairs for approval.


David Wilson noted the difficulties of finding peer reviewers for the different stages of the editorial process, and thanked the Steering Committee for their help with suggesting reviewers to help this process move along.

David Weisburd asked that the CCJG brochure be updated in time for the next meeting, and that the new version include a list of all current review titles.

5. Consideration of New Titles

David Farrington asked Peter Neyroud whether he had any suggestions for review topics that would be of interest to him.  Peter Neyroud gave an overview of the challenges facing the UK police, and the areas for research.  He indicated that the key to effective research was to make a strategic assessment of where the gaps in knowledge are, and how they fit into the wider analysis.  He also highlighted the importance of using (not just publishing) the reviews.


The key areas identified by Peter Neyroud as policing priorities in the UK were as follows:

· Counter-terrorism, especially radicalization, prevention, effectiveness of investigative strategies, and organized crime.

· Homicide prevention.

· Knife and gun crime prevention.

· Offender management.

· Volume crime, especially further research on the effectiveness of neighborhood policing, and cost-benefit analysis.
· Enablers for effective policing: how police engage with the public; value-added, efficiency.

· Identity management: DNA, surveillance.

· Effectiveness of forensics and technology.

· Leadership.

· Connecting policing within the criminal justice system.

Peter Neyroud indicated that the three areas he would most like to see researched were counter-terrorism (specifically on policing strategies, which are not covered in the existing CCJG review by Cynthia Lum), homicide prevention, and technology/identity management.  David Weisburd noted that Cynthia Lum is currently writing a paper on the application of existing policing strategies to counter-terrorism, and offered to put Peter Neyroud in touch with her.
Lawrence Sherman proposed Richard Berk of the University of Pennsylvania as a potential reviewer for homicide prevention, and suggested commissioning two reviews on prediction and prevention.  David Farrington was unsure whether homicide prevention would be within the CCJG mandate, since it would not be a study of the effectiveness of a program, and David Weisburd indicated that there may be a methods issue, since any such review would involve multivariate analysis.  Other Committee members felt that it was important to look at diagnostics and assessments as well as interventions.  The existing CCJG review on suicide prevention fits into this area.  David Wilson agreed to ask the Campbell Cochrane representative about reviews of diagnostic tools.
The Committee agreed that four of Peter Neyroud’s suggestions were clearly within the CCJG mandate: homicide prevention, effectiveness of investigative strategies, neighborhood policing, and prevention of knife and gun crime.  Chris Koper is already working on gun crime.  Names put forward included John Eck (for investigations) and Wes Skogan (for neighborhood policing). 


David Weisburd further suggested commissioning studies on second responders for domestic violence, and zero tolerance/broken windows policing.  He suggested himself and Rod Davies as potential reviewers for the former, and one of his PhD students for the latter.
6. Funding
(a) US National Institute of Justice (NIJ)

Jerry Lee and David Weisburd met Tom Feucht regarding continued support from NIJ.  NIJ agreed to give $75,000 this year to support three systematic reviews chosen by the CCJG in collaboration with NIJ.  The grant proposal will be submitted soon.  The hope is that this funding will turn into a yearly venture.  Possible reviews to be put forward for funding include David Weisburd and John Eck’s review of problem-oriented policing, and Alex Piquero and colleagues’ review of family programs.  Proposals for a third review included the second responders review, and homicide prevention.
(b) UK National Policing Improvement Agency


Peter Neyroud discussed the potential for NPIA funding.  The recent split in the UK Home Office has caused some uncertainty around the status of research budgets.  David Weisburd explained that the CCJG needed funding for reviews and core expenses, such as meetings.  Some funding had previously been provided by the Home Office.  Peter Neyroud indicated that his agency had the capacity to host meetings.  The co-chairs also discussed the need for funding to make small incentive payments, and noted that the cost of a review can be $25,000 - $50,000, including the cost of the Editor-in-Chief and Managing Editor.  Most of the cost comes from searching.  Peter Neyroud said that his agency might be able to employ an extra researcher and use their services on Campbell work as well as NPIA studies.

Peter Neyroud suggested contacting him in a few months to find out how NPIA is shaping up with respect to budgets and funding.  He also suggested Chloe Chitty (National Offender Management Service) and Ursula Brennan (director-general, Office for Criminal Justice Reform) as possible contacts in the new UK Ministry of Justice.

(c) The Jerry Lee Foundation


The contribution of the Jerry Lee Foundation to the work of CCJG was noted, and the Committee thanked Jerry Lee.  The Foundation has provided $50,000 for core activities and the annual Jerry Lee Crime Prevention Symposium.

(d) American Institutes for Research/Norway


David Weisburd provided the Committee with a detailed update on the history and development of CCJG’s funding from AIR.  Funding from AIR to the Campbell Collaboration ends on June 30, 2007, and Phil Davies has now resigned as the Executive Director of C2, effective May 14.  Because of the impending issue of continuance with the AIR relationship, alternative funding options were explored.  C2 subsequently secured a deal with the Norwegian government to receive $2.1 million over three years for core activities.  After this period, the arrangement will be reviewed and potentially extended for a further three years.  The Norwegian funding begins on January 1, 2008, but they have agreed to fund core activities in the interim.  AIR will continue to maintain the website and organize meetings (although the latter will no longer be free).  AIR has also offered to be the first organization to provide corporate sponsorship or affiliation.
(e) Other Sources


Jan Andersson noted that his organization had funded reports on street lighting and CCTV ($26,000), and would be willing to provide further funding, especially if the review were applicable to local level crime prevention programs.  Reports would be published in English and translated into Swedish.  He agreed to suggest further suitable reviews.


Kirstine Tramm explained that the Nordic Campbell Centre (NC2) is contracting with some CCJG reviews that fall within the interests of social welfare.  Funding possibilities for reviews would be made available until the end of 2008.  NC2 provides funding and employs information specialists to help search for Scandinavian language literature.  It also provides training courses for reviewers.
7. Campbell Collaboration (C2) Developments

The discussion of C2 was linked to the discussion on AIR/Norway funding above.  David Weisburd and David Wilson reported that the recent C2 Colloquium was generally successful.  CCJG has become a model within C2: other groups are looking to adopt steering groups and push their work in different countries in the same way.  David Weisburd felt that the CCJG should participate more in central activities, including raising awareness of the C2 Colloquium, which was not well-represented by Crime and Justice this year (or in previous years).


There was a discussion about the rotation of the C2 co-chairs and board members.  David Weisburd indicated that nominations for new members should be sent to Arild Bjørndal.  David Weisburd was proposed as a possible nominee.  David Weisburd said that this would have to be checked as there may be legal issues around connections between the steering committee and board.  David Farrington thanked David Weisburd for his work with C2.
8. Report on Recent Meetings
(a) 7th Jerry Lee Symposium, 23-24 April 2007

David Weisburd reported that the Symposium was a success, although next year it will be scheduled to avoid a clash with the National Academy of Sciences Panel on Crime and Justice.  There were many interesting papers and panels, and an emphasis on the importance of meetings like those of the CCJG.  Day One focused on methodology.  Lawrence Sherman suggested making Day Two more of a bridge to practice, focusing on conclusions, in order to strike a balance between the academic and practitioner communities.  Jerry Lee suggested preparing one-page summaries of research reviews for practitioners.


The planning committee for next year was approved by the Steering Committee.  The planning committee will be chaired by David Weisburd.  Jerry Lee, David Wilson, Jon Baron, and Laurie Robinson will also participate.  David Farrington thanked David Weisburd and Jerry Lee for their work and financial support of the Symposium.
(b) 7th Campbell Collaboration Colloquium, 14-16 May 2007

David Weisburd stressed that the CCJG should be more involved in this symposium.  Several committee members noted that the timing of the conference is problematic, since it is close to the Jerry Lee Symposium, Stockholm, and finals/graduation in the US.  David Weisburd agreed to ask C2 about the possibility of obtaining funding for CCJG members to attend the next Colloquium in Vancouver.  There was also a suggestion of holding the 2009 Colloquium in Stockholm.
9. Upcoming Meetings
(a) American Society of Criminology, Atlanta, USA, 14-17 November 2007

The Committee discussed the need to raise the CCJG profile at this meeting.  This has been problematic because the committee meets in May but the submissions deadline is mid-March.  Jerry Lee suggested that every meeting agenda includes a discussion on what CCJG will do at ASC.  By discussing this at ASC, there will be time to submit presentations for the following year.


Charlotte Gill will update the brochure and contact Chris Eskridge to request that it is put in the pack of meeting materials.  Jerry Lee agreed to cover the cost this year.
(b) 8th Campbell Collaboration Symposium, Vancouver, 12-14 May 2008

This was discussed under ‘Recent Meetings.’

(c) European Society of Criminology, Bologna, 25-29 September 2007

Martin Killias hoped that members would attend this conference.  There will be a (non-Campbell) panel on prevention experiments.  The 2008 conference will be in Edinburgh, and the Committee suggested focusing on raising its presence there.
10. Publications
(a) Springer book series

Peter Grabosky reported that this project has not moved forward in recent months.  David Weisburd said he was still working with Welmoed Spahr at Springer and will push to move the project forward.

(b) Wiley

David Weisburd explained the history of the Wiley/Springer competition for publication of the Campbell library.  C2 has recently decided to move forward with the Wiley proposal.  Issues around Wiley’s publication deal included whether any of the money would go to CCJG, and who would own the copyright.  Wiley hopes to provide free access to institutions in developing countries, and to publish spin-off material for free, but forcing authors to relinquish copyright (thus preventing them from publishing in other academic journals, which could affect their tenure) would be problematic.

David Farrington listed the key points that needed to be raised with the C2 steering group in their negotiations with Wiley:

· The final product should be freely available.

· The arrangement should not impact on the Journal of Experimental Criminology or the potential Springer book series.

· CCJG should get some of the payment since it is jointly producing the product.

· The copyright implications for other publications of the same material should be investigated.

Hiroshi Tsutomi added the issue of translation of reviews.  He holds the copyright for Japanese translations of reviews on the Japanese CCJG website, and needs to be sure that Wiley would allow this to continue.

Lawrence Sherman suggested that Wiley could have the right to sell the Campbell package to organizations but the Campbell groups would retain copyright and the right to maintain the website.

(c) Special issues of Spanish journal, Psicothema

David Farrington reported that one issue has been published, and the second is in press.
(d) Journal of Experimental Criminology


David Weisburd reported that the journal has been successful, and the next step is to push for submissions and get the journal into the Social Science Citation Index.  He encouraged Campbell review authors to publish in the journal.

Lawrence Sherman offered to send a proposal for an editorial statement on short reports on randomized trials following the CONSORT protocol.  These could be done quickly, following the medical model, and would help to increase submissions.


Potential avenues for advertising the journal were discussed, including Criminal Justice and Behavior, which is the American Association of Forensic and Correctional Psychology journal.
(e) Office of Community-Oriented Policing Services (COPS)

This office, part of the US Department of Justice, agreed to publish Campbell reviews on policing.  Lorraine Mazerolle’s review of street-level drug enforcement will soon be published.

(f) Other Publications

David Farrington and David Weisburd wrote an article about the CCJG, which was published in the January/February issue of The Criminologist.  This should be put on the CCJG website.


Ulla Bondeson has published an article about CCJG work in Denmark.


Charlotte Gill asked Committee members to send her details of their Campbell-related publications (in any language).
11. Website

Peter Grabosky reported that the list of website improvements discussed at the previous meeting have generally put in place, and communication with the website managers at AIR has greatly improved.  The search engine facility is in progress, and while it is not quite what the Committee had in mind, it is still under development.
12. Evolution of the CCJG Steering Committee

David Farrington announced that he will step down as co-chair after the next meeting in Atlanta.  A new co-chair should be appointed from the Committee and put in place at the end of that meeting.


Ulla Bondeson also announced that she will step down from the Committee, as she is retiring.  She thanked the Committee for their time working together.  She asked that she be replaced by someone from Scandinavia.  Britta Kvysgaard (Denmark) and Jan Andersson (Sweden) were suggested as potential replacements and approved by the Steering Committee.  David Farrington thanked Ulla for her work over the years.


A discussion followed about the rotation of co-chairs and Committee members.  The original plan for co-chairs was a six-year tenure (staggered so that the pairing would change every three years).


Jerry Lee suggested that Committee members who have not been able to participate fully in group activities should step down.  David Farrington will contact those people.


David Farrington and David Weisburd agreed to form a nominations committee for a new co-chair. Committee members should email them nominations, and they will check nominees’ willingness to serve.


Several suggestions for new committee members were made.  It was agreed that Brandon Welsh and Peter Neyroud would be invited to join the Steering Committee.  Any further suggestions should be directed to the co-chairs.  This will be discussed at the next Steering Committee meeting in light of members who step down.
13. Other Business

Hiroshi Tsutomi announced that he had received $20,000 to raise interest in evidence-based policy and Campbell in Japan.  He suggested a new title: protecting children from stranger victimization.  This fits in with a project that the Japanese government is working on.  Some further new titles were suggested: halfway houses, tasers and other ‘less lethal’ measures, lie detectors.

Committee members received a report by Jonathan Shepherd on his Campbell-related activities in the UK.  The Committee recognized the paper and thanked Jonathan for his efforts on their behalf.


A discussion followed about whether the CCJG should be a membership organization, and who should be defined as a member.  Suggestions included all authors, co-authors, and Committee members, or at least those authors who had successfully completed a protocol.  David Weisburd suggested that the AEC could become a division of ASC, and all those paying divisional dues could become CCJG members.  David Wilson suggested that, since the purpose of membership was chiefly to dispel the impression of CCJG as a ‘closed’ society, CCJG could just have a membership list for those who wanted to express interest, rather than payment of dues.


Charlotte Gill will revive Anthony Petrosino’s mailing list as a first step of this process.

14. Date of Next CCJG Steering Committee Meeting

The next meeting of the CCJG Steering Committee, which will coincide with the ASC meeting, will be held on Tuesday, November 13, 2007, in Atlanta.  There will be a dinner on the evening of Monday, November 12.  Details to follow.
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