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Minutes of the Twenty-Sixth Meeting of the 
Campbell Collaboration Crime and Justice Steering Committee 

Chicago, IL–November 13, 2012 
 

In attendance: 
 
Steering Committee 
David Farrington, Cambridge University, UK 
Martin Killias, University of Zurich, Switzerland (co-chair) 
Peter van der Laan, NSCR, Netherlands 
Jerry Lee, Jerry Lee Foundation, USA 
Friedrich Lösel, Cambridge University, UK 
Phyllis Schultze, Rutgers University, USA 
Jonathan Shepherd, Cardiff University, UK 
Brandon Welsh, Northeastern University, USA 
David Wilson, George Mason University, USA (incoming co-chair) 
 
Minutes 
Charlotte Gill, George Mason University, USA (managing editor) 
 
Invited Guests 
Katie Chabalko, Springer 
 
Apologies 
Jan Andersson, Sweden 
Catherine Gallagher, George Mason University, USA 
Jianhong Liu, University of Macau/Southwest University of Political Science and Law, China 
Jacque Mallender, Matrix Knowledge Group, UK 
Peter Neyroud, Cambridge University, UK 
Santiago Redondo, University of Barcelona, Spain 
Lawrence Sherman, Cambridge University/University of Maryland, UK/USA 
Hiroshi Tsutomi, University of Shizuoka, Japan 
David Weisburd, Hebrew University/George Mason University, Israel/USA (outgoing co-chair) 
 
 
1. Welcome and Introductions; Matters Arising 

David Wilson, as meeting chair, welcomed attendees to the twenty-sixth meeting of the 
Campbell Crime and Justice Group (CCJG) Steering Committee (SC). The SC welcomed David 
Wilson as the new co-chair of the group, replacing David Weisburd, who has stepped down from 
the co-chair role but remains on the SC. David Weisburd was unable to attend the meeting to 
formally mark the transition, but the SC noted their gratitude for his dedication to the role since 
2004. 
 
2. Minutes of Previous Meeting 

The minutes of the previous meeting (Stockholm, June 13th, 2012) were unanimously 
accepted, with a minor edit to correct the omission of Peter van der Laan's name from the list of 
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members sending apologies. The final minutes will be updated with the results of email voting to 
finalize issues that could not be voted upon because of the lack of a quorum. Most of the issues 
were accepted, but two (the clarification of the non-intervention review policy and the 'review 
committee' for title proposals, both under item 3 of the Stockholm minutes) were placed on the 
agenda of the current meeting for further discussion. 

 
3. Editorial Report 

Participants received a handout, ‘Campbell Collaboration Crime and Justice Group 
Progress Report, November 1, 2012.’ The key points on the progress of CCJG titles include: 

• 34 reviews have been published 
• 1 review is awaiting approval 
• 3 reviews are being revised with peer reviews completed 
• 3 reviews are being revised before seeking peer reviewers 
• 9 protocols have been approved but the review has not yet been submitted 
• 3 protocols are being revised with peer reviews completed 
• 3 protocols are under peer review 
• 2 protocols are being revised before peer review 
• 4 titles have been approved but the protocol has not yet been submitted 
• 2 titles are being revised before approval. 

 
In summary, 34 reviews have been published, 16 are in progress, 12 protocols are in 

progress, and 2 titles are in progress. A total of 27 individual projects have undergone some kind 
of editorial action over the past year. Twenty-four editorial action letters have been written 
during that time: 4 for titles, 4 for protocols pre-peer review, 8 for protocols post-peer review, 4 
for reviews pre-peer review and 4 for reviews post-peer review. In the past year 6 titles, 4 
protocols and 2 reviews have been submitted for the first time and 3 titles, 4 protocols and 5 
reviews have been approved by the SC. 

David Wilson reported on overall progress. There are still a number of challenges to 
timely production of reviews. Lots of reviewers are new to the process, but authors on their 
second or third review tend to move along more smoothly. The other challenge lies in the 
differences between the Campbell Collaboration (C2) editorial process and traditional journal 
publishing. The CCJG editor works with authors from the beginning, which is critical for 
maintaining a consistent standard within C2. This can be challenging because it requires authors 
to ‘walk to a different rhythm.’ The voluntary nature of C2 also affects the speed at which 
authors produce. In the overall C2 steering group, C2 co-chair Mark Lipsey has introduced the 
idea of incorporating good systematic reviews completed outside C2 if authors are willing to 
convert them into C2’s format. These reviews would carry a note indicating they did not start 
within C2, but it offers another way to speed up the editorial process and grow the library. Other 
CCJG SC members agreed this was a good idea. Another idea, borrowed from the Cochrane 
Collaboration, is to produce ‘overview reviews’ that bring together all the meta-analyses on a 
broad topic area. These reviews allow policymakers and practitioners to take stock of the field 
without reading each review, although to some extent C2 reviews are already ‘overviews,’ since 
Cochrane reviews tend to be narrower (e.g. all studies of a specific drug treatment. 

The SC discussed ways to make CCJG reviews more accessible to policymakers, and 
whether CCJG should attempt to increase its influence within the US federal government (for 
example, with regard to authorizations). David Wilson agreed to speak to C2 CEO Eamonn 
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Noonan about the idea of putting together a publication for government officials, which would 
be an edited volume of structured abstracts or user abstracts (edited to make them consistent). 
The publication could be e-mailed out and also produced in a glossy hard copy. The group also 
discussed possible ways to connect with the media and users (for example, press releases and 
editorials, and a C2 app). These materials should all be developed in collaboration with the 
overall C2 Steering Group and the C2 Users Group.  
 

Action items from accessibility discussion 
- David Wilson to discuss these ideas with the full C2 group 
- Invite Eamonn Noonan, C2 CEO, to next CCJG SC meeting in Stockholm 
- Add this item to the Stockholm agenda for further discussion 
- Charlotte Gill to circulate structured abstracts and user group summaries of published 

reviews to SC 
 
(a) Updates to published reviews 
 Participants received a memo describing the progress on securing authors’ agreement to 
update older published reviews. Three updates have been completed (hot spots policing, 
incarceration-based drug treatment, and Scared Straight), and five others are in progress. Eleven 
other reviews have updates due and authors have been contacted. Authors either did not respond 
to contact or are unable to update the review at present. Funding is a challenge for those who 
have not yet agreed. David Wilson reported that C2 is working on a policy on updates, which 
will consider when updates are needed (since some topic areas move quickly while others 
already have conclusive evidence) and when reviewers are absolved from their commitment to 
reviews. The latter must account for the intellectual property implications of updates being taken 
on by new authors. The policy has yet to go to a vote.  
 
(b) “Review committee” for new titles 
 The current procedure when new titles are submitted is for David Wilson to request edits 
if needed, and then send the titles to the full committee for approval. However, in previous 
meetings it was noted that SC members receive so many emails that it is tempting for them to 
respond quickly without reading the proposal closely. At the last SC meeting a proposal was 
tabled for two committee members with expertise in the topic areas to provide a short assessment 
of each title to smooth the decision-making process for the rest of the SC. The vote on this 
proposal was postponed as some SC members who were not at that meeting requested more 
information. The SC agreed to experiment with this process and report back on progress at the 
next meeting. 
 
(c) Suggestions for new reviews 
 The SC agreed that the topic mapping exercise conducted by a subcommittee several 
years ago had been useful but had not moved forward the production of new reviews. The 
process was not followed up with an analysis of where the gaps in reviews lie. The SC agreed 
that this should be placed on the agenda at the Stockholm meeting and more discussion of areas 
where reviews are needed should take place then. 
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4. Clarification of Non-Intervention Reviews Policy 
At the last meeting a vote was held to clarify the wording of this policy regarding 

whether non-intervention reviews would be accepted in “certain” or “exceptional” 
circumstances. The vote was split and a final deciding vote from the co-chairs was also split. In 
the end, the SC decided that “certain circumstances” should be used as “exceptional” may 
discourage people from submitting. David Wilson also noted that the C2 Steering Group was 
working on a similar policy for all coordinating groups so CCJG must ensure its policy is 
consistent. 
 
5. Funding 
 
(a) Jerry Lee Foundation 
 The SC thanked Jerry Lee for his support of the CCJG SC meeting and dinner. 
 
(b) Campbell Collaboration 
 David Wilson reported that the Norwegian government was still providing support to C2 
for editorship and reviews on topics of interest to Norway. They will also continue to provide 
funding to support the annual Campbell Collaboration Colloquium. 
 
(c) U.S. Department of Justice 
 David Wilson and Charlotte Gill reported that an effort earlier in the fall to obtain support 
for reviews and infrastructure from the National Institute of Justice had been unsuccessful. 
 
(d) Other 

Jonathan Shepherd informed the group that the new College of Policing in the UK (which 
formed with staff from the now-closed National Policing Improvement Agency) may have some 
opportunities for review funding in the future. 

 
6. Evolution of the CCJG Steering Committee 

The SC noted that a future discussion was needed on a transition plan for CCJG’s 
editorship, since David Wilson is now both editor and co-chair. Efforts continue to find 
representatives from France and Australia. So far, the former has been unsuccessful. From 
Australia, Lorraine Mazerolle was formerly a SC member but was unable to continue in the role 
at the time. Given her continued involvement with CCJG and frequent production of reviews, the 
SC voted to reinstate her to the committee with her agreement. 

 
7. Springer Update 

Katie Chabalko from Springer attended the meeting to update the SC on collaborative 
publishing projects. She generously offered CCJG members and affiliates a promotional discount 
on Springer’s Evidence-Based Crime Policy series, allowing them to purchase books in the series 
for $40 each. The next volume in the series, Systematic Reviews in Criminology: What Have We 
Learned? (edited by David Farrington and David Weisburd), is due to be published in summer 
2013. The series editors (Lawrence Sherman and Heather Strang) are seeking proposals for new 
volumes. 

The Journal of Experimental Criminology received its first Impact Factor this year (based 
on 2 years of data—the journal is still too new for a 5-year Impact Factor): 1.171. A value over 1 
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is an excellent start for a new journal. The 5-year IF is predicted to be high because older articles 
are still being well-cited. The journal is now ranked 19th out of 50 criminology and penology 
journals. It also ranked among the top 5 journals in the ‘immediacy index,’ which measures how 
quickly articles are cited, and SJR, which is based on Google Scholar. 

The Springer Encyclopedia of Criminology and Criminal Justice is close to completion. It 
is a 6,200-page set of volumes aimed at the library and reference market. Cynthia Lum is also 
editing a series of Springer Briefs focused on translational criminology; nine books are in the 
pipeline. 
 
8. C2 Update 

David Wilson updated the group on discussions from the C2 Steering Group (in addition 
to those discussed earlier). As C2 co-chair, Mark Lipsey’s main focus has been on making the 
‘public face’ of C2, i.e. its library, look more like an electronic journal rather than a database 
(but in the form of a monograph series to avoid competing with journals). The goal is to be able 
to browse the library of completed reviews with protocols and titles more in the background. 

The new International Development Coordinating Group is going strong and has been 
able to secure a lot of funding from the international development community, such as DFID in 
the UK. CCJG should think about criminological topics in non-Western nations to encourage 
collaboration. A challenge is that the reviews in this area are broader by nature, so editorial 
guidance is more difficult than we are used to, but it is an exciting and growing area. 
 
9. Report on Recent Meetings 
 
(a) Center for Evidence-Based Crime Policy Summer Symposium, George Mason University, 
Fairfax, VA, August 13-14, 2012 

David Wilson and Charlotte Gill presented a successful workshop focusing on basic 
systematic review and meta-analysis methods. 

 
(b) European Society of Criminology, Bilbao, Spain, September 12-15, 2012 

Martin Killias attended but no CCJG panels were arranged. Martin Killias and Friedrich 
Lösel agreed to organize panels at the next meeting in Budapest in 2013 with more focus on the 
experimental approach as well as substantive review topics. Previous CCJG sessions (e.g. in 
Liège) were well-attended.  

 
10. Upcoming Meetings 
 
(a) American Society of Criminology, Chicago, November 14-17, 2012 

The SC thanked Brandon Welsh for organizing three CCJG panels at this conference on a 
range of topics, and were pleased to see new faces on the panels to broaden participation in the 
group. Brandon thanked the SC for their participation and ideas for panels. He stated he was 
happy to continue organizing panels and noted a need to coordinate with the Division of 
Experimental Criminology to avoid overlapping topics. 

 
(b) Jerry Lee Symposium on Crime Prevention, Washington, DC (TBD) 

This year Lawrence Sherman is organizing the Jerry Lee Symposium. Details have not 
yet been finalized, but the new UK College of Policing may be involved. 
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(c) Campbell Collaboration Colloquium, Chicago, May 21-23, 2013 

As in recent years, this conference will have a greater focus on training. CCJG is keen to 
increase the group’s participation. Suggestions were put forth for a panel involving Anthony 
Braga and Brandon Welsh’s review of broken windows policing and Wes Skogan as a possible 
discussant. Charlotte Gill will organize panels. 

 
(d) Stockholm Criminology Symposium, Stockholm, Sweden, June 10-12, 2013 

The SC congratulated David Farrington on winning the Stockholm Prize. He becomes the 
fourth serving CCJG SC member to receive the award. The group agreed that the Wednesday of 
the conference has been a good day for the SC meeting. Charlotte Gill will organize CCJG 
panels for the symposium. 

 
11. Other Business 

The group revisited the earlier discussion about engaging the federal government in 
CCJG research. Jerry Lee suggested looking at areas that are in the process of reauthorization 
and bringing evidence to them, although David Wilson noted that the group should be mindful 
about competing with crimesolutions.gov. Jon Baron is a useful contact for the group in terms of 
moving forward. Catherine Gallagher may also be able to suggest contacts from the health 
perspective. 

Jerry Lee suggested four important elements for standardizing C2 reviews to increase 
their relevance to practice: what additional research is needed before a firm conclusion can be 
drawn; cost-benefit analysis; effectiveness; and what are the framing conditions/moderators. This 
framework could be useful to bring to policymakers to indicate what we can deliver. This could 
be helpful in the U.S. government’s endeavor to encourage low-cost experiments. Jonathan 
Shepherd noted that the medical model points to integrating evaluation, practice, and education. 
Low-cost research is possible when a community of practitioner-scientists exists in a service-
oriented setting. 

 
12. Date and Location of Next Meeting 

The next meeting of the Campbell Collaboration Crime and Justice Group Steering 
Committee will tentatively be held at the Stockholm Criminology Symposium at the Stockholm 
City Conference Centre on Wednesday, June 12, 2013, with a dinner for participants that 
evening. 


