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

Washington, DC, USA – November 15, 2011 
 

In attendance: 
 
Steering Committee 
David Farrington, Cambridge University, UK 
Catherine Gallagher, George Mason University, USA 
Martin Killias, University of Zurich, Switzerland (co-chair) 
Jerry Lee, Jerry Lee Foundation, USA 
Friedrich Lösel, University of Erlangen-Nuremberg/Cambridge University, Germany/UK 
Jacque Mallender, Matrix Knowledge Group, UK 
Santiago Redondo, University of Barcelona, Spain 
Jonathan Shepherd, Cardiff University, UK 
Peter van der Laan, NSCR, Netherlands 
David Weisburd, Hebrew University/George Mason University, Israel/USA 
Brandon Welsh, Northeastern University, USA 
David Wilson, George Mason University, USA (editor) 
 
Minutes 
Charlotte Gill, George Mason University, USA (managing editor) 
 
Invited Guests 
Barak Ariel, Cambridge University, UK 
Thomas Feucht, National Institute of Justice 
Kristina Rose, National Institute of Justice 
Hon. Bo Svensson, Stockholm Prize in Criminology Association 
Phelan Wyrick, Office of Justice Programs 
 
Apologies 
Jianhong Liu, University of Macau/Southwest University of Political Science and Law, China 
Peter Neyroud, Cambridge University, UK 
Phyllis Schultze, Rutgers University, USA 
Hiroshi Tsutomi, University of Shizuoka, Japan 
 
 
1. Welcome and Introductions; Matters arising 

David Weisburd, as meeting chair, welcomed attendees to the twenty-fourth meeting of 
the Campbell Crime and Justice Group (CCJG) Steering Committee (SC). David Weisburd 
introduced the Honorable Bo Svensson, former Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Sweden 
and chair of the Stockholm Prize in Criminology Association. Mr. Svensson talked briefly about 
the progress of the Stockholm Prize and its future developments. David Weisburd expressed the 
SC’s appreciation for the Association’s achievements and support of the field and its 
development internationally. 
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Matters arising:  
• David Weisburd asked whether the SC needed to vote on electing Martin Killias to the 

Campbell Collaboration (C2) Steering Group (SG). According to David Wilson this is not 
necessary because co-chairs become CCJG’s representatives to C2SG by default. A vote is 
only necessary in the event that the co-chair is unable or unwilling to take on this role. 

• Jerry Lee asked for an update on involving practitioners in peer reviews. David Wilson 
reported that this was tried with one review but the practitioner was unable to participate.  

• Jerry Lee proposed a discussion for the end of the meeting on increasing the prestige of 
CCJG reviews (Section 12). 
  

2. Minutes of Previous Meeting 
 The minutes of the previous meeting (Stockholm, June 15, 2011) were unanimously 
approved. 
 
3. Non-Intervention/Risk Factor Reviews 
 Committee members received a draft policy statement, “Systematic reviews on 
interventions, social policies, and predictions,” dated July 14, 2011. The policy was drafted in 
response to discussions at the previous meeting about developing an inclusion policy for reviews 
focused on topics other than criminal justice interventions (for example, risk factors). The SC 
discussed the content of the policy. Debate centered around whether risk factors should be causal 
rather than correlational in order to be the focus of CCJG reviews. Jacque Mallender noted that 
what the risk factors tell us about crime is a separate question from the quality of the methods. 
David Weisburd added that Sampson and others have argued that most of our knowledge in 
science comes from correlational studies (for example, smoking and cancer).  
 David Wilson proposed that the public health field be used as a guiding analogy. The 
Cochrane Collaboration is doing more work outside the traditional randomized controlled trial, 
such as investigating diagnostics, but factors that cannot be influenced or manipulated by social 
interventions generally fall outside the public health perspective. David Farrington suggested that 
a distinction be drawn between basic risk markers and risk factors for which causal ordering has 
been established (for example, through longitudinal studies as in bullying research). 
 Jacque Mallender and David Wilson noted the importance of balancing CCJG’s focus on 
rigorous research and policy relevance with the need to take a broader perspective. Jacque 
Mallender pointed out that the topic mapping committee had discussed the issue and felt CCJG 
should move toward approving certain non-intervention reviews when they help policymakers to 
understand where to focus their efforts. David Weisburd assured the SC that the group still has 
the ability to veto any review that comes in and that new titles can be discussed and approved or 
rejected according to the policy on an ad hoc basis. 
 SC attendees unanimously voted to accept the draft policy, subject to the following 
amendments: 
1. Emphasize the phrase “relevant and useful to criminal justice practice” in bold type 
2. Add discussion about purely theoretical and correlational reviews in a new bullet point under 

the current first bullet 
3. Add more examples to emphasize that reviews should attempt to establish causal risk factors: 

review should demonstrate that X affects Y, not just that X is related to Y. 
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4. Editorial Report 
 Participants received a handout, ‘Campbell Collaboration Crime and Justice Group 
Progress Report, November 12, 2011. The key points on the progress of CCJG titles include: 
• 28 reviews have been published 
• 4 reviews are awaiting approval 
• 6 reviews are being revised with peer reviews completed 
• 2 reviews are being revised before seeking peer reviewers 
• 7 protocols have been approved but the review has not yet been submitted 
• 2 protocols are being revised with peer reviews completed 
• 4 protocols are being revised before peer review 
• 8 titles have been approved but the protocol has not yet been submitted 
• 2 titles are awaiting approval. 
 

In summary, 28 reviews have been published, 19 reviews are in progress, 14 protocols are 
in progress, and 2 titles are in progress. A total of 24 individual projects have undergone some 
kind of editorial action in the last year. Thirty-one editorial action letters have been written 
during that time: 1 for a title, 9 for protocols pre-peer review, 3 for protocols post-peer review, 4 
for reviews pre-peer review, and 14 for reviews post-peer review. In the last year, 5 titles, 6 
protocols, and 6 reviews have been submitted for the first time; and 4 titles, 3 protocols, and 3 
reviews have been approved by the SC. 

David Weisburd was disappointed that not enough progress had been made this year 
overall. David Wilson noted that three reviews have been published in the last year and another 
four were awaiting approval, making seven in all, and 24 projects had moved forward. However, 
one problem is getting authors from the draft review to the final version. They submit to CCJG 
and a journal and it can be difficult to persuade them to address two sets of peer review 
comments. Another issue is the pipeline for new reviews, which is currently limited. 

The efficiency of the peer review process is always a key area for improvement. A recent 
challenge has been disagreements within the C2 Methods Group about appropriate meta-analytic 
methods in place-based policing studies. David Weisburd and Friedrich Lösel called for more 
CCJG representation on the Methods Group to increase the pool of reviewers who understand the 
specific methodological challenges of the field. David Wilson noted that although he has come to 
agreements with reviewers before, new reviews often go to different reviewers who are seeing 
these issues for the first time. David Wilson agreed to discuss the issue further with C2SG. 

 The SC discussed each individual review in detail, focusing particularly on those that 
have been stalled for a long time. The SC developed an action plan for each stalled title, 
involving a deadline by which new timelines and memos were to be provided, which Charlotte 
Gill will put into effect. 

 
5. Funding 
(a) U.S. Department of Justice 
 Guests Kristina Rose, Thomas Feucht and Phelan Wyrick from the U.S Department of 
Justice attended the meeting. Phelan Wyrick spoke about the development of the new 
CrimeSolutions.gov website as a tool for disseminating information about evidence-based 
programs. This arose from wider work with Laurie Robinson to understand how people within 
the Office of Justice Programs view evidence-based policy. The CrimeSolutions.gov team is 
working with David Wilson and Mark Lipsey on an additional module where findings from 
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meta-analytic research will be assessed and presented. The SC congratulated Phelan on the work 
so far and suggested a number of ideas for future development, including integrating the concept 
of ‘top tier’ programs to help obtain funding for promising programs, cost-benefit analysis, and 
moderator analysis to understand the circumstances under which programs might be most 
effective. 
 Kris Rose and Thom Feucht spoke about developments at the National Institute of 
Justice. While their time recently has been taken up with dealing with the expenses scandal, the 
remainder of the focus has been on translational criminology and making better use of the 
research findings coming from NIJ. They were expecting to get their budget later in the week 
and expected an increased set-aside for research. They announced NIJ’s willingness to fund 
Campbell reviews and infrastructure beginning in FY2013, and had already set aside funds in 
their planning budget. The SC thanked NIJ for their willingness to provide funds. David 
Weisburd noted that it was a major recognition of CCJG’s work from NIJ. He suggested using 
the funds to encourage the completion of reviews through small incentive payments. The 
proposed funding could be applied to up to 10 reviews. David Weisburd, David Wilson, and 
Charlotte Gill will submit a proposal through George Mason University once the money 
becomes available, and will arrange a meeting with NIJ to discuss timeframe and deliverables. 
 The SC and guests discovered other federal funding initiatives, including preliminary 
discussions in the Department of Justice and the Office of Management and Budget about 
‘payment by results,’ which Jacque Mallender noted is creating an interest in evidence among 
UK practitioners. Jerry Lee noted increasing interest in research among foundations and the 
possibility of matching foundation funds with federal money. Catherine Gallagher agreed to 
discuss cost effectiveness, translational criminology, and how to link Cochrane and Campbell 
efforts to NIJ and the Office of Justice Programs within her efforts as part of the Cochrane 
Collaboration College for Policy. 
 
(b) Jerry Lee Foundation 

The SC expressed its thanks to Jerry Lee for providing funding for the meetings, 
including lunch and dinner. David Weisburd also noted the support of the Center for Evidence-
Based Crime Policy and George Mason University, which paid meeting expenses for the 
editorial team. 
 
(c) National Policing Improvement Agency 
 The NPIA funding for reviews has been the largest received by CCJG so far: $600,000. It 
will not be renewed because the NPIA is being phased out, but the organization has been happy 
with the production of reviews on policing. 
 
(d) Campbell Collaboration 

David Wilson reported that funds from C2 are secure for the next few years and they will 
continue to provide small amounts of money to support reviews that are of particular interest to 
Norway. 
 
(e) Other funding sources 

Jacque Mallender reported that the Monument Trust in the UK funds interventions in 
criminal justice targeted at reducing recidivism and may be interested in funding some reviews to 
build an evidence-base in correction al programs. Jacque was not able to facilitate this directly 
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but offered to introduce Jonathan Shepherd to the Trust’s CEO. Jonathan Shepherd also offered 
to work with Jacque Mallender to approach the UK Alliance for Evidence, part of the National 
Endowment for Science, Technology, and the Arts, which receives UK Lottery funding. Eamonn 
Noonan, C2 CEO, spoke at their recent launch. 

Jerry Lee asked all group members to search for US and international foundations with 
interests in crime prevention and to identify key people and ways to contact them. Martin Killias 
again raised the possibility of funding from Switzerland for a meeting. The only stipulation is 
that a meeting is held in Switzerland. This presents an issue because the existing meetings of the 
group are tied to the ASC and Stockholm conferences, but it could be an occasional, rather than 
yearly, meeting scheduled around the same time as the European Society of Criminology 
conference. Martin Killias will follow up on this. Friedrich Lösel pointed out that with all 
national foundations the key is making the case for the relevance of CCJG work to the specific 
country rather than a broad international focus. 

 
6. Springer Update 
 

Katie Chabalko from Springer updated the group on the progress of various crime and 
justice projects relevant to Campbell. The Evidence-Based Crime Policy series, edited by 
Lawrence Sherman and Heather Strang, has been very successful. Three titles have been 
published this year: 
• Evidence-Based Counter-Terrorism Policy (Lum and Kennedy, eds.) 
• Putting Fear of Crime on the Map: Investigating Perceptions of Crime using Geographic 

Information Systems (Doran and Burgess) 
• Implementing Evidence-Based Practices in Community Corrections and Addiction (Taxman 

and Belenko) 
Next year Catherine Gallagher’s book on health policy and outcomes for criminal justice will be 
published, and more proposals are being sought. The Journal of Experimental Criminology is 
also making good progress and should receive its first Impact Factor by June 2012, for citations 
and articles from 2009-10. Recently the journal was ranked 18th out of 250 in the SJR Law and 
Criminology rankings. 
 Katie announced a new initiative, ‘Springer Briefs.’ These will be short volumes of 50 to 
150 pages with a short publication turnaround time of 8-12 weeks. This could be a good outlet 
for publishing Campbell reviews; however, since they are already freely available online there 
would need to be something different about the Springer series. Three models were proposed: an 
anthology of reviews with a chapter on implementation; an occasional thematic volume that 
includes implications for policy, or an extended publication of each review that would include a 
protocol for primary research, practice, and/or teaching. David Wilson, Catherine Gallagher, and 
Jacque Mallender agreed to discuss possibilities for the series. 
 
7. Evolution of the Steering Committee 

Martin Killias reported that he had contacted Richard Tremblay and Frank Vitaro in an 
effort to find a French-speaking SC candidate, but neither were able to commit to the group. The 
SC decided to consider new candidates from South America and Australia. 
 
8. C2 Update 
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David Wilson reported on progress made at the C2SG meeting held during the CEBCP-
C2 Symposium at George Mason University in August. Overall C2 funding is secure for the next 
three years, but has been reconfigured so the main staff are no longer working on C2 issues full 
time. Efforts are under way to professionalize the appearance of the library and clarify policies. 
The new International Development Coordinating Group had a successful start. The group is 
energetic and has funding. The next C2 Colloquium takes place in Copenhagen, Denmark next 
May. 
 
9. Cochrane College Update 

Catherine Gallagher gave an update on the progress of the Cochrane Collaboration 
College for Policy (CCCP) at George Mason University. This new venture between George 
Mason University and the Cochrane Collaboration is an effort to bring Cochrane evidence into 
U.S. policy making, and is also working to tie in with Campbell. So far the College has hired a 
legislative assistant, doctoral fellows, and eight faculty fellows to build capacity, and has a 
congressional ‘champion,’ Rep. Bobby Scott (D-VA). The College is working with Cochrane 
Innovations, who help broker the review process so that they do not have to chase funding. The 
College is currently working on a methodology for rapid response reviews and plans to register 
titles soon. They are also tied in with the Cochrane Justice Health field. A Memorandum of 
Understanding with C2 is under way and they are building interest with Campbell reviews.  
 
10. Report on Recent Meetings 
 
(a) World Congress on Criminology, Kobe, Japan, August 5-9, 2011 

Hiroshi Tsutomi was not in attendance to report on the World Congress. Unfortunately 
the CCJG session had to be cancelled as several of the panelists were unable to attend. 
 
(b) Center for Evidence-Based Crime Policy–Campbell Collaboration Joint Symposium, George 
Mason University, Fairfax, VA, USA, August 15-16, 2011 

The CEBCP-C2 Joint Symposium was a great success and gave the two groups an 
opportunity to see each other’s work. David Wilson noted that there had been debate within C2 
about what audience they were trying to reach through the Colloquium. This year training was 
heavily emphasized and this was very well received. 
 
(c) European Society of Criminology, Vilnius, Lithuania, September 7-10, 2011 

There was no CCJG representation at this year’s conference, partly due to a late change 
in the date. The conference itself was a success, with over 600 attendees. The next ESC meeting 
is in Bilbao, Spain, 12-15 September 2012. 
 
11. Upcoming Meetings 
 
(a) American Society of Criminology, Washington, DC, USA, November 16-19, 2011 

Attendees received a list of CCJG panels organized by Brandon Welsh. The SC 
expressed their thanks to Brandon for his efforts in arranging panels, and he agreed to do so 
again for next year’s conference. 
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(b) Campbell Collaboration Colloquium, Copenhagen, Denmark, May 29-31, 2012 
David Weisburd noted that CCJG should organize panels to showcase work at the 

Colloquium. Charlotte Gill is already on the program committee and will organize panels for the 
group. David Farrington offered to present his work with Maria Ttofi on school bullying 
outcomes. 
 
(c) Stockholm Criminology Symposium, Stockholm, Sweden, June 11-13, 2012  

Charlotte Gill will coordinate CCJG panels at the Stockholm Symposium. The SC 
meeting will take place on the Wednesday of the conference from 10am to 5pm. 
 
12. Other Business 

Jerry Lee noted that the Campbell Collaboration and Stockholm Criminology Symposium 
Wikipedia pages were not up to date. David Weisburd suggested that CEBCP students could 
look into this. 

Jerry Lee raised the issue of increasing the prestige of Campbell reviews in terms of 
making it meaningful to be a C2 author. He suggested there could be a CCJG booth at ASC or 
other conferences with brochures, one-pagers for reviews, and pictures of authors. The SC could 
also work with Ted Gest to produce press releases for new reviews and disseminate them to a 
wider audience.  
 
13. Date and Location of Next Meeting 

The next meeting of the Campbell Collaboration Crime and Justice Group Steering 
Committee will be held at the Stockholm Criminology Symposium in Sweden on Wednesday, 
June 13, 2012, with a dinner for participants that evening. 


