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2.
Objectives
According to the Memorandum of Understanding, the main objective of the Action is to enhance and to deepen knowledge on theoretical and practical aspects of restorative justice in Europe, with a view to supporting implementation strategies in a scientifically sound way. 

In the technical annex, it is defined that, in order to reach this general objective, a network of researchers will be created to:

1. exchange and discuss research needs, methods and results;

2. co-ordinate research projects in the respective countries as far as possible and desirable;

3. stimulate or support further (common) research projects.

More precisely, the Action is focused on analysing:

· the process and the effects of victim-offender mediation and conferencing;

· national data recording systems;

· organisational features, job evaluation and satisfaction;

· national legislation in relation to victim-offender mediation;

· the relation between criminal justice and restorative justice practices and agencies;

· training models and the experience of training legal professionals in the restorative justice area;

· new restorative justice models and applications;

· theoretical concepts, approaches and frameworks on restorative justice.

No modifications to these objectives have been proposed. The main philosophy, the objectives and the topics proposed in the initial project have been followed so far. One new topic has been added in the course of 2004 (and confirmed by the MC meeting of February 2005), namely ‘Restorative justice, violent state conflict and mass victimisation’.

3.
TECHNICAL DESCRIPTION AND IMPLEMENTATION 

3.1. Domains and sub-domains 

The scientific programme of the Action relates to three domains, of which two are split up in several sub-domains. Each domain is covered by one Working Group (WG). 

1.
Evaluative research on restorative justice practices

1.1.
Study of the process and the effects of victim-offender mediation and conferencing

Different models of victim-offender mediation or conferencing processes can be analysed. The effects to be studied relate to the psychological, material and legal consequences for the victim, the psychological and social impact on the offender (e.g. on re-offending), the financial cost of particular practices, the impact on the functioning of the criminal justice system and the influence on the perception of crime and criminal justice by persons involved and others. 

The analysis and discussion of research carried out in this respect in different countries should result in:

a) a better understanding of the kind of research being carried out in Europe;

b) a better understanding of the mainly qualitative methodologies being used for such research, and their respective strengths and weaknesses;

c) an objective overview of the results of these evaluative research projects, from which conclusions could be drawn to support policy development in the restorative justice field;

d) discerning gaps in the scientific research in this field for Europe, and setting up a research agenda for the future;

e) achieving agreement on the methodological framework best suited to carry out specific types of research projects.

1.2.
Study of national (annual) recording systems of data

This rather quantitatively oriented research has to be seen in the perspective of a better comparison of national recording systems and data. This part of the research will allow to:

a) get an idea about what data collection system is being used in which country;

b) get an idea about what information can be and is collected in the different countries;

c) set up common criteria to stimulate all countries to collect comparable information, which will - in the long run - allow for interpretation and further research in a comparable and reliable way;

d) compare data once common criteria are used.

1.3. Study of organisational features, job evaluation and satisfaction

This study includes the legal status of restorative justice organisations and the legal position of facilitators and mediators; the internal organisation of restorative justice services; the task perception and the educational and professional background of practitioners. The creation of such an overview will allow to get a better view on the organisation of restorative justice services, the strengths and weaknesses of the different organisation types, the content of the work of facilitators, their view on and satisfaction with their work. 

2.
Policy oriented research on restorative justice developments
2.1. Comparative study of national legislation in relation to victim-offender mediation


National regulation can be found in criminal law, criminal procedure or specific statutes, and in executive rules, guidelines and instructions. 


This research domain must allow to:

a) study the different kinds of legislation used;

b) make a common framework for analysis, allowing to compare legislation in the broad sense;

c) compare the presence of legislation in general on restorative justice;

d) study the lacunas in the legislative framework supporting restorative justice;

e) study the effect of the introduction of legislation on restorative justice practice;

f) put national legislation against international standards of juridical or practical nature.

2.2. Study of the relation between criminal justice and restorative justice practices and agencies


Action to be undertaken in this sub-domain:

a) study the types of relationship between restorative justice programmes and criminal justice;

b) draw conclusions on how co-operation agreements can best be set up to improve the use of restorative justice practices; 

c) analyse what types of referral procedures work best and why;

d) analyse whether agreements reached in a restorative justice scheme are referred back to the criminal justice system;

e) analyse which effect the agreements reached in a restorative justice scheme have on the further criminal justice procedure;

f) study how criminal justice practitioners and restorative justice practitioners experience the relation they have, and how they feel this relation can be improved. 

2.3. Study of training models and experiences of training legal professionals in the restorative justice area


This sub-domain focuses on the training of judges, prosecutors and lawyers in connection to restorative justice practices. This study should allow to:

a) get a view on whether training for criminal justice practitioners exists, in what form and on what level;

b) get a view on whether criminal justice practitioners are motivated to follow such training.

2.4. Study of new restorative justice models and applications


New models, such as family group or community conferences, have to be studied in relation to their objectives, concepts, processes and first results. Moreover, the application of restorative justice methods in particular settings, such as prisons, police services, schools and within the family context will be integrated. This study must allow to:

a) get a better view of new methods being applied in the restorative justice field in Europe and on when to use them;

b) get a better view on the possibility of implementing restorative justice in other domains.

3.
Theoretical research
Looking at the (sub-)domains mentioned above, it is clear that practice and policy developments influence theory and vice versa. All these domains cannot be studied loose from the theoretical conceptualisation of restorative justice. A need is felt to clarify and further theoretical concepts, approaches and frameworks on restorative justice. The key questions concern the relation of restorative justice to criminal law and punishment, to crime prevention and rehabilitation, and to societal developments. This domain is to be studied from the perspectives of legal theory, philosophy, ethics, sociology of law, pedagogy, social psychology and criminology. 
Remark

The new topic on ‘Restorative justice, violent state conflict and mass victimisation’ has become a sub-domain on its own since February 2005. It links up with all three aforementioned domains.

3.2. Working Groups

For each of the domains, a Working Group has been established and a co-ordinator chosen. These decisions were made during the first meeting of the Management Committee (Brussels, November 2002) and further elaborated at a meeting of the WG co-ordinators, the Chair and the Vice-Chair (the so-called Core Group) (Dublin, February 2003). By the end of 2004, the need was felt to have short preparatory meetings of the Core Group, right before the WGs meet, in a more regular way. 

The three WGs met two times in the course of 2003 (September and December) and three times in 2004 (March, August and October). WG1 (Evaluative research) started working on sub-domain 1.1. at the end of 2003, on sub-domain 1.2. in the beginning of 2005, whereas on sub-domain 1.3. work is not yet started. WG2 (Policy oriented research) started working on sub-domains 2.1., 2.3. and 2.4. at the end of 2003, and on sub-domain 2.2. in the beginning of 2004. WG3 (Theoretical research) as a whole has started from the effective beginning of the Action, September 2003. 

A separate, ‘transversal’ Working Group is being composed on the new topic of ‘Restorative justice, violent state conflict and mass victimisation’ in the beginning of 2005. It will function in a way that members of the other WGs can participate in its meetings and other activities.

In the beginning of 2005, the number of members of the three original Working Groups was respectively 18, 23 and 22 (see the lists in annex). WG2 nominated for each sub-domain one or two ‘reporters’. Since October 2004, WG3 organises parts of its meetings in three smaller sub-groups on the basis of three main themes that were deduced from an inventory of theoretical topics: ‘restorative justice and the law’, ‘restorative justice and society’ and ‘restorative justice: its meaning and scope’. 

3.3. Secretarial services

Part of the secretarial services for the Action is provided by the COST Office. For some other administrative support, the Chair can rely on the secretariat of the Department of Criminal Law and Criminology at the K.U.Leuven. The main part of the administrative work, however, is done by the Chair himself. Besides, the Action can benefit in a practical way from the Discussion Forum on the website of the European Forum for Victim-Offender Mediation and Restorative Justice (http://www.euforumrj.org). Both the MC and each WG has a discussion room at its disposal, on which announcements, minutes of meetings and other documents are posted and arguments are exchanged. It must be underlined, however, that familiarising with this electronic device for many implies a certain (initial) effort. 

4.
PARTICIPATION AND COORDINATION

4.1
Management Committee
Chairperson

Dr. Ivo AERTSEN

Katholieke Universiteit Leuven

Hooverplein 10

B-3000 Leuven

Tel.: +32 16 32 53 02

Fax: +32 16 32 54 63

E-mail: ivo.aertsen@law.kuleuven.ac.be
Vice Chairperson

Mr. Robert E. MACKAY 
7 Juniper Place 

Perth PHI  IEZ 

Scotland - UK 
Tel.: +44 1738 626 971 
Fax: /

E-mail: r.e.mackay@amicalis.fsnet.co.uk; remackay@pkc.gov.uk
No Secretary

Members

	Austria

Dr. Christa PELIKAN  

Institut für Rechts- und Kriminalsoziologie

A-1016 Wien
	Belgium

Dr. Johan DEKLERCK

Katholieke Universiteit Leuven 

B-3000 Leuven

Ms. Anne LEMONNE

Université Libre de Bruxelles

B-1050 Bruxelles

	
	

	Bulgaria

Dr. Dobrinka CHANKOVA

Institute for Conflict Resolution

1700 Sofia

Ms. Bozhana NEDELCHEVA

Free University of Varna 

Varna
	Cyprus

Ms. Olga GEORGIADES van der POL

Lellos P. Demetriades Law Office

CY-1096 Nicosia

	
	

	Finland 

Dr. Juhani IIVARI

STAKES The National Research and Development Centre

for Welfare and Health

FIN-00531 Helsinki
	France

Ms. Evelyne SERVERIN 

IDHE, UMR, ENS-Cachan 

94235 Cachan Cedex 

Dr. Jacques FAGET 

Institut d'études politiques de Bordeaux 

33604 Pessac

	
	

	Germany

Dr. Michael KILCHLING

Max-Planck-Institut für ausländisches und internationales Strafrecht

D-79100 Freiburg

Dr. Dieter RÖSSNER

Phillipps-Universitât Marburg

Institut für Kriminalwissenshaften

35037 Marburg
	Hungary

Dr. Tünde BARABAS

National Institute of Criminology

H-1122 Budapest

Ms. Borbala FELLEGI

ELTE University

H-1027 Budapest

	
	


	Ireland

Dr. Kieran O'DWYER

Garda Research Unit

IR-Templemore
	Israel

Dr. Sarah BEN-DAVID

Bar-Ilan University

IL-RAMAT-GAN 52900

Dr. Beni R. JAKOB

Bar-Ilan University

IL-RAMAT-GAN 52900

	
	

	Italy

Dr. Anna MESTITZ

IRSIG – CNR

Research Institute on Judicial Systems, National Research Council

I – 40126 Bologna

Dr. Vania PATANE

University of Catania

I – 95 124 Catania
	Netherlands

Dr. John BLAD

Erasmus University Rotterdam

NL-3000 DR Rotterdam

Ms. Katrien LAUWAERT

University of Maastricht

NL-6200 MD Maastricht

	
	

	Norway

Dr. Ida HYDLE

Agder Universiy College

N – 4838 Arendal
	Poland

Dr. Beata CZARNECKA-DZIALUK

Institute of Justice

00-071 Warsaw

	
	

	Portugal

Mr. Joao LAZARO

Associação de Apoio à Vitima (APAV) 

PT-Lisboa 

Mr. Frederico MARQUES

Associação de Apoio à Vitima (APAV) 

PT-Lisboa
	Romania

Dr. Doina BALAHUR

University Alexandru I Cuza

RO-6600 Iasi
Mrs. Ana BALAN

Penitentiary Direction

RO-Bucharest, cod 7000

	
	

	Slovenia

Dr. Marko BOSNJAK

University of Ljubljana

SI-1000 Ljubljana
	Spain

Ms. Anna VALL RIUS

Justice Department of Catalonia – Penal Mediation Team

ES-08720 VILLAFRANCA DEL PENEDÈS

Mr. Luis GORDILLO SANTANA

Victim Support Office - La Rioja

ES-26071 –LOGROÑO

	
	


	Switzerland

Ms. Joséphine CONTU

Swiss Federal Criminal Court

CH-6501 BELLINZONA

Ms. Jeannette NUESSLI

Institut für Lebensmittel- und Ernährungswissenschaften ETH Zentrum

CH-8092 Zürich
	United Kingdom

Dr. David MIERS

Cardiff University

UK-Cardiff


4.2
Participating Institutions
No formally participating institutions.

4.3
Meetings of the Management Committee
29 November 2002, Brussels

5 December 2003, Freiburg

23 March 2004, Kristiansand

20 October 2004, Budapest

5 February 2005, Ljubljana

4.4
Meetings of the Working Groups
CORE GROUP: 

· 7-8 February 2003, Dublin

· 17 October 2004, Budapest

· 2 February 2005, Ljubljana

WG1

· 15-16 September 2003, Lisbon

· 6 December 2003, Freiburg

· 21-22 March 2004, Kristiansand

· 25 August 2004, Amsterdam

· 18-19 October 2004, Budapest

· 3-4 February 2005, Ljubljana

WG2

· 15-16 September 2003, Lisbon

· 4 December 2003, Freiburg

· 21-22 March 2004, Kristiansand

· 25 August 2004, Amsterdam

· 18-19 October 2004, Budapest

· 3-4 February 2005, Ljubljana

WG3

· 15-16 September 2003, Lisbon

· 4 December 2003, Freiburg

· 21-22 March 2004, Kristiansand

· 25 August 2004, Amsterdam

· 18-19 October 2004, Budapest

· 3-4 February 2005, Ljubljana

4.5.  Short-term scientific missions

Three STSMs have been realised:

9-11 December 2003; 20-23 January 2004; 8 March 2004

Host: Katholieke Universiteit Leuven (BE), Department of Criminal Law and Criminology

Nationality of scientist: Dutch

Topic: Restorative justice for juveniles 

29 November – 20 December 2004

Host: Institut für Rechts- und Kriminalsoziologie, Vienna (A)

Nationality of Scientist: Slovenian

Topic: The theoretical relationship between criminal law and restorative justice

10-16 January 2005

Host: De Montfort University, Leicester (UK), Community and Criminal Justice Research Centre

Nationality of scientist: Irish

Topic: Results of evaluative research of restorative justice practices internationally

5.
RESULTS

In its first year, the Action was seriously handicapped by budgetary restrictions, due to the transition period of the COST organisation. The Action started with the first meeting of the MC in November 2002, where the scientific programme, as presented in the Technical Annex to the Memorandum of Understanding, was discussed. Domains and sub-domains were confirmed, reporters appointed and concrete work arrangements made. From the very beginning, much weight was given to the functioning of the Working Groups. These WGs, however, could not start working until September 2003. 

In that period the budget nevertheless allowed to organise a meeting with a limited group of participants. It was decided to organise a meeting with the three WG co-ordinators, the Chair and the Vice Chair (the Core Group). This meeting, held in the beginning of February in Dublin, proved to be successful. The general aim of the Action was re-defined in operational terms and was summarised as ‘collecting data on basic information and research, analysing the information, identifying the gaps and setting a research agenda’. In the philosophy of the Action, it was suggested that co-operation between policy-makers and scientists in the field of criminal justice should constitute a prominent perspective. For the first stage (and year) of the Action – collecting data – it was proposed that the WGs, for each sub-domain where appropriate, would develop templates. Using templates would allow not only to collect information from the different countries in a comparative way, but also to analyse the collected materials at different levels (after a first analysis, allowing for more in-depth analysis and the identification of new research topics and questions). By September 2003, when the WGs met for the first time, draft templates were developed in each of the WGs. 

WG1 (evaluative research) until now has mainly focused on sub-domain 1.1. (study of the process and the effects of victim-offender mediation and restorative justice). Findings from a preliminary seminar on empirical research in 9 European countries (Leuven, June 2002) were presented and discussed, as well as findings from a European Grotius study on the structure and functioning of mediation centres in Europe. The draft template to collect information on completed and ongoing evaluative research in European countries has been discussed and amended in consecutive meetings. Moreover, the WG discussed the outcome of international conferences on restorative justice. Finally, evaluative research methodology was debated, with attention for, amongst others, ethical questions.  

During the year 2004, WG1 has had 3 meetings. A guest lecturer, Paul McCold (US), was invited as external expert to the Budapest meeting (October). His lecture, of which all the WG’s made use, is going to be included in a planned publication. The WG meetings have been constructive. The work with one template is finished and several of the members of the group are writing up the results for a publication. Most of the group members are now working on a special issue of the Contemporary Justice Review. The work started at the Budapest meeting and continued in Ljubljana (February 2005). It is supposed to be finalised at the Maastricht meeting (October 2005). On another point, steps are being made to organise a workshop - possibly linked to the Maastricht meeting – on national data recording systems. Herewith, the WG started work on sub-domain 1.2.. Furthermore, the group has had some observers at the meetings. This has been experienced as fruitful. Finally, WG1 changed its co-ordinator during the year 2004 from Kieran O'Dwyer (IR) to Ida Hydle (NO).
WG2 (policy oriented research) started working on draft templates for two sub-domains quite soon in the beginning of the Action (2.3. and 2.4.: training of legal professionals and the study of new restorative justice models and applications). The drafts were discussed and re-shaped continuously, also in-between meetings via e-mail exchange and by using the website discussion room. Finally, both templates were tried out in two countries and, after last amendments, sent out to a group of respondents in about 25 European countries. Identifying and (re-)contacting respondents proved to be a time and labour consuming activity for both reporters. First results were presented during the Ljubljana meeting (February 2005), but data collection for sub-domain 2.4. is still going on. 

In the same WG, work on sub-domain 2.1. (comparative study of national legislation on victim-offender mediation) started in September 2003 too, based on a broader preliminary research done in the context of a Grotius project and by the European Forum for Victim-Offender Mediation and Restorative Justice. It was decided that updated information would be collected further in the coming period. Moreover, new entries (new countries) and also possible national and international sources for information were identified. WG members discussed the repartition of the work in terms of information collection, translation of legal texts and the elaboration of a scheme for comparative analysis (template). A detailed draft template for the further study of legislation in its socio-political context was presented and discussed at the WG meeting in October 2004, and refined by February 2005. The plan is to make an in-depth study, in a comparative way, on legislation in restorative justice in 8 European countries. It is planned that this study will result in a book. 

Finally, work in sub-domain 2.2. has been started up in March 2004 by identifying possible topics to be studied concerning the relation between criminal justice and restorative justice practices and agencies. It was decided to study this relationship through a research on ‘referral procedures’, for which a questionnaire has been developed and discussed at two WG meetings.

WG2 also changed co-ordinator, from Vania Patané to Michael Kilchling (February 2005).

WG3 (theoretical research) discussed a first draft template on the classification of theoretical research in restorative justice at its September 2003 meeting. The discussion resulted in two options: amending the template to classify theoretical research, and creating a template or structure to identify critical issues in theoretical research. Finally, the direction adopted stemmed from the vision that the purpose of the WG was not to write theoretical papers or to list theoretical work, but that a WG meeting should in itself be ‘an exercise in theoretical development’. Therefore, it was decided not to continue to work on the already discussed papers or on draft templates, but to focus on identifying key issues for restorative justice theory. The purpose of the WG was re-defined as to ‘clarify the theoretical ground of restorative justice with the aim of stimulating further developments in the field’. In order to realise this, the WG decided to strive for highlighting the core theoretical themes and controversies. Identified themes have been elaborated in the form of controversies. In order to structure the work, three sub-groups have been set up in October 2004, on respectively ‘restorative justice and the law’, ‘restorative justice and society’ and ‘restorative justice: its meaning and scope’. Each sub-group is working on a report based on its research so far. These reports will form the basis for discussion with three external experts at a workshop to be organised in October 2005.

Furthermore, a first workshop within the Action was held on 5-6 November 2004 at the Catholic University of Leuven, Belgium. The theme of the workshop was ‘The institutionalisation of restorative justice in a changing society’ and dealt with the mapping of, and reflection on, the institutionalisation of restorative justice practices starting from developments in three different European countries. Set up as a high level seminar, it was the explicit objective to invite well known scholars in the field of criminology and sociology who would be able to analyse, from a certain distance and using their theoretical and conceptual approaches, the phenomenon of the institutionalisation of restorative justice. The workshop tried to build bridges between the practical institutionalisation of restorative justice on the one hand, and the theoretical/normative reflection on penal developments on the other hand. 

The programme of the workshop contained three sessions with each time two or three presentations followed by discussion. The first session aimed at contextualising restorative justice within current societal and criminal justice developments. The second session discussed how restorative justice is being institutionalised in three countries (Belgium, the Netherlands, England/Wales). The third session presented several analytical and normative reflections on the theme, first starting from the ‘risk and governance’ thinking, then from the point of view of ‘informal justice’. Presentations during the sessions were given by eights experts. In total, 58 persons from 14 countries participated in the workshop. 

The workshop has been commented positively by the participants. The global concept turned out to be very attractive, the presentations and discussions challenging. The presentations, complemented by some other chapters, will result in a book to be published in the second half of 2005. The scientific report on the workshop can be consulted separately (in annex with this Progress Report). 

At the practical and financial level, a main problem must be mentioned here. It relates to the reimbursement system of COST. The organizers of the workshop regretted not having the possibility of pre-financing, and felt embarrassed vis-à-vis the keynote speakers to ask them to advance their expenses for travel, hotel accommodation and meals themselves. After all, reimbursement to them took more than five months. For the future, we urgently propose that, once a workshop (or conference) is approved, a part of the grant would be paid in advance to cover some important costs.

To conclude, the main scientific results reached in the COST Action so far should be reflected in the summary of activities of the three WGs, the first workshop and the STSMs. The activities of the Working Groups show their first direct research results. About 60 researchers in total are participating in the Working Groups now. Also an indirect effect has to be noted: as a result of the personal meetings in the WGs, colleagues are starting bi-lateral exchanges and other forms of co-operation. This effect is not always ‘visible’ or to be assessed exactly. Furthermore, new countries recently entered the Action (such as Romania, whereas Luxembourg is expected to join soon). 

The Action is reaching, on the one hand, a considerable number of young researchers, of which several are preparing a Ph.D. on a restorative justice related topic. On the other hand, the Action benefits from the participation of many senior researchers and well-known scholars in this field. The participation by research minded practitioners is evaluated positively as well. 

6.
DISSEMINATION OF RESULTS

6.1
Publications and Reports

Taking into account the specific research objectives and approaches, the progress made so far in the three WGs and the further planning, it becomes clear now that most reports and publications will be finalised only in the course of 2006, the Action’s last year. 

One book will be published still in 2005, resulting from the Leuven workshop on 5-6 November 2004 on the theme of ‘Institutionalisation of restorative justice’. The book will contain the workshop contributions of the invited experts, plus additionally invited contributions on the institutionalisation of restorative justice and its theoretical framework from France, Scotland, Belgium, Canada and New Zealand. The book will be published by Willan Publishing in England. No COST financial support has been asked for.

Finally, it has to be mentioned that the publication of the book with a first overview of empirical research on restorative justice in Europe, announced in the first progress report, has been delayed (I. Aertsen, I. Vanfraechem and J. Willemsens (eds.), ‘Restorative Justice in Europe: Empirical Research’, Leuven University Press). This is due to the long period that some of the contributors needed to update their text, and probably also the lack of pro-active co-ordination. All contributions but one are collected now, and the editors want to finish the work still in the first half of 2005. Unfortunately, by this delay, we missed the COST financial support of 3752 € that had been granted for this publication. 

6.2
Conferences and Workshops

One workshop has been organised in November 2004 (see above), which will result in a publication. Another workshop is planned for October 2005 (WG3), which also has to result in a publication. Other publications, as well as the final conference, will be discussed at the MC meeting of October 2005.

6.3 Website

The European Forum for Victim-Offender Mediation and Restorative Justice has made available its website for the COST Action. This is done in two ways:

· COST participants have access (for free) to the discussion room of the website, where 4 discussion groups were created for the Action. This is done respectively for the MC and for each of the three WGs. Members are communicating in these discussion groups and documents are being posted in attachment. Because these are protected discussion groups, participants have to apply for a password.

· A new web page within the website (under ‘projects’) has been made available for more general information on the Action, to be consulted by (external) visitors.

To visit the website: http://www.euforumrj.org
The MC (February 2005) decided to apply for COST financial support in order to make an extension of the web page, as well as a technical improvement of the discussion rooms (this would allow Action members to also consult internal documents), possible.

6.4
Scientific and Technical Co-operation

The Action has not established formalised contacts with scientific institutions or research programmes. Many Action participants have contacts, of course, with institutions at an individual level. At several occasions, a positive influence has been experienced of having the WG and MC meetings at a relevant research institute. Personal contact with the institute and further co-operation is being supported in this way. Moreover, three times the WG (and MC) meetings have been organised in connection with an international conference (Lisbon, September 2003; Amsterdam, August 2004; Budapest, October 2004). This made presentations to, and exchanges with, the wider scientific community possible related to several aspects: on COST itself, on the Action in general and on the themes dealt with by the WGs in particular. This was done by organising panels and poster sessions in Amsterdam (Annual Conference of the European Society of Criminology) and in Budapest (Bi-annual conference of the European Forum for Victim-Offender Mediation and Restorative Justice). Finally, the possibility of applying for an Integrated Project or Network of Excellence within the EU 6th Framework Programme has been discussed at the MC meeting in February 2005.

6.5
Transfer of results

No initiative taken so far.

7.
ECONOMIC DIMENSION

An estimate of total manpower expressed in person-year dedicated to the activities of the Action is roughly the following: 

· the manpower in person-day directly related to the meetings of the Core Group, MC and WGs in the course of 2003: 160 days; for 2004: 226 days.

· the manpower in person-day dedicated to work for the Action in between by all involved: 220 days in 2003; 480 days in 2004.

COST Expenditures:

	€
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	Total

	Meetings
	8.860
	32.100
	79.570
	
	
	

	STSMs
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Workshops
	
	
	1.159
	
	
	

	Publications
	
	3.752
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total
	8.860
	35.852
	80.719
	
	
	


8.
(SELF) EVALUATION

Although a final (self) evaluation is not yet required at this stage of the Action, some provisional findings and concerns – mainly on the practical level - should be expressed here:

· After a rather late start by the end of 2003, the implementation of the Action came to cruising speed in 2004. Most important is the work done by the three Working Groups. Personal involvement and commitment by WG members is high, the amount of work done so far considerable. The first outcome of this work is starting to appear at this moment (beginning of 2005). It will be a challenge in the coming period to bring these results together in qualitatively sound reports.

· Since most work is done by many WG members in-between the meetings, which has to be combined with daily duties and which is not honoured or compensated in financial terms, it becomes more and more obvious that personal commitment has its limits. For sure, there are personal benefits to be expected in terms of publication output, but this is the case only for a minority of the 60 Action members. In other words, for the more active members a high intrinsic motivation towards the work is pre-supposed. Certainly for the WG co-ordinators, which play a crucial role in the Action, and for the MC Chair as well, the Action requires a lot of additional time and effort. 

· In our first progress report, we complained about the long reimbursement periods. This problem was not really solved in the year 2004. Only in the beginning of 2005, a real improvement has been observed. On the other hand, reimbursements for the November 2004 workshop seem to require excessive periods again.

ANNEX 1: Scientific report, Workshop 5-6 November 2004 (see separate document)

ANNEX 2: WG members 
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WG 1 – Evaluative Research

Co-ordinator: Ida Hydle 

	Name
	Address
	Institute
	e-mail
	Fax
	Tel.



	DALE Geir
	Konfliktrådet i Oslo og Akershus,

Teatergt. 5, Pb. 8029 Dep, 0030 Oslo, Norway
	The Oslo board of mediation and conflict resolution
	geir.dale@konfliktraadet.no
	++4722991301
	++4722991300



	FAGET Jacques
	11, Allée Ausone, FR-33604 Pessac, France
	CNRS, Institut d’études politiques de Bordeaux
	j.faget@iep.u-bordeaux.fr
	++33/5.568.44.181
	++33/5.568.44.329

	FLINCK Aune
	PO Box 220

Fi-00531 Helsinki, Finland
	STAKES (National Research and Development  Centre for Welfare and Health
	aune.harju@stakes.fi
	++358/1 3967 2081
	++358/1 3967 2007

	HARTMANN

Arthur
	Friederick-Ebert-Anlage 6-10

69117 Heidelberg, Germany
	Institute of Criminology

University of Heidelberg
	Arthur.Hartmann@web.de
	++49/6221 547499
	++49/6221 547495

	HONKATUKIA Päivi
	POB 157, FIN-00121 Helsinki, Finland
	National Research Institute of Legal Policy
	paivi.honkatukia@om.fi 
	++358/9.1606.7866
	++358+/9.1606.7871

	HYDLE Ida
	Agder University College, Serviceboks 604, 4709 Arendal, Norway
	Continuing education
	ida.hydle@hia.no
	++47/3700.4001
	++47/3700.4053

	LAZARO Joao
	Rua do Sol Ao Rato 53-2°, 1250-305 Lisboa, Portugal
	APAV
	jlazaro@iol.pt
	Mobile: ++351/93.504.77.26
	

	LEMONNE Anne
	Université Libre de Bruxelles, av. F.D. Roosevelt 50 (c.p. 137), B-1050 Bruxelles, Belgium
	Université Libre de Bruxelles, Faculté de Droit, Centre de Recherches Criminologiques
	alemonne@ulb.ac.be 
	++32/2.650.46.36
	++32/2.650.45.28

	MESTITZ Anna
	Via Zamboni 26, I-40126 Bologna, Italy
	IRSIG-CNR, Research Institute on Judicial Systems, National Research Council
	mestitz@irsig.cnr.it
	++39/051.260250
	++39/051.265349

	O’DWYER Kieran
	Templemore, Co. Tipperary, Ireland
	Garda Research Unit, Garda Siochana College
	odwyerk@iol.ie 
	++353/504.35455
	++353/504.35427

	
	
	
	
	
	

	VLADIMIROV Grigor Radkov
	Studentki Grad Bl. 7A/10/95, Sofia 1700, Bulgaria
	Institute for Conflict Resolution
	gvladimirov@abv.bg or gvladimirov@medicom.bg
	++359/2.687.449
	++359/888.795522

	WILLIAMS

Brian
	4.61 Gateway Building,

De Montfort University,

Leicester LE1 9BH 

U.K.
	Community and Criminal Justice Research Unit
	bwilliam@dmu.ac.uk
	++44/116.257.7898

home: ++44/1629.820151
	++44/116.257.7898
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WG 2 – Policy Oriented Research

Coordinator: Michael Kilchling
Reporters:

· Sub-domain 2.1. (national legislations): David Miers and Ivo Aertsen

· Sub-domain 2.2. (relation RJ practices and agencies with criminal justice): Anna Vall Rius

· Sub-domain 2.3. (training of legal professionals): Borbala Fellegi

· Sub-domain 2.4 (new RJ models and applications): Dobrinka Chankova

· Sub-domain (temporarily under WG2) on ‘Restorative justice, violent state conflict and mass victimisation’: Kris Van Spauwen

	Name
	Address
	Institute
	e-mail
	Tel.
	Fax

	AERTSEN
Ivo
	Hooverplein 10, 
B-3000 Leuven, Belgium
	K.U.Leuven, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	ivo.aertsen@law.kuleuven.ac.be
	++32/16.32.53.02
	++32/16.32.54.63

	BARABAS
Tünde
	Mavros St. 6/a,
1122 Budapest, Hungary
	National Institute of Criminology
	barabas@okri.hu 
	++36/1.356.7566
	++36/1.356.7219

	CHANKOVA Dobrinka
	Studentski grad bl. 7A, ap. 95,
1700 Sofia,
Bulgaria
	Institute for Conflict Resolution
	chankova@techno-link.com 
	++359/2.687449
	++359/2.687449

	DE SOUTER Vicky
	Federal Public Service Justice,
Boulevard de Waterloo 115,
B-1000 Bruxelles, Belgium
	Department of Legislation and Fundamental Rights
	vicky.deSouter@just.fgov.be 
	++32/2.542.68.37
	++32/2.542.70.72

	FELLEGI
Borbala
	Hooverplein 10,
B-3000 Leuven, Belgium
	Euforum RJ, K.U.Leuven, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	borcsa@euforumrj.org
	+32 16 325540

+32 484 792515 (mobile)
	++32/16.32.54.63

	GEORGIADES Olga
	The Chanteclair House – 2
Souphoulis Str. 9th flr, 1096 Cyprus, Cyprus
	Lellos P. Demetriades Law Office
	Olgag@ldlaw.com.cy 
	++357/2267.6060
	++357/2266.5535

	GORDILLO SANTANA
Luis
	C/Breton de los Herreros  7, Apt. Correos 372 – 26071 –Logroño, la Rioja

Spain
	Victim Support Office - La Rioja
	oficina.victima@larioja.org
	++34/941214734
	++34/941287117

	GROENHUIJSEN Marc
	Netherlands
	Katholieke Universiteit Brabant
	M.S.Groenhuijsen@kub.nl
	
	

	IIVARI
Juhani
	Lintulahdenkuja 4 – PO Box 220,
00531 Helsinki, Finland
	STAKES - National Research and Development Centre for Welfare and Health
	juhani.iivari@stakes.fi
	++358/1.39672208

Mobile: ++358/40.5567.302
	++358/9.761307

	JACKSA
Michal
	Okolnik 11/9,

00-368 Warsaw, Poland
	Polskie Centrum Mediacji


	mjacksa@wp.pl
	Mobile::

+48/608 458 498
	

	KEREZSI
Klara


	Maros u. 6/a,
H-1122 Budapest, Hungary
	National Institute of Criminology
	kerezsi@okri.hu 
	++36/1.3567566
	++36/1.3567219

	KILCHLING Michael 
	Günterstalstrasse 73, D-79100 Freiburg, Germany
	Max-Planck-Institut für ausländisches und internationales Strafrecht
	m.kilchling@mpicc.de 
	++49/761.7081.230
	++49/791.7081.294

	LAUWAERT Katrien
	P.O. Box 616,
NL-6200 MD Maastricht
The Netherlands 
	University of Maastricht, Faculty of Law
	katrien.Lauwaert@strafr.unimaas.nl
	++31/43.388.30.37 (3377 secr.)
	/

	MIERS
David
	Museum Avenue – P.O. Box 427, CF10 3XJ Cardiff,
United Kingdom
	Cardiff University, Cardiff Law School
	miers@cf.ac.uk 
	++44/29.2087.4964
	++44/29.2087.4984

	MOYANO MARQUES Frederico
	Rva do Comércio 56-5°, 1100-150 Lisboa, Portugal
	Associaçao Portuguesa de Apoio a Vitima (APAV) – Victim Support
	frederico.moyano@clix.pt
apav.sede@apav.pt 
	++351/21.885.4095
	/

	NIELACZNA
Maria
	Fasolowa 13 m 11,
02-482 Warsaw, 
	Polish Center of Mediation


	mariad77@o2.pl
	++48-22-423 36 12

mobile: 605 66 18 12
	

	PATANE
Vania
	Via Gallo, 24,
I-95124 Catania,
Italy
	University of Catania, Law Faculty
	vpatane@lex.unict.it 

vania.patane@libero.it
	++39/95.230.363
	++39/95.230.454

	SIMON
Jan
	Günterstalstrasse 73, D-79100 Freiburg, Germany
	Max-Planck-Institut für ausländisches und internationales Strafrecht
	j.simon@mpicc.de
	
	

	Staninska
Emiliya
	(office)

3, Vlado Chernozemsky str.

2700 - Blagoevgrad

Bulgaria

(home addres)   

zk “Zapad”, bl.32, ap.3, 2700 - Blagoevgrad, Bulgaria 
	Investigating magistrate

Regional investigating office 
	estaninska@yahoo.co.uk
	+359 73885767
	+359 73 66230

	VALL RIUS

Anna
	A.da Luis Companys,11  - 08720 Villafranca del Penedès

Barcelona - Spain
	Justice Department of Catalonia – Penal Mediation Team
	annavall@icab.es

avallr@tinet.fut.es
	+34/ 629.84.69.46
	+34/93.81.711.35

	VAN CAMP Tinneke 
	Hooverplein 10,
B-3000 Leuven, Belgium
	National Institute for Criminalistics and Criminology
	tinneke.vancamp@just.fgov.be
	++32/22.08.40.51
	++32/22.08.40.52

	VAN SPAUWEN Kris
	Hooverplein 10,
B-3000 Leuven, Belgium
	K.U.Leuven, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	kris.vanspauwen@law.kuleuven.ac.be
	++32/16/32.53.08

mobile: ++32/494.173.089
	++32/16.32.54.78

	WEITEKAMP Elmar
	Hooverplein 10,
B-3000 Leuven, Belgium
	K.U.Leuven, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	Elmar.Weitekamp@law.kuleuven.ac.be
	++32/16.32.55.58
	++32/16.32.54.63

	WILLEMSENS Jolien
	Hooverplein 10,
B-3000 Leuven, Belgium
	K.U.Leuven, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	Jolien.Willemsens@law.kuleuven.ac.be 
	++32/16.32.54.29
	++32/16.32.54.74
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Co-ordinator: Rob MacKay

Deputy: Johan Deklerck

	Last Name
	First Name
	Address
	Country
	Institute
	E-mail
	Tel.
	Fax

	ANTUNES FERREIRA
	Manuel
	R. Vasco Santana 7 – 8 E

PT-2685-246 Portela LRS
	Portugal
	APAV
	mafantunes@netcabo.pt
	++351/96.400.6060
	

	BALOGH
	Eszter
	Szabadsagharcos u. 59, 

H-Szekeshegervar
	Hungary
	Kodolanyi Institute
	besztok@freemail.hu
	++36/30.251.7334
	

	BLAD
	John
	Nieuwstraat 86

3291 AS Strijen
	Netherlands
	Erasmus University Rotterdam
	blad@frg.eur.nl  
	++31/678.674.4094
	++31/610.408.9196

	BOSNJAK
	Marko
	Poljanski Nasip 2, 

1000 Ljubljana
	Slovenia
	University of Ljubljana, Faculty of Law, Institute of Criminology
	marko.bosnjak@pf.uni-Lj.si  
	++386/1.42.03.243
	++386/1.42.03.245

	CONTU
	Josephine
	CH-6501 Bellinzona
	Switzerland
	Swiss Federal Criminal Court
	josephine.c@bluemail.ch  
	
	

	DEKLERCK
	Johan
	Hooverplein 10

B-3000 Leuven
	Belgium
	KULeuven, Faculty of Law, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	johan.deklerck@law.kuleuven.ac.be 
	++32/16.32.54.67
	++32/16.32.54.63

	FAGET 
	Jacques
	11, rue Allée Ausone

FR-33604 Pessac
	France
	CNRS, Institut d’etudes politiques de Bordeaux
	j.faget@sciencespobordeaux.fr  
	++33/5.568.44.181
	++33/5.568.44.329

	BENI
	Jakob
	Ben-Yahuda Street 212, P.O. Box 2638

61264 Tel-Aviv
	Israel
	Mediation Constructs 
	jakobbeni@biu013.net.il
	++972/54.445.7002
	++972/15.335.172.829

	KAPTEIN
	Hendrik
	P.O. Box 1030

NL-1000 BA Amsterdam
	The Netherlands
	University of Amsterdam
	h.j.kaptein@uva.nl  
	++31/20.525.1751
	++31/20.525.3549

	LANGLEV-BAKALOV
	Georg
	
	
	
	georg_bakalov@lex.bg  
	++359/888.571.249
	

	MACKAY
	Robert
	Perth and Kinross Council Blackfriars Development Centre, PH1 5LU Perth
	U.K.
	Education and Children’s Service & Perth College, UHI, Millenium Institute
	remackay@pkc.gov.uk  
	++44/1738.477.869
	++44/1738.476.210

	PELIKAN
	Christa
	Museumstrasse 5

A-1016 Wien
	Austria
	Institut für Rechts- und Kriminalsoziologie
	christa.pelican@irks.at 
	++43/1.526.1516
	++43/1.526.1516

	PLATEK
	Monika
	
	Poland
	
	platek@warman.com.pl
	
	

	ROESSNER
	Dieter
	
	Germany
	Criminal Law and Criminology, University of Marburg
	roessner@staff.uni-marburg.de  
	
	

	SOUSA PEREIRA
	Sonia
	Av., Fontes Pereira de Melo 35-4e
PT-1050-118 Lisboa
	Portugal
	APAV
	Sonia.pereira-656@clix.pt
	++351/21.315.0779

Mobile : ++351/93.640.3848
	

	VAN DEN HEUVEL
	Grat
	P.O. Box 616

NL-6200 MD Maastricht
	Netherlands
	Department of Criminal Law and Criminology, University of Maastricht
	grat.vandenheuvel@straf.unimaas.nl 
	++31/43.388.3377
	++31/43.631.8205

	VAN STOKKOM
	Bas
	PO Box 6500

HD Nijmegen
	Netherlands
	Centre of Ethics,

Radboud University
	vanstokkom@tiscali.nl 
	++31/24.361.2751
	++31/24.361.1802

	VANFRAECHEM
	Inge
	Hooverplein 10

B-3000 Leuven
	Belgium
	KULeuven, Faculty of Law, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	inge.vanfraechem@law.kuleuven.ac.be 
	++32/16.32.55.06
	++32/16.32.54.63

	WALGRAVE
	Lode
	Hooverplein 10,

B-3000 Leuven
	Belgium
	KULeuven, Faculty of Law, Dept. Criminal Law and Criminology
	lode.walgrave@law.kuleuven.ac.be 
	++32/16.32.54.74
	++32/16.32.54.63

	WALUK
	Janina
	Okolnik 11/9

00-368 Warsaw
	Poland
	Polish Centre for Mediation
	pcm@free.ngo.po 
	++48/22 826 0663
	++48/22 826 0663

	WINDT
	Szandra
	Maros u 6/a

1122 Budapest
	Hungary
	National Institute of Criminology
	windt@okri.hu 
	++36/46 585 177
	++36/46 585 179

	WRIGHT
	Martin
	19 Hillside Road

London SW2 3HL
	UK
	University of Sussex
	m-w@dircon.co.uk 
	++44/20 8671 8037
	


� It should be underlined that the end date of Action or Prolongation is 28 November 2006, and not 20 November 2006 as is mentioned in some other documents.





