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RE: Restorative Justice in England 
Based on the £5 million investment in our 7 randomized controlled trials of RJ in England, the Lee Centre at Cambridge and the University of Sheffield have found that 

· RJ conferences reduced the frequency of reconvictions by 27% per year at risk 
· Each RJ prevented up to 49 crimes per year, assuming the 39 self-reported crimes per conviction found in a long-term Cambridge study in London

· Frequency of convictions affect national crime rates far more than % reconvicted

· Victim takeup of RJ ranges from 48% to 76% when police explain and conduct it
· No other “reducing reoffending” strategy has an evidence base of 12 RCTs

· Face-to-face RJ does not happen without dedicated resources for specialist teams that do nothing but seek cases, organize and deliver RJ conferences 
· Police have best and most cost-effective RJ delivery record; police need funds 

· RJ in prison before re-settlement of violent offenders prevents 26 crimes per year, for those willing; evidence needs replication before national rollout    

   Table 1 Did restorative justice reduce the frequency of reconviction?

(post-assignment period: number of offences per year at risk, those with any time in the community)

	Site and Sample
	Mean number of

Offences

Per person 
for 
RJ group in RJ period per year at risk
	Number in RJ group
	Mean number of offences 

Per 

person

for Control group in RJ period per year at risk
	Number in control group
	Percent 

Reduction in

Frequency of
Re-conviction
Per Person

For RJ Group 

Compared to

Control Group

	London street crime
	1.85
	43
	2.01
	45
	-8 %

	London burglary
	2.88
	87
	3.41
	80
	-16 %

	London total
	2.54
	130
	2.91
	125
	-13 %

	Northumbria final warning
	0.41
	108
	0.79
	100
	-48 %

	Northumbria court property 
	3.03
	31
	3.97
	32
	-24 %

	Northumbria court assault 
	0.82
	23
	2.08
	21
	-41 %

	Northumbria total
	0.97
	162
	1.63
	153
	-40 %

	Thames Valley prison
	1.39
	52
	2.06
	42
	-33 %

	Thames Valley community
	0.59
	30
	1.32
	34
	-55 %

	Thames Valley total
	1.10
	82
	1.73
	76
	-36 %

	Total all sites
	1.54
	374
	2.10
	354
	-27 %


Table 2  Value for money calculations, comparing the cost of running the scheme with the financial benefit from any decreased reconviction, over the running period, all to 2004/5 prices

	
	
	After-Only 

Difference of RJ from Control 

benefit

£
	Before-After Difference of RJ from Control 

benefit

£
	Cost for restorative justice  cases

£
	Benefit to Cost Ratio

(Before-After Benefit)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	RCTs London
	
	2,214,811
	£8,261,028
	£598,848
	13.8 to 1

	RCTs Northumbria
	
	1,414,953
	£320,125
	£275,411
	1.16 to 1

	RCTS Thames Valley
	
	1,808,952
	£461,455
	£222,463
	2.1 to 1

	All 7 RCTs 
	
	5,438,716
	£9,042,608
	£1,096,722
	8.2 to 1
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The magnitude of effect of RJ on frequency of reconviction has been tested in 12 RCTs: 4 in Australia, one in the US, and 7 in the UK. The lines in the next graph show the 95% confidence intervals, while the mid-points of the lines show the standard mean difference between RJ cases and the control cases. The diamond at bottom shows the average effect, and the statistical significance of the pattern. See www.cochrane.org for the manual used by NICE to interpret such forest plots.  
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RCTs of RJ in UK, US, Australia

Study or Subgroup

JPP

PCA

LOR

LOB

TVP

JPS

NCP

IND

TVC

NFW

JVC

NCA

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.01; Chi² = 15.35, df= 11 (P = 0.17); I² = 28%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.10 (P = 0.04)

Mean

1.02

0.09

1.85

2.88

1.39

0.57

3.03

1.29

0.59

0.41

0.42

0.82

SD

2.68

0.57

3.85

4.64

3.24

1.71

5

1.789

1.18

0.79

1.25

1.25

Total

127

447

43

87

52

77

31

400

30

108

62

23

1487

Mean

0.69

0.06

2.01

3.41

2.06

0.82

3.97

1.67

1.32

0.79

0.88

2.08

SD

2.1

0.25

3.38

5.42

5.95

1.52

4.33

2.007

3.9

1.81

1.98

5.32

Total

121

450

45

80

42

65

32

382

34

100

59

21

1431

Weight

10.5%

20.8%

4.7%

7.9%

4.9%

6.9%

3.5%

19.7%

3.5%

9.2%

6.1%

2.5%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.14 [-0.11, 0.39]

0.07 [-0.06, 0.20]

-0.04 [-0.46, 0.37]

-0.10 [-0.41, 0.20]

-0.14 [-0.55, 0.26]

-0.15 [-0.48, 0.18]

-0.20 [-0.69, 0.30]

-0.20 [-0.34, -0.06]

-0.24 [-0.74, 0.25]

-0.27 [-0.55, -0.00]

-0.28 [-0.64, 0.08]

-0.33 [-0.92, 0.27]

-0.10 [-0.20, -0.01]

RJ CJ Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI
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� Farrington, DP, 2006. Criminal careers up to age 50 and life success up to age 48: new findings from the Cambridge Study in Delinquent Development. 2nd edition. Home Office Research Study 299. London: Home Office Research, Statistics and Development Directorate, Table 4.7. 





� Calculated from Joanna Shapland, et al, DOES RESTORATIVE JUSTICE AFFECT RECONVICTION? THE FOURTH REPORT FROM THE EVALUATION OF THREE SCHEMES. London: Ministry of Justice, June, 2008.  


� Calculated from Joanna Shapland, et al, DOES RESTORATIVE JUSTICE AFFECT RECONVICTION? THE FOURTH REPORT FROM THE EVALUATION OF THREE SCHEMES. London: Ministry of Justice, June, 2008.  
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