SOCIO-LEGAL STUDIES ASSOCIATION

MINUTES OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

20 JANUARY 2005 AT BIRKBECK COLLEGE, LONDON
NB: EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETINGS DATES: 12 May 2005.
1. Attendance and apologies for absence: Present: Mike Mehan, Sally Wheeler, Richard Collier, Mary Seneviratne, Anthony Bradney, Richard Moorhead, Daniel Monk, Bronwen Morgan, Lois Bibbings, Marie Selwood, Anne Barlow, Grace James, Alison Dunn, Lisa Glennon, Fiona Beveridge, Paddy Hillyard, John Flood.

Apologies for Absence: Helen Carr, Nick Jackson, Bettina Lange, Tom Mullen, Morag McDermont, Anne-Maree Farrell, Julian Webb, Lisa Webley, 

2. Minutes of last meeting:  Minutes agreed and have been posted on the SLSA website at http://www.kent.ac.uk/slsa/contacts.htm.

3. Matters arising from minutes: None.

4. Chair’s report: Main activities have been attending and presenting at SLSA postgraduate conference in early January; liaising with AHRB over socio-legal research initiatives and treatment of bibliographic materials by AHRB for RAE; co-ordinating strategies in law education with ALT, CHULS, & SLS and will meet at Nottingham Trent University on 28 February.

5. Vice-chair’s report: None.

6. Treasurer’s report: see attached report below. Note that Daniel Monk will be taking over the Treasurer’s position after the AGM.

7. Newsletter editor’s report: see attached report below. All back issues up to penultimate issue will now be placed on the website.

8. Web master’s and website editor’s reports: see attached reports below. The problem of how to deal with the email list was discussed as Lisa Webley is stepping down from the executive. It was proposed that the executive committee should pay someone to handle it. Marie Selwood will look into the feasibility of her taking it over.

9. Directory: see attached report below. It is now confirmed that Lexi/Nexis wil no longer support the Directory. Sally Wheeler will continue negotiations with Richard Hart for support. A small number of the 2004 Directories will be kept, but the remainder will be recycled.
10. Membership: see attached report below. After discussion it was agreed to continue to offer postgraduates free first year membership of the SLSA.
11. Marie Selwood’s contract: Please refer to SLSA secretary for details.
12. AHRB: The Arts and Humanities Research Board sent the SLSA two requests.
(a) see attached letter from AHRB and list of journals below. The intent is to compile a list of esteemed journals as reference points in the field. The SLSA rejects this approach and has agreed to co-sign a letter with the SLS, CHULS, and ALT criticising the AHRB for this quasi-bibliometric move.
(b) see list of attached questions to learned societies below. Sally Wheeler will compose response to these questions. The response will be placed on the SLSA website.

13. Conference 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008: 

(a) 2005: see attached report below. Progress is healthy: streams have filled up. However, we need to attract more bookings. The new head of the new Liverpool Community Court will give a plenary speech. Since he will take the time normally given to the SLSA AGM, an alternative time, probably before the start of the conference, will be found. The question of late bookings was discussed.
(b) 2006: conference to be held at Stirling. Good access from Glasgow and Edinburgh. While there is no difficulty with meeting spaces on campus there is no on-campus accommodation available at the proposed time. Would use hotels in nearby Dunblane. There is the possibility of holding the entire conference at an hotel in Dunblane depending on the availability of facilities. There are plentiful inexpensive B&Bs nearby. Anthony Bradney and Sally Wheeler will explore further.
(c) 2007: conference will be held at Kent with entire conference including accommodation on campus.
(d) 2008: John Flood will explore potential of using Goodenough College in London for this conference.

14. Postgraduate conference: There was a problem with numbers attending this year—only 15 turned up. The executive discussed possible alternative venues and times for the conference, but no resolution was arrived at.
15. The executive needs a new postgraduate representative. The post will be advertised in the Newsletter.

16. Research grants: see attached report below. Questions were raised about the eligibility of postgraduate applicants. It was decided that Mary Seneviratne, Paddy Hillyard, Bronwen Morgan, and John Flood would establish clear criteria.
17. Prizes: see attached report on nominations below. It was agreed that the new split categories had been successful. See also queries raised concerning language of entries attached below.
18. LSA co-sponsorship: We agree to co-sponsor the 2007 meeting in Europe. Sally Wheeler will take nominations for the SLSA member of the proposed program committee for 2007.

19. Links with other societies: The British Society of Criminology has agreed to informal links with the SLSA.
20. One day conferences: the one day ethics conference at Westminster provisionally made a small profit. It depends on the cost of catering. John Flood to follow that up. It was also agreed that under normal circumstances a cancellation charge of 20% of the registration fee should be imposed.
21. Any other business: Julian Webb will take over the position of secretary after the AGM. 

Bronwen Morgan reported that the summer institute had received 103 applications.

Richard Moorhead reported that the Journal of Law and Society is thinking about speakers for the 2006 conference plenary. Serious ideas are invited as soon as possible.

There was a discussion about where executive committee meetings should be held. The key question was whether we should have fixed London venue. Anthony Bradney will explore the Institutes of Advanced Legal Studies and Education as possibilities.
SLSA INCOME AND EXPENDITURE

1 March 2004 – 31 December 2004

	CURRENT ACCOUNT
	
	
	
	
	

	Income
	
	
	
	
	

	Membership: Standing orders

                      Cheques
	
	7147.00

4303.89
	
	11,470.89
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Royalties

	
	
	
	     199.92
	

	
	
	
	
	     
	

	Publishers inserts (newsletter)
	
	
	
	     1,125.00
	

	Book Prize (Harts)
	
	
	
	500.00
	

	Refund for Ethics Conference

	
	
	
	87.50
	

	P/g bursaries (from JLS/Blackwells 
	
	
	
	2,000.00
	

	Total
	
	
	
	
	15,363.31

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Expenditure
	
	
	
	
	

	Newsletter: Production
	6,413.00
	
	
	
	

	                   Postage
	298.91
	
	
	
	

	                   Inserts

	112.50
	
	6,824.41
	
	

	Directory
	
	
	2,380.00
	
	

	Executive expenses
	
	
	4,613.41
	
	

	Postgraduate bursaries

	
	
	2,510.00
	
	

	Book and Article prizes

	
	
	600.00
	
	

	Research Grants Scheme
	
	
	7,999.00
	
	

	Membership: leaflets and postage
	
	
	234.00
	
	

	Refunds on membership
	
	
	55.00
	
	

	Website
	
	
	2,880.09
	
	

	ALSISS membership
	
	
	126.50
	
	

	Ethics Conference

	
	
	894.70
	
	

	Glasgow Conference (plenary speaker)

	
	
	196.60
	
	

	Total
	
	
	
	
	29, 313.71

	Net Balance

	
	
	-13,950.40
	
	

	Add funds transferred from deposit account

	
	
	8,000.00
	
	-5,950.40

	Add funds at 29.2.04
	
	
	11,845.15
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Closing Balance
	
	
	
	
	5,894.75


	
	
	
	
	
	

	DEPOSIT ACCOUNT
	
	
	
	
	33,134.86

	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	
	
	
	
	39,029.61


Newsletter Editor’s Report to SLSA Executive Committee

Marie Selwood

20 January 2005
General

1. I need a new liaison person on the Executive Committee.

2. Can I please have volunteers to receive boxes of newsletters for distribution to students and colleagues?

3. I now have the facility to put all the issues of the newsletter that I have edited on the website in pdf format. There are currently 3 back issues on there. Does anyone have a view on this? For future issues I would delay putting each one up until the subsequent one is published. I was also wondering whether it would be valuable to produce a newsletter index for the website?

Number 44 (winter 2004)

I was very pleased with this issue of the newsletter and felt that it had a good spread of content. The production process went very smoothly and it was published about four days early. The new production editor at Cavendish is very helpful. She has appointed a new printing firm who are very conscientious and I am really happy with the quality of printing, paper and distribution for this issue.

Other points

· print run – 2000

800 for JLS

1200 for membership list

· page 15 Liverpool conference

· page 16 Cavendish ad

· total editorial pages –14
Inserts

· Hart Publishing

Number 45 (spring 2005)
This issue is progressing quite well. I’m hoping to receive more material from members over the next few days. I’ve had to chivvy them a bit as the deadline is a bit earlier and everyone has obviously been out of touch for the last couple of weeks. I’m also expecting the meeting to provide some more items as usual. Otherwise I might start panicking!

Other points
· print run – 3500 (approx)


800 for JLS


1200 for membership list


1000 for LSA (awaiting confirmation that these will be needed)


500 for SLSA conference

· page 15 Liverpool conference

· page 16 Cavendish ad

· total editorial pages –14
Inserts

· Hart Publishing

· Taylor and Francis Journal of Social Welfare and Family Law 

For SLSA executive meeting 20 Jan 05 

Web master’s report

Main pages

1. Division of labour between Marie Selwood as Editor and Kent Law School in maintaining the site and providing technical backup continues to work well.  We are currently exploring further detailed changes in methods of working but these have no policy implications and (should) pose no risks to the site.

Bulletin boards

2. I’m not aware that any  replacement has yet emerged for Lisa Webley, who wants to give up the email list and bulletin board? I think we can make the role a lot easier by shifting from the mailing list to the bulletin board as the principal carrier of announcements and I hope this will encourage a successor to come forward:

a. We need a mechanism which puts detailed, up-to-date, information in mailboxes.  

b. The mailing list does this well, but has meant a lot of work for Lisa. 

c. The main web site is not an adequate substitute for the mailing list. It cannot reach mailboxes. To make it deal with detailed and frequently-updated  information would (certainly) involve a very big increase in Marie’s workload and (I think) detract from the clarity of the current site and its focus around the SLSA’s own activities + research areas.

d. The bulletin board can be a more than adequate substitute for the mailing list (though in the way we use it at the moment it adds to the workload rather than reduces it). Briefly, we can: 
(i) let people who have announcements post them themselves, subject to approval from Lisa’s successor and 
(ii) use the board’s “digesting” facility, instead of the mailing list, automatically to email members about announcements
.
Administration of the bulletin board (though not a negligible job) should  be a lot less onerous than running the mailing list. Full support will be available from Kent in getting into board administration and in handling any subsequent problems.

Shifting from mailing list to bulletin board is not without issues, and would require a careful transition.  Ideally, Lisa or a willing successor should take a lead on this, with Kent support. In the alternative, I would be happy to take the (suitably cautious) initiative in trying to make the job easier if the Executive would like me to – but not to take on Lisa’s role myself.

Nick Jackson

Website Editor’s Report to SLSA Executive Committee

Marie Selwood

20 January 2005
General

1. The restructuring of the site went ahead as planned and we are very pleased with the result and now feel happy that we have got most of it right.

2. The latest housekeeping update of the site was carried out last week.

Research areas ... again!

Does anyone have any idea how we can solve the problem with this area. We are still missing some major research areas. I could put another call out to members for volunteers but have not had much luck with this the other times It may be better to delete the areas listed on the website that don’t have lists of links attached until we can find someone take them on. They are:

Civil liberties and human rights 

Environmental law 

Financial services regulation 

Health care law 

Law and literature 

Law and social theory 

Legal geography 

Legal history 

Property, equity and trusts 

Religion and law 

Research methods, methodology 

Directory Editor’s Report to SLSA Executive Committee

Marie Selwood

20 January 2005
Directory 2005

Printing and distribution

Files were sent off to LexisNexis/Butterworths on the agreed date. The directory was printed in November and 150 copies sent to Liverpool for distribution to non-members who attend the conference. The remaining 950 were sent to Westminster and are awaiting distribution.

I have an advance copy which looks very good.

Response rate

Total number of new forms and updates



237

Compared with previous years

2005



237

2004



234

2003



233

2002



220

2001



296

2000



160

Directory 2006

I haven’t had any official notification of LexisNexis’ intention to stop sponsoring the directory, however, this seems to be pretty definite. We need to find another sponsor as soon as possible. 

SLSA Executive Committee Meeting - 20 January 2005

Report from Membership Secretary

On 18 January 2005, the current state of the mailing database was as follows:

871 on mailing list

377 non-members (receive the Newsletter and Directory free)

494 members (only 12 of these remain unpaid for this year)

· 390 full members (365 this time last year)

· 104 postgraduate members (up from 61 this time last year)

Removal of non-payers

On 16 November, after no response to emails and letters, 43 members (18 p/grads & 25 full members) were deleted from the database for non-payment of fees. Of these, 5 re-joined after paying fees.

Standing Order Updates

There are still some members who have not updated their standing orders:

39 members are still paying £25

10 members are still paying £15

5 postgraduates still paying £7

Lisa Glennon

Membership Secretary


Dear

AHRB Journal Reference List Project 

As you will know only too well, there have been various public debates in the past couple of years about how best to assess the quality and international standing of the UK research base. This applies to both sides of the dual support system. There is an ongoing debate within the Funding Councils about the future of the Research Assessment Exercise, and the Research Councils are in the midst of discussions with the Office of Science and Technology (OST) about the budget allocations arising from the 2004 Spending Review and how those allocations will be spent in the coming years. Both the Funding Councils and Research Councils must demonstrate to Government how the extra investment secured this year for the UK research base will strengthen and improve the UK’s international research performance. 

The AHRB has developed a consistent policy and strategy on this issue, at the core of which is the principle that quality assessments are, by their very nature, judgement-based and rely on peer review. We have held this line despite pressure for simple indicators, or metrics, to be developed across the research base. In the sciences a degree of consensus has emerged in the use of bibliometric citation indices as indicators of research quality and impact. The use of such citation indices is inappropriate for the arts and humanities, as the accompanying brief to this letter makes clear. In debates, therefore, about the RAE and in discussions with the OST and others, we have consistently spoken out against the use of citations in the arts and humanities. 

Our line of argumentation has been very well received by all concerned, and the key government departments recognise that unworkable or unrepresentative indicators are not helpful for any of the parties involved. Nevertheless, some form of quantitative indicator is still required. Whatever point of principle we adopt for such debates, in the context of demonstrating the value of AHRB funding, simply saying no is not an acceptable position, because it carries the risk that other alternatives will be developed and imposed that could be as unacceptable and damaging as citation indices. 

Hence, over the past six months we have taken the initiative in exploring ideas for alternative indicators that will better represent the quality and standing of the UK arts and humanities research base whilst holding firm to our principles. Central to our approach has been the idea that specific activities within the academic community explicitly or implicitly involve the exercise of peer judgement. One such activity is the process of publishing articles in journals. 

We have, therefore, decided to launch a pilot exercise with those parts of our subject domain where we have evidence that journal articles are a reasonable representation of research output. The idea is to develop, in cooperation with the research community, a reference list of those journals considered to be the most important and significant in the respective subject domains. 

This is a very important exercise for the arts and humanities research base, and therefore we want to involve as many people from the research community as possible. We would be very grateful if you and the colleagues in your department could consider the attached list of journals and indicate those you feel are the most important and significant in your departments research area. 

Full guidance is provided in the enclosed briefing note, but we would ask that you attempt to return no more than ten publications from the enclosed list, as we will be aiming for around ten from each subject area, and it is important that we try to focus on a consensus about the most significant journals. In making your selections, you should consider those you and your colleagues consider the best, whether or not you publish in them yourselves. There is also space on the attached list for you to add any journals you feel have been missed which have particular importance in your subject area. The information you supply will be analysed alongside that supplied by other departments and used to create the reference list. 

I appreciate that you and your colleagues are very busy, but we would be very grateful if you could take the time to complete this exercise and return the form to Laura Lugg by the 4th February 2005. 

Thank you for your help in creating what we hope will become an important resource that can help the AHRB and wider research community to demonstrate the international standing and quality of arts and humanities research. If you have any questions relating to this project, please do not hesitate to contact my research officer, Laura Lugg (email: l.lugg@ahrb.ac.uk, tel: 0117 9876 556). Otherwise, we look forward to receiving your response.

With very best wishes.

Yours sincerely


[image: image1.png]


Professor Geoffrey Crossick

Briefing for academic participants in the AHRB Journal Reference List project

Background

1. Over the past couple of years the AHRB has been involved in various public debates about how to assess and demonstrate quality and international excellence in the research base. As you will be aware, this is a live debate for the future Research Assessment Exercise, but it has also become important for the Research Councils in their dealing with the Government. You will also be aware that most natural and life science subjects have accepted that bibliometric citations are a legitimate way to assess research quality both at a national and international level.

2. Citations, however, are not appropriate proxies for quality in the arts and humanities, where citation behaviour is different and journal publication is not so dominant as a form of output as it is in the natural sciences. Where there is a reasonable level of journal publication, there is a wide diversity of journals used, many of a specialist nature and many in non-Anglophone languages and cultural settings.

3. The AHRB has long argued that the essence of quality assessment is peer judgement. The Board therefore supports the continuation of peer review as the primary means of assessment in the RAE. The Board is also placing peer judgements at the heart of its impact assessments of specific subjects. But the Board also accepts that it is necessary to define and implement a small number of proxy indicators that will enable the arts and humanities research base to stand its ground alongside the other academic subjects. Hence, for the past six months the Board has been exploring a number of options to develop proxy quality indicators that maintain the integrity of its position that quality is a peer judgement. The approach has been to focus on options that represent a measure of peer esteem. It is with one such exercise that we are now seeking your assistance.

Journal Publication as a Process of Peer Judgement – Constructing a Reference List of key journals

4. The Office of Science and Technology, to whom the new Arts and Humanities Research Council will answer from April 2005, has accepted the Board’s argument that it is the process of journal publication, with its underpinning peer review system, that provides a stamp of quality assurance. The Board has decided, therefore, to focus on articles published by UK researchers in a reference list of leading journals for ten subject areas where journal publication represents a reasonable proportion of total research output. The subjects that we have chosen to focus on are:

· Archaeology

· Asian Studies

· Communication, Cultural and Media Studies

· French

· History

· Law

· Linguistics

· Middle Eastern and African Studies

· Music

· Philosophy

5. We have constructed an alphabetical list of some journals in which UK academics from these subjects have published in the past. Our first task, for which we are now seeking the help of the respective subject communities, is to compile a list of around ten leading journals for each subject (the number might vary slightly depending on the size of the respective subjects listed in paragraph 4 above. 

6. On the attached journal listing, up to 40 journals are shown in alphabetical order. We are asking each department to return a composite response and to tell us which would be their top ten journals by ticking one or more of three columns. We have three categories of journals; international, national and specialist:

· international – denotes a journal that is of international standing with articles by overseas researchers, with an international editorial board and policy, and with an international academic audience;

· national – denotes a journal that has a more national (or sub-national) focus (whether UK or overseas – for example, a French journal in French studies) but still has articles by overseas researchers within that subject domain and an international editorial board or policy. The relevance to an academic audience might be at a more limited national or sub-national level;

· specialist – denotes a journal that is in its content coverage very specialist within its own wider subject domain (for example, Hume Studies in Philosophy) and where the audience is very limited in size but very international in scope and significance, with international editorial board and policy.

7. In all cases, any journal in a department’s top ten must be either international or national. The specialist attribution should only be applied to those journals where the appeal and scope of the journal is known to be small, but where the significance of the journal as a primary means of research publication is generally accepted to be very great within that field.

8. It is possible that there are key journals missing from each list. At the end of each list, therefore, departments should feel free to add any additional journal along with the relevant international, national or specialist categorisation. 

9. For each subject, all responses in that subject area will be analysed and the numbers for each journal aggregated to produce a list of the most significant journals in that field as indicated by the academy itself. The specialist category will be used to ensure that the selected lists for each subject are not dominated by numerical superiority. The analysis will be conducted under the auspices of the Board’s Monitoring and Evaluation Committee, which will take peer advice on each list as appropriate.

10. There will be some further quality control exercised by the AHRB at the second stage, when the AHRB will analyse those selected top-ranked journals to ensure that they have the prerequisite international credentials. The main part of this second stage will be to analyse the selected journals for the numbers and proportion of articles with UK authors whether as lead or co-authors. In the future these lists will also be used to capture outputs arising from AHRB-funded awards.

11. This is an important exercise for both the AHRB and the wider arts and humanities research community. Having resisted citations indices as proxy for research quality, we are unique amongst other academic subjects in having the opportunity to define our own quality indicators. This journal reference list approach is an important element in grasping this opportunity, but the AHRB needs the help of the entire community in developing and implementing this novel and domain-friendly approach to ensure that as far as possible there is consensus around the lists that eventually emerge. 

12. The concept underpinning this work is not unique to the UK. The European Science Foundation’s (ESF) Standing Committee for the Humanities (SCH) is developing a European-level reference list across its member organisations, and Professor Worton (Chairman of the AHRB’s Monitoring and Evaluation Committee) is the UK representative on the Steering Committee. This activity was initiated in response to a recognition that the citations in the arts and humanities produced by the US ISI reference indices were dominated by US anglophone journals that do not represent the cultural heterogeneity of arts and humanities research. This work undertaken by the AHRB will complement the European work and also inform Professor Worton’s contribution to the ESF SCH Steering Committee. 

Further Information and Completed Responses

13. If you have any queries, please contact Laura Lugg in the Evaluation and Analytical Services Division, to whom all responses should be sent by 4th February 2005. Her telephone number is 0117 987 6556 and her e-mail is l.lugg@ahrb.ac.uk
AHRB: Law

Name of Department and Institution:

Person submitting report:

Number of people participating in the exercise:
	Journal title
	International importance
	National importance
	Specialist importance

	American Journal of International Law
	 
	 
	 

	Anglo-American Law Review
	 
	 
	 

	British Journal of Criminology
	 
	 
	 

	Cambridge Law Journal
	 
	 
	 

	Civil Justice Quarterly
	 
	 
	 

	Common Market Law Review
	 
	 
	 

	Crime and Justice – A Review of Research
	 
	 
	 

	Criminal Law Review
	 
	 
	 

	Current Legal Problems
	 
	 
	 

	Edinburgh Law Review
	 
	 
	 

	European Law Journal
	 
	 
	 

	European Law Review
	 
	 
	 

	Feminist Legal Studies
	 
	 
	 

	Historical Journal
	 
	 
	 

	Human Rights Quarterly
	 
	 
	 

	Industrial Law Journal 
	 
	 
	 

	International and Comparative Law Quarterly
	 
	 
	 

	International Journal for the Semiotics of Law
	 
	 
	 

	International Journal of the Sociology of Law
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of Common Market Studies
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of Environmental Law
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of Forensic Psychiatry
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of International Economic Law
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of Law and Society
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of Legal History 
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of Medical Ethics
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of Social Welfare and Family Law
	 
	 
	 

	Journal of World Trade
	 
	 
	 

	Juridical Review
	 
	 
	 

	Law Quarterly Review
	 
	 
	 

	Legal Studies
	 
	 
	 

	LIC – Int Rev Industrial Property & Copyright Law
	 
	 
	 

	Lloyd’s Maritime & Commercial Law Quarterly
	 
	 
	 

	Medical Law Review
	 
	 
	 

	Modern Law Review
	 
	 
	 

	Northern Ireland Legal Quarterly
	 
	 
	 

	Oxford Journal of Legal Studies
	 
	 
	 

	Political Studies
	 
	 
	 

	Public Law
	 
	 
	 

	Scottish Law and Practice Quarterly
	 
	 
	 

	Social and Legal Studies
	 
	 
	 


Any other journals of importance missing from the list:

	Journal title
	International importance
	National importance
	Specialist importance

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Questions for discussion:

What are the opportunities for multi- trans- or interdisciplinary work within the subject?  To what extent has AHRB funding facilitated such research?

What are the opportunities for international collaborative work within the subject?  To what extent has AHRB funding facilitated such research?

To what extent are ICTs (Information & Communication Technologies) used within research or dissemination activities?

What are the perceived benefits of AHRB funding for the subject? 

Has AHRB funding had an impact on research leadership and management?

Has AHRB funding had an impact on research careers?

Where are the main pockets of excellence within the subject, and upon which funding bodies/streams do they rely?

Within the overall research funding framework, what is the quality of work funded by the AHRB?

How important is AHRB funding provision to the advancement of research within the subject?

What are the main issues facing the subject?  (i.e. student populations, research retention, capacity)

Does AHRB provision address any such issues?

What more should AHRB be seeking to achieve though its funding schemes and mechanisms to support the subject and to enhance the quality of research?

Are there any institutional barriers to the uptake of AHRB funding that are likely to be specific to the subject?  (e.g. one overarching issue might be difficulties in releasing staff from teaching duties to focus on research activity).

SLSA 2005 at Liverpool

Progress report to SLSA Executive, 23 September 2004

This Report has been prepared by Fiona Beveridge. Please address any comments and questions to me: F.C.Beveridge@liv.ac.uk
Organisers

The Conference organisers are Fiona Beveridge, Warren Barr and Helen Stalford. In addition the Law School IT Unit (Steve Cooper and Jez Marshall) and David Dennis have been involved and the conference administrator, Rob Stokes. Secretarial support will be provided as necessary by Janette Gerrie of the Law school support staff and Di Scullion, a student (suspended) with secretarial experience who will be working as Conference Secretary throughout Spring Term. The conference organisers can be contacted by e-mail on SLSA2005@liv.ac.uk. The conference website is at http://www.liv.ac.uk/law/slsa2005.htm . These pages are all now complete, though subject to up-dating from time to time.

Streams

The closing date for streams was extended to 17th January. As at 14th January 165 abstracts have been received: stream organisers will be encouraged to complete arrangements for their stream and ensure that all abstracts have been filed by the end of January to allow programming to commence. A number of half and cross-cutting streams are included in the programme, which will allow for considerable movement between subject specialisms during the conference.

A web-based pro-forma developed for submission of abstracts for papers has enabled the conference organisers to maintain a date-base of abstracts submitted and will form the basis for construction of the programme, the conference handbook etc.

Conference Venues

All the conference venues are booked provisionally.  Mountford Hall will be used for exhibition space, tea and coffee and check-in. Located in the Students’ Union, it is adjacent to café/bars, shops, eateries, banks and a cloakroom. Lunch will be provided in an adjacent room. Conference delegates will be able to use internet facilities in the Student Union IT suite and sports facilities (on a pay-as-you-go basis) in the nearby Sports Hall.

The rooms for sessions are in the Students’ Union or in nearby buildings (Maths Building and School of Continuing Education). All the rooms are furbished to a high standard and have good IT provision: a technician will be on hand throughout the conference to trouble-shoot. 

The Reception on Wednesday 30th March, following the Journal of Law and Society Lecture, will be in the Maritime Museum, Albert Dock, Liverpool. Buses will be arranged to transport delegates straight from the lecture (scheduled from 6-7 in the Sherrington Lecture Theatre) to the reception for 7.30. A sponsor is currently being sought for the reception. The Maritime Museum is close to restaurants, pubs and clubs for delegates who wish to move on afterwards.

The Conference Dinner will be held in the Crown Plaza Hotel on Princes Dock.  After-dinner entertainment is sponsored by the Journal of Law and Society: a jazz band is being sought.

Delegates’ Accommodation

Accommodation has been reserved for delegates, divided into Premium, Standard and Budget/Postgraduate classes. The Accommodation page of the website provides links to all the hotels being used to allow delegates to view facilities etc.

The Booking page of the website is active and 10 bookings have been received to date. During February, conference publicity will focus on delegate booking.

Sponsorship

Sponsorship and exhibition bookings are currently being finalised: the attached document shows the state-of-play. Most of the major publishers have now reserved space; others are being chased up during January. Sponsorship has been poor to date, and a further letter has been sent to publishers.

Budget

The budget is unchanged from that submitted in September.

Packs

A bag has been chosen and design work is underway. Several publishers have bought space for inclusions.  Costings have been obtained for the conference brochure and a number of other items are under development or being sought from outside sources.

SLSA EXECUTIVE MEETING 20 January 2005 

SOCIO-LEGAL STUDIES ASSOCIATION

RESEARCH GRANTS SCHEME 2004 RESULTS

We had a strong field of 11 applicants in this round and we have supported six of them. The results are as follows: 

1. Maurya Chandra (Queen Mary, London): £1095—Access to Justice in India (for funding fieldwork with focus groups in India)

2. Samantha Currie (Liverpool): £1440—EU Enlargement and Free Movement of Workers: Implications for Accession Nationals (for funding fieldwork in Poland)

3. Penny Martin (Independent) : £1500—The Impact of Human Rights in Scotland: Five Years After Devolution (for funding fieldwork in Scotland)

4. Hannah Quirk (Criminal Cases Review Commission): £1415—Redressing Wrongful Convictions: A Comparative Study of US Innocence Projects and the Criminal Cases Review Commission (for funding fieldwork at the Innocence Project in New Orleans) 

5. Rachel Sieder (Institute for the Study of the Americas, London): £1454—Indigenous Rights, Decentralization and Legal Globalization: Mexico and Guatemala (for funding fieldwork in Mexico and Guatemala)

6. David Sugarman (Lancaster): £1095—Pursuing Pinochet: A Global Quest for Justice (for funding transcription of interviews)

The committee has committed a total of £7999, out of a possible total of £8000, towards this year’s research grants. In addition to awarding the above grants, the subcommittee also gave limited constructive feedback to the unsuccessful applicants.

John Flood

Paddy Hillyard

Mary Seneviratne

11 January 2005

The Hart Socio-Legal Book Prizes and the Socio-Legal Article Prize 2004

NOMINATIONS 2004

Socio-Legal Book Prize 

(book prize, open to all, for the most outstanding piece of socio-legal scholarship published in the 12 months preceding the closing date for nominations);

D. Miers ‘Regulating Commercial Gambling’ (2004) Oxford University Press 

F.Cownie (2004) Legal Academics: Culture and Identities Hart 

J.Holder (2004) Environmental Assessment: The Regulation of Decision Making . Oxford University Press. 

P.Cartwright (2004) Banks, Consumers and Regulation Hart.  

B. Tamanaha (2004) On the Rule of Law: History, Politics, Theory. Cambridge University Press. 

P.O’Malley (2004) Risk, Uncertainty and Government. Glasshouse. 

P.Tuitt (2004) Race, Law and Resistance. Glasshouse. 

Socio-Legal Prize for Early Career Academics (automatically considered also for the Socio-Legal Book Prize) 

(prize for the best book, published in the 12 months preceding the closing date for nominations, emerging from a previously awarded PhD, MPhil, LLB or MA). 

C.Waters (2004) Counsel in the Caucasus; Law and Professionalization in Georgia (Martinus Nijhoff/Brill in Leiden)

K.Yeung (2004) Securing Compliance: A Principled Approach. Hart. 

S.Halliday (2004) Judicial Review and Compliance with Administrative Law. Hart. 

R.Coleman (2004) Reclaiming the Streets: Surveillance, social control and the City. Willan Publishing. 

M.Hertogh and S.Halliday (2004) Judicial Review and Bureaucratic Impact. Cambridge University Press. 

A.Davies (2004) Perspectives on Labour Law. Cambridge University Press. 

Socio-Legal Article Prize 

(article prize, open to all, for the most outstanding piece of socio-legal scholarship published in the 12 months preceding the closing date for nominations)

M.Naughton (2004) ‘Redefining miscarriages of justice: a received human rights approach to unearth subjugated discourses of wrongful criminal conviction’ British Journal of Criminology doi:10.1093/bjc/azh066:

Note – this is published under the British Journal of Criminology’s Advance Access scheme, 2 August 2004, and is due to appear in the next printed edition. We have a copy of the Advance access rules on file and in the light of these it seems fully appropriate to include this nomination for consideration here.  

M.Wahab (2004) ‘The Global Information Society and Online Dispute Resolution: A New Dawn for Dispute Resolution’ 21 (2) Kluwer Law International  pp143-168. 

S. Farran, (2004) ‘Transsexuals, Fa’afafine, Fakaleiti and Marriage Law in the Pacific: Considerations for the Future’ 113 (2) The Journal of the Polynesian Society pp119-142. 

D.Vick (2004) ‘Interdisciplinarity and the Discipline of Law’ 31 (2) Journal of Law and Society 163-93. 

J.Van der Walt (2004) ‘Psyche and sacrifice: An essay on the time and timing of reconciliation’ March (vol t.b.c) Journal of South African Law  pp635-651. 

R.Joyce (2003) ‘Sovreiginty and IMF Intervention in Cambodia’   12 (2) Griffith Law Review p166-189. 

L.Moran (2004) ‘On Realism and the law film: the case of Oscar Wilde’ in L.Moran, E.Sandon, E.Loizidou and I.Christie (eds) Law’s Moving Image’ (Glasshouse). Pp77-93. 

A.Wiener and G.Schwellnus ‘Contested norms in the process and EU Enlightenment: Non-Discrimination and Minority Rights’ in G.Bermann and K.Pistor (eds) Law and Governance in an Enlarged European Union (Hart Publishing) pp 451-483. 

K.McEvoy and H.Conway (2004) ‘The Dead, the Law and the Politics of the Past’ 31 (4) Journal of Law and Society pp539-62. 

E.Melissaris (2004) ‘The More the Merrier? A New Take on Legal Pluralism’ 31 (1) Social and Legal Studies pp57-79. 

J.Priban (2004) ‘Reconstituting Paradise Lost: Temporality, Civility and Ethnicity in Post-Communist Constitution-Making’ 38 (3) Law and Society Review pp407-431. 

END 

Dear all,

In connection with agenda item 16 ‘prizes’  I want to raise a couple of points: 

1. This year an early career academic wanted to submit her book which was based on her Ph.D. from Nuffield College and had been published in French by Oxford University Press. 

2. The situation raised two questions:
a) can publications in languages other than English be submitted for the SLSA prizes?
b) do researchers who submit work have to be employed in UK higher education at the time of  the submission?

     
            The current wording of  the official criteria for the SLSA prizes does not seem

            to provide clear answers to these questions.

      3.   I therefore suggest that we consider redrafting the relevant sections of  the 

            official SLSA prize criteria.

3. My suggestion is to broaden acceptance of work beyond English language

publications. 
For pragmatic reasons: in some years there has been a limited number 

of submissions for the prizes and extending the list of  work submitted
has the potential to strengthen the prizes.
For more principled reasons: Socio-legal research is becoming an increasingly
globalized enterprise, in relation to EU, comparative and international law this
is particularly obvious. Critical appreciation of socio-legal research from

non English language communities may strengthen UK socio-legal research.
It can broaden the knowledge base on which UK socio-legal research 
builds and it may help to develop organizational links between socio-legal

people and associations in other countries. Moreover, there is an increasing

number of socio-legal researchers working in UK higher education whose 
first language is not English. 

4. But what languages?

The tricky question, however, is what languages should/could be considered. 
One of the determinants of this may be who is happy to act as prize judges.
On that basis French, Italian and German come initially to mind, as well
as Spanish and Welsh. 

A statement could be included in the official prize criteria which specifies 
which non-English language submissions will be considered for the prizes, including the point that the SLSA would review each year the list of languages and whether it will be changed or expanded. The statement may also require a brief summary of  the work in English.


Alternatively ‘a responsive mode’ appointment of  prize judges may help. Depending on whether and what type of non-English language publications are submitted, a judge with relevant language expertise could be co-opted to the prize judges panel.

These are my suggestions in connection with the situation which arose this year and may arise again. When I saw item 16 ‘prizes’ on the agenda I was not sure whether the meeting wanted to discuss the language issue during the January meeting. I am back in the UK and at the SLSA exec. meeting after June 05.

Best wishes (or I should probably rather say ‘saluti di Firenze’…)

Bettina 
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� From Socio-Legal Studies Series


� No actual income has been received from this conference. This amount refers to the VAT, which was paid in accordance with the invoice, but then refunded.


� 10% commission is paid to the editor for income from inserts.


� Only £510 came from SLSA funds, as £2,000 was given by the JLS (shown as income). Have they given a commitment to do so this year?


� The SLSA only pay £100 for the Article prize. Hart pay £500 for the book prize (shown as income)


� See note 2 above. We are waiting for the income for this conference.


� This will be offset by the profit from the Glasgow conference. Do we know when it will be paid?


� There is a big overspend this year (so far), but this is because the income from the Glasgow conference has not yet been paid. This is needed before the end of February, otherwise the accounts are not going to look very good.


� £8,000 was transferred from the deposit account to fund the small grants, in order that the account did not become overdrawn. This will be refunded from the Glasgow conference income.


� £5,000 is committed for the post-graduate conference.


� This also allows members to choose what categories of information they do and do not want to receive; how often; in what form.
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