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Introduction

�
Translational crim

inology is concerned w
ith how

 know
ledge is created through 

scientific research and then used to inform
 policy and practice in the crim

inal 
justice system

�
H

istorically, crim
inal justice policy has been largely influenced by ideology, 

public opinion, m
oral panics, and m

edia coverage of isolated but pow
erfully 

stirring incidents of crim
e. Perhaps m

ore so than other social policy fields, 
crim

inal justice policy and practice has a tendency to be crisis driven and 
reactionary

�
H

ow
ever, over the past tw

o decades there has been grow
ing recognition of the 

im
portance of evidence-based crim

inal justice policy and practice from
 local, 

state, and federal governm
ent as w

ell as w
ithin the academ

ic discipline of 
crim

inology 

�
From

 this context, form
er N

IJ D
irector John Laub, recognized in other fields the 

study of translational research and aspired to apply this field of study to 
crim

inology and crim
inal justice in an effort to better understand the dynam

ic 
processes involved in using crim

inological research to inform
 crim

inal justice 
policy and practice
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Sum
m

ary –
Prior L

iterature

�
M

uch of the prior literature is w
ritten from

 the academ
ics’ point of view

�
Focus on barriers to know

ledge translation

�
R

esearch is difficult to interpret/use (C
ullen, 2005)

�
R

elationships betw
een researchers and practitioners are non-existent (Petersilia, 1991)

�
Leadership is resistant tow

ards research/researchers uninterested in applied research (U
ggen 

&
 Inderbitzin, 2010)

�
T

here has even been discussion of w
hether crim

inologists should be 
involved in policy (B

lom
berg et al., 2013; Tittle, 2004; W

ellford, 2009)

�
Im

portantly, no explanation of how
 research is translated from

 the 
academ

ic realm
 to policy and practice settings

�
So, w

e turned to translational research in other fields
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Problem
 

Form
ulation

�
C

aplan’s “Tw
o-C

om
m

unities T
heory” (1979)

�
R

esearchers and practitioners operate in separate dom
ains 

w
ith different values, goals, and rew

ards
z

Little contact betw
een both groups

z
Theoretical vs. action oriented

z
Scientific m

ethod vs. policym
aking process

z
D

istrust

�
T

his division produces a gap betw
een researchers and 

practitioners and m
any of the barriers to know

ledge 
translation

�
T

he result is a lack of know
ledge translation



�
Interaction-E

xchange M
odel (K

othari et al., 2009; L
om

as, 1997)6

Problem
 

Form
ulation

  

Criminology  
Researcher Com

munity 
Criminal Justice 

Practitioner/Policymaker Com
munity 

M
echanisms of Knowledge Translation 

Interaction through intermediary groups 
Interaction through partnerships and relationships 

Interaction through professional and informal networks 
Exchange through conferences, panels, roundtables, symposiums, etc. 

 

Facilitators of Knowledge Translation Created by the Interaction-Exchange M
odel 

Reciprocity and exchange 
Trust, confidence, and empathy 

Collaborative research process (i.e. bilateral communication, cross-training) 

Increased Knowledge Translation 

Research – Policy Gap 
Barriers to Research Translation 



1.
W

hat factors are determ
ined by researchers, practitioners, and 

policym
akers to be the m

ajor barriersto the use of research to 
inform

 policy and practice in adult and juvenile corrections? A
nd, 

to w
hat extent, are these barriers explained by the tw

o 
com

m
unities theory?

2.
W

hat do respondents cite as the m
ost influential facilitatorsto 

know
ledge translation? A

nd, how
 can these facilitators be 

explained by the interaction-exchange m
odel?

3.
W

hat m
ethods or m

echanism
sare view

ed as effective for bridging 
the know

ledge translation gap and increasing the likelihood for 
research to inform

 policy and practice?

7

R
esearch Q

uestions
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M
ethods

�
D

ata w
as gathered through interview

s w
ith academ

ics, 
policym

akers, and practitioners
z

N
ationally recognized researchers from

 across the country

z
K

ey correctional decision m
akers in the state of Florida

�
N

=20 (8 –
academ

ics, 4 –
policym

akers; 8 -
practitioners)

�
C

odes for the project cam
e from

 an exhaustive review
 of the 

literature. A
dditional codes w

ere identified through notes 
taken during interview

s

�
D

ebriefed after every interview
 to discuss them

es/codes

�
Interview

s w
ere transcribed and then coded in N

V
IV

O
 10



�
Research is D

ifficult to U
se (65)

�
Vocabulary

�
Evidence that cannot be applied

�
Leadership U

nsupportive (57)
�

Policym
akers/practitioners’ 

resistance tow
ards research

�
A

cadem
ics’ disinterest in policy 

research

�
Ideology/Politics(53)
�

D
ifferent view

s on w
hat causes 

crim
e

�
Tough on crim

e, fear, m
oral panics

�
Trained D

ifferently (42)
�

Scientific m
ethod vs. policym

aking 
process

9

R
esearch Q

uestion 1:
Findings –

B
arriers



R
esearch Q

uestion 2:
Findings –

Facilitators
�

Relationships(136)
�

Form
al and inform

al partnerships
�

B
reaks dow

n traditional academ
ic and 

practitioner roles
�

Trust, C
redibility, and reciprocity

�
Evidence-Based M

ovem
ent (80)

�
R

eliance on academ
ics to evaluate 

current program
s or identify best 

practices

�
Leadership is Supportive

(60)
�

A
gency leadership supports the use of 

research to drive decision m
aking

�
A

cadem
ic leadership supports policy 

relevant research

�
Research is Inform

ative (46)
�

R
esearch is clear, provides 

recom
m

endations, cost-effectiveness
�

R
esearch addresses practitioners’ 

questions or concerns



R
esearch Q

uestion 3:
Findings –

M
echanism

s
�

G
overnm

ent Research (53)
�

C
rim

esolutions.gov

�
O

JJD
P’sBlueprints

�
Peer N

etw
orking (52)

�
O

ther state practices

�
Practitioner conferences (e.g. A

C
A

)

�
Special Interest G

roups (34)
�

Southern Poverty Law
 C

enter

�
Policy-Research O

rganizations 
(24)
�

R
A

N
D

�
U

rban Institute



�
Investing in R

esearch –This included hiring m
ore staff for internal agency 

research as w
ell as investing m

ore regularly in research projects. 
�

Supporting R
esearcher-Practitioner Partnerships

�
Em

ploying Task Forces -M
ore task forces com

prised of researchers, 
m

em
bers of crim

inal justice agencies, and policym
akers. 

�
Increasing A

cadem
ics’ O

utreach to Practitioners –
A

cadem
ics should 

attend practitioner conferences, dissem
inate their research findings m

ore 
directly and succinctly to policym

akers, and generate policy and practice 
relevant recom

m
endations. 

�
C

onducting C
ross Training of R

esearchers and Practitioners –
Training 

graduate students to w
ork w

ith policym
akers and practitioners and to 

conduct program
 evaluations of policies and interventions. Including 

policy research as a factor in tenure decisions. Encouraging researchers to 
w

ork in policym
aking and practitioner environm

ents.

R
ecom

m
endations 

from
 Interview

ees



�
T

he tw
o separate com

m
unities produces a gap betw

een 
researchers and practitioners as evidenced by the barriers 

�
T

he facilitators produced under the interaction-exchange m
odel 

m
ay alleviate the gap betw

een researchers and practitioners 

�
M

echanism
s such as governm

ent research, peer netw
orking, and 

interm
ediary groups m

ay be m
ore successful in transferring 

em
pirical evidence from

 researchers to decision m
akers than 

traditional sources of evidence (i.e. academ
ic journals and expert 

testim
ony)

�
Future research needs to test the tw

o com
m

unities theory and 
interaction-exchange m

odel using different case studies

�
T

houghts on the current status of translational crim
inology

Sum
m

ary
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