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Home Office Science Advisory Council – 11 November 2015 - Minute 
1. Welcome, Introductions, and apologies 
1.1 The Chair welcomed attendees to the Home Office Science Advisory Council (HOSAC) 

meeting, in particular Prof Shane Johnson and Prof David Lane, who have both 
recently joined HOSAC. 

1.2 An attendance list is attached at annex A. 
2. Minutes, actions and matters arising 
2.1 The minutes of the previous meeting were agreed. 
2.2 With the exception of one action, discussed at item ten, all actions were either complete 

or in progress. 
3. HOSAC Code of Practice 
3.1 Home Office Science (HOS) is introducing a single code of practice (Code) for 

members of all its Science Advisory Committees (SACs).  The intention is to 
amalgamate the various codes and principles into a single document.  

3.2 The draft Code was accepted by those present.  Members who were not present will be 
given an opportunity to comment.  Once agreed, it will be published on the website. 

Action 1:  Secretariat to seek comments on the proposed Code of Practice, and 
publish agreed version on the HOSAC website. 

Action 2:  Secretariat to publish details of members’ declaration of interest on the 
HOSAC website.  

4. Home Office Chief Scientific Adviser - Update 
4.1 The CSA updated members on his recent work including: 

• Hosting the annual bilateral between the Home Office (HO) and the USA 
Department of Homeland Security to discuss common areas of interest.  Dr 
Reginald Brothers, the US Under Secretary of State for Science and Technology, 
Prof Mark Walport, Government Chief Scientific Advisor (GCSA) and the Home 
Office Minister Of State for Security were among those who attended. 

• Quantifying child sexual exploitation;  
• The review of the functions of the HO which will include HOS and the role of the 

Chief Scientific Advise (CSA); and 
• The appointment of Andy Bell (former Chief Technical Officer at DSTL) as the new 

Director of the Home Office Centre for Applied Science and Technology (CAST).  
He will take up post on Monday 16 November 2015. 

4.2 Prof Shepherd commented on the interest in the USA on using public health data to 
tackle violence.  The Centre for Disease Control and the Robert Wood Johnson 
Foundation are funding trials in Atlanta, Milwaukie and Seattle.  In addition, Prof 
Shepherd also mentioned the Cabinet Office Trials Advice Panel in considering 
introducing a “Trial of the Year” award, for experiments and controlled trials. 

5. Quarterly Report to Ministers 
5.1 Mark Greenhorn briefed members on the main HOS activities over the last three 

months. 
5.2 He focused specifically on digital forensic investigations and the Strategic Defence and 

Security Review.  
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5.3 As well as having an opportunity to review the activities in the report, members were 
invited to approach HOS for any additional information or if they would like to offer 
advice or support on a particular topic. 

6. Academic workshops on extremism 
6.1   HO analysts gave a presentation on two proposed academic workshops to examine the 

wider social harms of extremism and methods to quantify the extent of extremism in the 
UK. 

6.2   Members were briefed on the aims of the published extremism strategy. The workshops 
will review available evidence to increase the understanding of extremism and its 
victims, and to identify any research gaps as well as other sources of evidence.  They 
will also examine methodologies to estimate the prevalence of extremist attitudes. 

6.3   Members were asked to comment on the aims, structure and suggested content of the 
workshops and to suggest academic experts who might be invited to participate. 

6.4   Prof Ellis and Prof Johnson offered to contribute suggestions on developing the 
structure and content of the workshop.  Prof Shepherd also suggested referencing an 
earlier HO report on hate violence as reported at hospital accident and emergency 
rooms.  

6.5   The Chair suggested considering other research areas such as anthropology (e.g. in 
relation to forced marriage and female genital mutilation) and suggested approaches to 
the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) and the Arts and Humanities 
Research Council (AHRC).  The Partnership for Conflict, Crime and Security Research 
(PaCCS) which is the cross Research Council (ESRC, AHRC and the Engineering and 
Physical Sciences Research Council) initiative was also offered as another source of 
academic expertise   

6.6   The Chair asked that the Council be kept up to date on the progress and results of the 
workshops. 

 
Action 3: Prof Ellis and Prof Johnson to liaise with OSCT on suggestions for 

workshop structure, content and potential attendees. 
Action 4: Secretariat to liaise with OSCT on progress of extremism workshops with a 

view to providing a regular update for Council members. 
7. CAST: Ethical review of the use of volunteers in Access System Delay Trial 
7.1 HOSAC was recently invited by CAST to conduct an ethical review of a proposal to use 

eight trained volunteers in a trial designed to delay access to structures. The trial would 
involve using a range of deterring, distracting and disrupting technologies.  Prof Ellis 
and Prof Pidd provided advice to CAST.  Prof Ellis provided feedback to members on 
her participation in the ethical review. 

7.2 Prof Ellis commented that she had concerns specifically about the short timeframe for 
the review; the use of trained and experienced volunteers and if this might skew the 
results of the trial; the impact of volunteers withdrawing their services and if this would 
significantly impact the study. These experiment design elements should be considered 
by CAST in future trials. 

7.3 The CSA concurred about the lack of time available for the review resulting in 
insufficient time for reviewers to enter into a dialogue with CAST before providing 
recommendations. He agreed to feed this concern back to CAST and suggested that 
the ethical review process paper should be re-issued to members. 
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7.4 Attendees discussed methods on how to decide when a review of ethical issues would 
be necessary.  The CSA felt a check list of trigger issues to prompt an ethical review 
would be a valuable supporting document for HO science and research processes.  
Members agreed to provide examples of templates they use to assess ethical 
requirements. 

7.5 The Chair and CSA thanked Prof Ellis and Prof Pidd for their assistance in this review. 
Action 5:  Secretariat to circulate the CAST ethical review process paper to Council 

members.  Council members to send examples of ethical review templates 
to Secretariat. 

Action 6:  CSA to write to CAST regarding ethical review issues. 
8. Office of Security and Counter Terrorism Peer Review - update 
8.1 The Chair confirmed that work had begun on the review.  A meeting had taken place to 

discuss the OSCT physical science research programme and a meeting was planned 
to discuss the social science research programme.  A preliminary report was planned 
for February 2016, with a final review report planned for March 2016. 

9. Pathogens & toxins legislation review 
9.1 The members received a presentation from OSCT on Part 7 of the Anti-Terrorism, 

Crime and Security Act (ATCSA) 2001 of which schedule 5 lists the pathogens and 
toxins to be controlled by the legislation (ATCSA).  The legislation is due for review 
which will be completed by April 2016.  Members were asked for their views on the 
proposed approach for the review process and to consider participating in the review.  
In addition to the agreed list of organisations to be consulted, it was suggested an 
approach to the experts on the Advisory Committee on Dangerous Pathogens might be 
useful.  In addition, OSCT might also consider approaching: HOSAC member Prof 
Chris Lowe who chaired the Chemical, Biological, Radiological and Nuclear 
subcommittee; the Academy of Medical Sciences, to call upon their toxicologists; and 
the MOD’s Independent Scientific and Technical Advice (ISTA) Register.  It was also 
suggested that OSCT might wish extending the review to include aspects of nano 
engineering.   

Action 7:  OSCT to provide details of Part 7 of the Anti-Terrorism, Crime and Security 
Act (ATCSA) 2001 to circulate to members. 

Action 8:  Secretariat to provide OSCT with contact details of individuals to assist in 
the review of Part 7 of ATCSA 2001 legislation. 

Action 9:  OSCT to liaise with Defence Science Advisory Council Secretariat 
regarding experts from the ISTA Register.  

10. Research Council Engagement, next step 
10.1 Members received an update on HOS engagement with Research Councils (RC) and 

the wider academic community.  Currently the majority of HO research is taken forward 
by in-house teams with some research carried via external contracts.  However, a 
different approach to research will be needed in light of reduced budgets following the 
Comprehensive Spending Review (CSR) and the subsequent HO transformation 
programme.  A series of meetings had been scheduled between RCs and 
representatives from across HOS to discuss how best to focus engagement 
discussions.  Members were asked for their comments on potential research gaps, 
areas of synergy that they are aware of between HO research priorities and RCs, and 
mechanisms of engagement. 
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10.2 Members felt that, given the pressure on resources, the current default position of “in-
house” research is one that must change to one were the first course of action is to 
refer to academia for research.  However, the Council noted that it would be difficult to 
give specific advice on working with RCs before the publication of the Nurse Review.  
With this in mind, HOSAC members might be better placed to assist the Department in 
defining its research priorities.  Other issues to consider are the outcomes of the CSR, 
along with the proposed HO Transformation programme and the impact these will have 
on HOS.  As these would be discussed at item eleven, Members agreed to take these 
two items in tandem. 

11. Home Office Science Transformation 
11.1 The HO Transformation programme describes the Home Office’s response to the CSR 

in order to continue to deliver Ministerial priorities. Recognising that science and 
research, and the evidence it provides, will be critical to the success of transformation 
across the Department, HOS had developed its own transformation programme.  This 
will review the use of technology, internal structures, management of resources, and 
external engagement, as described at item ten.  In support of this, members were 
asked if they would provide a peer review role for the HOS transformation programme. 

11.2 Members felt this was an issue they could advise on but would need more detailed 
information.  It was agreed that a further paper would be prepared which would provide 
more specific detail on HO science and research priorities. The paper and associated 
questions would be circulated to all members for comment.  The next meeting of 
HOSAC will not take place until Spring 2016, therefore it was agreed this work would 
take place outside of the formal meetings.  Outcomes will be discussed at the next 
meeting of HOSAC in order to inform HO Business planning. 

Action 10:  Secretariat to circulate paper to Council members on science and 
research priorities and engagement with Research Councils; members to 
comment.   

Action 11:  Secretariat to keep Council Members informed on departmental 
transformation developments to prepare for discussion at next HOSAC 
meeting. 

12. AOB 
12.1 Prof David Lane provided an update on his work with HOS on cross-Government 

discussions about the future of system dynamics in Government.  These discussions 
resulted in agreement that there is further scope for using system dynamics in 
Government to map complex policy or operations.  This will be followed up by the H 
Head of Operational Research. 

12.2 The Chair and Prof Silverman thanked Prof Lane for his help and support to the 
department. 
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ANNEX A - ATTENDEES AND APOLOGIES 
Committee Members 
Prof Sir Alan Wilson (Chair), Royal Society  
Prof David Delpy, Defence Scientific Advisory Council 
Prof Judi Ellis, British Psychological Society 
Prof Jonathan Shepherd, Academy of Medical Sciences 
Prof Shane Johnson, University College London 
Prof David Lane, Henley Business School 
Secretariat 
Caroline Wheeler 
Angus Ironside 
Home Office Officials 
Prof Bernard Silverman, Chief Scientific Adviser 
Alan Pratt 
Mark Greenhorn 
Dr Joanne Wallace 
Paul Grasby 
David Ferguson 
Daniel Watson 
 
Apologies 
Prof Chris Lowe, CBRN Sub-Committee 
Prof Tim Newburn, British Society of Criminology 
Prof Sir Nigel Shadbolt, Academy of Engineering 
Mr Chris Hughes, National DNA Ethics Group 
Prof Les Iversen, Advisory Council on the Misuse of Drugs 
Dr John Landers, Animals in Science Committee 
Prof Chris Skinner, Royal Statistical Society 
Prof Sir David Metcalf, Migration Advisory Committee 
Prof Michael Pidd, Academy of Social Science  
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