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BMJ Open publishes all reviews undertaken for accepted manuscripts. Reviewers are asked to 

complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and 

are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are 

reproduced below.   

 

ARTICLE DETAILS 

TITLE (PROVISIONAL) Is the introduction of violence and injury observatories associated 

with a reduction of violence in adult populations? Rationale and 

protocol for a systematic review 

AUTHORS Jabar, Ardil; Barth, Dylan; Matzopoulos, Richard; Engel, Mark 

 

VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Dinesh Sethi 
WHO Regional Office for Europe, Denmark 

REVIEW RETURNED 21-Jan-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The existence of observatories that provide surveillance data on 
violence have been reported as of imporantance in the public health 
response in preventing violence. The authors are asking whether 
less violence is associated with the presence of an observatory. 
However, causality cannot be inferred from this study and only an 
association can be inferred. Therefore the authors must explain this 
with greater clarity on page 6. Further this ppoint needs to be 
stressed in page 4 as an limitation. The implications for future 
research may be to understand how observatories influence social 
change.   

 

REVIEWER Kirsten Vallmuur 
Centre for Accident Research and Road Safety Queensland,  
Queensland University of Technology  
Australia 

REVIEW RETURNED 14-Apr-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This paper describes a proposed protocol for a systematic review 
and meta analysis of the effectiveness of injury observatories in 
reducing violence. It is very comprehensive in describing the 
proposed protocol and as such I only have a few minor comments to 
improve the paper.  
 
The authors refer to the grade approach for assessing the quality of 
evidence but there is insufficient detail to describe the process for 
deciding how the assignment of the four grades are made. Will two 
authors be assigning the grades and comparing results as per the 
process for the recording of other aspects in the study? What criteria 
will be used to assign the grades as they appear quite subjective eg. 
'further research is "very unlikely" to change our confidence in the 
estimates' etc?  
 
In the implications, given the aims of the study there needs to be a 

 on M
ay 16, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2014-007073 on 21 July 2015. D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


statement about injury observatories and the implications of this 
study for policies around the establishment of injury observatories to 
reduce violence.  
 
Thanks for the opportunity to review this interesting proposal. I wish 
the authors well in the systematic review process and look forward 
to reading the results of the work.  

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: Dinesh Sethi  

 

The existence of observatories that provide surveillance data on violence have been reported as of 

importance in the public health response in preventing violence. The authors are asking whether less 

violence is associated with the presence of an observatory. However, causality cannot be inferred 

from this study and only an association can be inferred. Therefore the authors must explain this with 

greater clarity on page 6.  

 

We acknowledge the reviewer’s concerns that the introduction of observatories in and of themselves, 

cannot be regarded as an intervention. We have thus made the following amendments:  

 

The title of the article now instead, evaluates the association between violence reduction and the 

introduction of observatories.  

 

We have made amendments on page five and six of the introduction to further reflect these changes.  

 

Two paragraphs added to page six of introduction:  

 

‘An observatory is primarily a tool to help in decision making based on the principle that a better 

knowledge of situations affecting security will make it possible to ensure more targeted and thus more 

effective interventions. Although a diagnostic tool measuring the degree of violence in a defined 

region, over time an observatory also makes it possible to monitor and evaluate the impact of 

measures adopted.  

To date there has been no systematic review of the literature to present a succinct review of the 

evidence. We, therefore, sought to summarise the evidence from existing studies on the contribution 

of violence and injury observatories towards violence prevention.’  

 

Further this point needs to be stressed in page four as a limitation.  

 

Limitation noted on page 4 under strengths and limitations:  

 

‘Causality cannot be inferred from this study and only an association can be inferred’  

 

The implications for future research may be to understand how observatories influence social change.  

 

Statement added on implications for future research on page 15 last paragraph:  

 

‘Finally, the implications for future research may be to understand how observatories influence social 

change’  

 

 

Reviewer: Kirsten Vallmuur  
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This paper describes a proposed protocol for a systematic review and meta analysis of the 

effectiveness of injury observatories in reducing violence. It is very comprehensive in describing the 

proposed protocol and as such I only have a few minor comments to improve the paper.  

 

The authors refer to the grade approach for assessing the quality of evidence but there is insufficient 

detail to describe the process for deciding how the assignment of the four grades are made. Will two 

authors be assigning the grades and comparing results as per the process for the recording of other 

aspects in the study? What criteria will be used to assign the grades as they appear quite subjective 

eg. 'further research is "very unlikely" to change our confidence in the estimates' etc?  

 

Information added to the methods regarding the GRADE scoring on page 13 under sub section titled 

‘Assessment of quality of evidence’:  

 

‘The GRADE approach specifies four levels of quality ranging from high to very low, with the highest 

quality rating denoting a confidence that the true effect lies close to the estimate of the effect. Quality 

will be rated according to an a priori identification of potential participant-centered outcomes, including 

benefits and harms [15].  

 

Two authors will independently assign the grade scores and compare results as per the process for 

the recording of previous aspects of the study. Discrepancies will be resolved by consensus 

discussion between the two primary reviewers (AJ and DB), with arbitration by a third reviewer (MEE) 

as necessary’  

 

In the implications, given the aims of the study there needs to be a statement about injury 

observatories and the implications of this study for policies around the establishment of injury 

observatories to reduce violence.  

 

Statement about policy implications added to page 15 under sub section titled ‘Implications’:  

 

‘Whilst the criminal justice system remains the primary tool for addressing violence in South Africa, 

evidence-based interventions for prevention are increasingly employed, with public health assuming a 

more central role in policy making[18]. The findings of this systematic review may provide evidence 

for the introduction of injury surveillance systems for the management of violence in our context. 

While we acknowledge that causality cannot necessarily be inferred from conducting a systematic 

review, we can however, quantify a level of effect of an association between the introduction of an 

observatory and a subsequent decrease in levels of violence. Furthermore policy implications 

regarding the results of the review may be that there is a greater acceptance by stakeholders in the 

safety cluster that security policies must be based on reliable, objective information. Finally, the 

implications for future research may be to understand how observatories influence social change’ 
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