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Dear comrades and colleagues of the European Group
Dear friends
We hope this month's newsletter finds you well. We continue to work in strange times –
whilst some of us are emerging from what feels like endless 'lockdowns', others continue to
face uncertainty and Covid related restrictions and controls. Where you are reading from, we
hope you are keeping OK.
A lot continues to develop with the European Group – we held a well attended online
exceptional AGM in April. It was fantastic to see so many friends in one place and hear what
has been going on in the background. The minutes from this are circulated alongside this
month's newsletter. In particular we hope to develop a way for getting together more often,
which will be beginning from June so please check in on emails to see when online get
together will take place going forward. This is a collective effort so if you have an idea for a
discussion/beer/cup of tea, just get in touch with information on dates/times and meeting
links and we can send round details to the group.
As you will have seen, although it seems only yesterday we took up the role as coordinators,
it has been three years since September 2018 – so our time as coordinators will come to an
end in September. Time certainly flies! Whilst it has been difficult to work as we would have
liked, in person, we have nonetheless been very happy to collaborate with everyone on ideas,
interventions, discussion and continue the work on publishing the newsletter and developing
the website and journal. As such, the European Group will require a new team of
coordinators – ideally three based across various areas, which has worked very well. Usually,
the outgoing coordination team would appoint the incoming. However, in a bid to increase
transparency and input from the members itself, we are suggesting that members who are
interested put themselves or – ideally – a team of three forward for consideration by the
board. The details of what this entails in an email – please contact us if you are interested in
coming forward.
Most important for this month, and as you may know, the European Group is truly saddened
to have lost a long-standing member and friend – Prof. Thomas Mathiesen. It is impossible
to convey the extent of influence Thomas's work has had on the EG – not least on
abolitionism. Our best regards go to his colleagues and friends at Oslo University, and
thoughts with his family.
Thomas's work will continue to influence the group and for that we have dedicated this
month's newsletter to him.
Many thanks to all who contributed – keep well, in solidarity,
Take care all - in solidarity,
Vicky, Dani and Katja

Please note: From 2021 (Volume 5) Justice, Power and Resistance is being published by
Policy Press in association with the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social
Control. Information about the journal can be found on the Policy Press website:
https://policy.bristoluniversitypress.co.uk/journals/justice-power-and-resistance
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I
emory of
o Thom
mas Math
hiesen
In me

Thomass Mathiesen
n, born on 5 October 1933,
1
was one
o of the fo
ounders of sociology of
o law in
Norwayy.
Thomass Mathiesen
n studied so
ociology at the
t Universsity of Wiscconsin (1953
3-55) and defended
d
his docctoral thesiss The Defen
nces of the Weak at th
he Universitty of Oslo iin 1965. Ma
athiesen
was app
pointed professor in so
ociology of law in 1972 and becamee emeriti in
n 2004.
Mathiessen was a member
m
of what
w
has beeen called th
he «golden age» in No
orwegian So
ociology.
He is particularly
p
known forr his researrch on prissons, abolittionism and
d for his accademic
activism
m.
Mathiessen was alsso one of th
he founderss of KROM – The Norrwegian Association fo
or Penal
Reform
m in 1968, and has beeen an actiive membeer until thiss day. Math
hiesen wass one of
Norwayy’s foremostt social scieentists. For more than half a centu
ury, Mathieesen was no
ot only a
leading intellectua
al figure in sociology
s
off law and crriminology,, but also an
n active parrticipant
in publiic debate.
Mathiessen received several awards for his
h research
h and activiism such ass the Deniss Carroll
award, the Zola Prize for civvil courage and
a
the No
orwegian So
ociety of So
ociology’s honorary
h
award. His researrch has beeen translateed into Sweedish, Daniish, German
n, English, Italian,
h, Serbian and
a Mandarrin, to menttion a few.
Spanish
He will be deeply missed.
m
Depar
rtment of Criminolo
ogy and So
ociology of
o Law – U
University of Oslo
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Thomas Mathiesen – A Scholar Activist in his own words
Thomas Mathiesen, who died recently, had a long association with the European Group,
attending its founding 1973 conference in Florence, and both participating in and inspiring
subsequent conferences. Thomas leaves behind an important body of critical sociological and
abolitionist writing but in this short tribute the focus is on Cadenza, his ‘professional
autobiography’. Thomas wrote this book at the suggestion of Per Jørgen Ystehede, a
colleague of Thomas and subsequently secretary of the European Group. Cadenza was
originally written in Norwegian, and when Per approached EG Press to ask about the
possibility of publishing the book, we were unable to undertake this in Norwegian.
Undeterred, Thomas and his son, Snorre Smári Mathiesen, then translated the book into
English. We were then able to publish in 2017.Below are a few passages from Cadenza in
which Thomas speaks about his life as a scholar activist. Commentary is in italics.
In Cadenza, Thomas talks extensively about his values, research methods and the ethics of
his scholarship. In the introduction he sets this out clearly:
This book has a perspective from below as its hallmark. It comes from the time of a
science as opposition, and tries to recreate it … it is the perspective of the prisoner, not
the guard; it is the perspective of the patient, not the nurse or doctor; it is the
perspective of the insurgent, not of the police; it is the perspective of the child, not the
grownup; it is the perspective of the student, not of the teacher; it is the perspective of
the indicted, not of the judge.
The importance of this position is emphasised:
a perspective from below is fairly rare in criminology and sociology of law, and for that
reason needs fortification.
Throughout his career Thomas saw himself as an active participant in the social struggles
he researched. In particular:
The most important struggle which I have taken part in, was no doubt the movement
called KROM – The Norwegian Association for Penal Reform.
Cadenza provides a comprehensive account of KROM, from its foundation in 1968 to the
book’s publication in 2017. For those of us involved in social movements the history of
KROM offers important lessons in building and sustaining an organisation.
Of particular importance has been KROM and Thomas’s commitment to the participation
of prisoners.
From the start KROM clung steadfastly to the principle of having prisoners and exprisoners participate in our activities … it led to a kind of “amalgamation” in the
debates we engaged ourselves in, between those with “practical experience” on the one
hand and the “theoretically oriented” people on the other. On the public scenes we
sought contact with, we were neither people with practical experience (who could
easily be defined out), nor theoretically oriented (who could also be defined out). When
a prisoner or ex-prisoner said something, he would be followed up by a researcher
substantiating his claims, or vice versa.
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… Prrisoners’ participation led
l to a ma
aintenance of
o knowledg
ge about priisons and prison
life in
i KROM. As
A time goees on, such knowledge
k
is easily wa
ashed awayy, especiallyy with
resea
archers and
d other aca
ademics wiith theoretiical interestts. The pro
ofessional home
h
mentioned earliier is imporrtant, but ca
an at the sam
me time tip
p the balancce in too stro
ong a
theoretical direcction. By th
he maintena
ance of priso
on knowled
dge, prisoneers’ participation
nteracts thiss.
coun
… prrisoners’ pa
articipation also increa
ases our kno
owledge of prison life at the botto
om …
new knowledgee about cha
anges in wh
hat is usua
ally called “the
“
crimin
nal care” syystem
(“kriiminalomso
orgen”), quiickly comes around, an
nd prisonerrs can tell h
how prison life
l is
actua
ally develop
ping. In ad
ddition, the increased knowledge
k
at the sam
me time con
ntains
impo
ortant elem
ments of th
heory. Increease of kn
nowledge ha
as the sam
me effect ass the
main
ntenance off knowledgee. At times, we
w simply beat
b
the autthorities thrrough our knowk
how of their prisons.
Anotherr key factorr (one whicch is also a characterisstic of the European
E
G
Group) has been
b
the
focus on
n an annua
al gathering
g of particip
pants ratheer than the building off an organissational
structure.

A main
m
goal att the conferrences has been to alllow prisoneers, ex-priso
oners and other
o
criticcizing the penal system from outside
o
thee system an
a opportunity to exp
press
publlicly their opinions.
o
U
Usually
theirr opinions are
a silenced
d by the syystem. The voice
from
m the system
m has been framed
f
in a special, po
olished, burreaucratic fo
orm which gives
an im
mpression of
o balance. The voice at
a the KROM
M conferences, on the other hand
d, has
partlly been inellegant, peop
ple’s usual style
s
of speeech has mad
de itself cleear and even
n had
the upper
u
hand
d, and madee the tone of
o the wholle conferencce into som
mething diffe
ferent
from
m the balancced form.
Centrall to this hass been a con
nsistent resiistance to th
he lure of fu
unding
Mon
ney is temptting, especia
ally when ta
asks are giv
ven to otherrs by emplo
oying them to do
the work
w
(for ex
xample by arranging
a
co
onferences,, which has become a w
whole busin
ness).
We have
h
not ced
ded to this temptation.
t
.
At its heeart it is KR
ROM’s ethoss that sustains it
a devvelopment in the direcction of a moral
m
comm
munity has occurred in
n KROM … You
noticce it when
n people speak
s
with each otheer, for exa
ample at in
ntermission
ns at
confferences. It is importan
nt to move on, to new
w turns at old
o sayings and ideas. This
open
ns the bord
ders for new
w theory an
nd new pra
actice. At th
he same tim
me, it is eq
qually
impo
ortant to keeep old prin
nciples high
h. It is imp
portant to do
d the two things, to move
m
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ahead and be a mountain, at the same time. It is quite difficult to describe this, but at
its best there is no separation between theory and practice.
KROM’s home in its early years was in The Institute for Sociology of Law, Thomas’s
academic base, which in the 1960s and 1970s was located “the Villa” (pictured in Cadenza).
It was clearly a remarkable space, open and accessible in a way that is almost
unimaginable today. This is illustrated by Thomas’s account of the establishment of the
Action Group for Vagrants:
The group’s founding meeting was held in the living room of our villa. Never have I
witnessed such an assembly of openly intoxicated people, at a Research Institute or
anywhere else, gathered for a political conversation. Though incredibly jumbled at
first, the debate eventually became more structured as we approached the essential
demands. From this experience came the recognition that discussion with even the
most downtrodden of people is possible, as long as conditions are properly facilitated.
Indeed, our villa was aptly suited for this; thanks to its frail appearance, any smudge or
spillage mattered none – while the academic context of the Institute gave the meeting a
streak of seriousness at the same time. Contact with vagrants on an individual basis
also evolved. The office personnel in the house were frequently visited by people
connected to the group – and so was my own office, thanks to the spread of a (quite
truthful) rumor that I would give a few coins to vagrants dropping by. I eventually had
to put a halt to this practice as the lines of vagrants escalated, however – after all I was
not a qualified social worker. But the presence of vagrants in the house made its mark
in many regards. Aud Korbøl writes:
One morning at eight the entire building [of Fuglehauggt. 6] smelled of fish.
Hjalmar, an old sailor and vagrant, had forgotten about the stove on the kitchen
oven – he was sound asleep beneath a desk. He had been handed some fish while
at the docks, and had no other place to cook it. Hjalmar probably belonged to the
Action Group for Vagrants […]
“The doors were open,” she adds.
…
Never before or since have had I happened upon such an open research center. It would
hardly be too bold to claim that our villa was a unique place for social research. Today
most institutes are more or less locked areas – usually requiring cards and codes for
entrance, and often using guards.
From its establishment Thomas was an active participant in the European Group. He
attended the founding conference and gives this account:
This conference took place in 1973, and I did not learn much from the very intensive
Marxism which was presented by the American delegation there. Tony Platt was the
leader of the delegation. A sensation among at least some of the Europeans present
seemed to be that now the Americans again would come again with their colonization –
now the Europeans were to learn from Marx. Wasn’t he really a European? It seemed a
bit confusing, and slightly offensive. I remember very well the then university lecturer
(later professor of women’s law) Tove Stang Dahl from Norway, who took the floor and
criticized the Americans rather severely for coming to Europe and for being teachers of
Marxism for Europeans! It made a strong impression, and it was indeed a teaching
lesson in itself. The Norwegian association KROM was a kind of role model for the
other European participants – we had brought along a very articulate and clever ex-
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prisoner who gave a lengthy speech to the assembly, simultaneously translated into
English by me, and there was considerable enthusiasm around the several prison
organizations which were in the making. I also experienced the Americans as being
rather embarrassed by the criticism…
On one of the days of the conference, on September 11, the socialist leader in Chile,
president Salvador Allende, was killed in a coup d’etat led by General Pinochet. The
news of this was a great shock to everybody at the European Group conference and
Italians in Florence, and hours after the news of the coup was known, people
(Communists) in the thousands were marching in the streets of the city …
They have a number of people as sympathizers and members, and have actually
created a “school” of their own with advanced ethical principles and teachings. Every
year since 1973 they have organized a professional critical conference. They have been
and are “anti-positivists”, which opposed and opposes the professional meetings of the
time, not the least in England …
Much of the book focuses on Mathiesen’s engagement with the disciplines of sociology and
criminology. For the historian of twentieth century sociology the book is a treasure trove.
Much of this is by its very nature quite dry, but it includes many amusing anecdotes. This
includes an account of an ‘encounter’ between Sir Leon Radzinowicz and the NDC.
A group of idealistic researchers, as far as I know including the young “Crown Prince”,
Stanley Cohen, stood up to the old “King”, Leon Radzinowicz, the Wolfson Chair of
Criminology at Cambridge. The group as a whole actually came for a visit to Norway,
probably at Nils Christie’s initiative, who no doubt wished to support the young men
against the old man “Sir Leon”. The meeting took place at a hotel nearby Oslo. I was
there. Fairly late one evening “Sir Leon” had gone to bed to sleep, while the young
generation had continued the party, over time becoming more boisterous and more
inspired by the drinks they had consumed. In the end one of them – I do not remember
who – made a bold exclamation to the effect that this was the time for a revolt. The
English visitors were to march as a group to “Sir Leon’s” bedroom – which was located
far away from the dining room of the hotel in order not to disturb “the old man”. So,
they did. The Norwegians, including myself, followed at a respectful distance. But the
closer the group came to “Sir Leon’s” bedroom, the more hesitant the march became.
Finally, everyone stopped completely at Radzinowicz’s door. No one knocked at the
door. After a brief discussion, the whole group was dissolved. People went quietly back
to the dining room – and continued to drink. “Sir Leon” continued his sleep,
undisturbed, and the revolt of the young was nipped in the bud. “Sir Leon’s” prestige
was enormous, so enormous that a closed door was more than enough to temper them.
Towards the end of the book Thomas reflected on the current state of sociology in Norway:
What about the fate of a science of opposition in Norwegian sociology today? I frankly
don’t know. Opposition is not in tune with the times in Norwegian sociology. Much of
what is produced is well written, but it appears to me to be firmly located within the
sociological establishment. It seems as if the sociologists have quit writing and quit
talking to others, and that they rather write and talk to each other. Sociology is
therefore no longer a science of opposition.
And on criminology
In the past I took part in publishing a whole book on criminology as a science of
opposition rather than a science of governmentality. It seems like a long time ago now.
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And on the sociology of law
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Thomas Mathiesen: Activism as an Exercise of Public Intellect
The republication of a book produced in 1974 should not be seen as a mere nostalgic
drawback to the formidable, turbulent years of conflict with which one may associate the
1970s. In order to deserve republication, books have to display what I would term a double
substantive originality: first within the context in which they first appeared, and second amid
concerns prevailing at the time they are reissued. In what follows I will attempt to highlight
the double originality I read in The Politics of Abolition.
When the book first appeared, Marxism as a system of thought was predominant, and
thinkers or activists could hardly display their own intellectual originality, unless they were
prepared to distance themselves from the prevailing orthodoxy, namely from a static and
dogmatic reading of Marxism. This is what Mathiesen did, wittingly or otherwise. Of course,
there are scattered elements of Marxism in his early work, for example in his analysis of the
law, which, we are told, is shaped and reshaped by changes of, and changes in, material
structures in society. If materiality, in the last instance, takes precedence, the legal rules
created by structures feed back on the material structures themselves, perpetuating them
while producing legitimacy and consensus. In the Marxist tradition too, the notion that the
law is divorced from its economic basis is regarded as an illusion: the civil law, for example,
is said to have developed simultaneously with private property out of the disintegration of
the natural community. As for the general apparatus that constitutes the repository of the
law: ‘the state is the form in which the individuals of a ruling class assert their common
interests; the state mediates in the formation of all common institutions and thus the
institutions receive a political form’ (Marx, 1974: 80). The law is a symptom, an expression of
other social relationships on which state power lies.
Mathiesen (1980), after reiterating in his own way this materialist analysis, proceeds with
the examination of law as ‘totality’. In other words, he crosses the boundaries of the legal
sphere into other systems of ideas such as religion, art, and science. ‘The law is viewed in
relation to these other systems of ideas’, before addressing a crucial problem, ‘that of how
systems of ideas, in more general terms, relate to material structures in society’ (ibid: 10).
Finally, he moves on to exploring the possibilities of what he describes as ‘boundarytranscending political action’. His contention is that most sociologists, Habermas among
them, unwittingly paralyse action, because they limit themselves to the description of
existing conditions rather than ‘discussing the conditions for the abolition of existing
conditions’ (ibid: 6). In brief, after leaving the legal sphere behind, Mathiesen probes the
validity of other systems of ideas, namely ideas that may accompany a type of political action
which is boundary-transcending or revolutionary in relation to the material structure.
There is, however, a more important aspect that distances Mathiesen’s work from orthodox
Marxism, and this pertains to the very subjects which form the heart of his
conceptualisations and organisational efforts for action. Orthodox Marxism focuses on
working class organisations and struggles, confining the excluded to the amorphous army of
vagabonds who have no particular historical mission to accomplish. At the beginning of the
manufacture system, this surplus population could not be turned into disciplined labour, if
not through the most extreme necessity. Henry VIII of England had seventy-two thousand of
these vagabonds hanged, thus proving how disposable they were, economically as well as
politically (Marx, 1974: 73-74). When describing the conditions of the English working class,
Engels (1973) is forced to also consider the conditions of the non-working surplus
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population, and to focus on conventional crime as one of the anti-social expressions of such
population. Contesting Malthus’ argument that there are too many people in the world,
Engels suggests that there are as many as are sufficient to depreciate labour. This
superfluous humanity swells during the periodical industrial crises, when charity
organisations are put under siege and starvation spreads. Crime as one of the effects of such
crises is described by Engels as open warfare against the rich who wage a covert warfare
against the poor. But there is nothing heroic in this: when crowds run amok, robbing,
stealing and killing, they do express despise towards the social order, but they also testify to
their ‘corruption’, as they manifest the blind fight of each person against the rest.
There is a paradoxical aspect in Marxist analysis of marginalisation, one that comes vividly
to light in some powerful pages of Theories of Surplus Value. The argument sets off with the
observation that crime takes a part of the superfluous population away from the labour
market, thus reducing competition among labourers and preventing wages from falling
below the minimum. The struggle against crime, in its turn, absorbs another part of this
population. The argument continues with the famous observation about the ‘productive’
nature of crime and criminals:
‘Thus the criminal comes in as one of those natural “counterweights” which bring
about a correct balance and open up a whole perspective of “useful” occupations…
The criminal… produces the whole of the police and of criminal justice, constables,
judges, hangman, juries, etc.: and all these different lines of business, which form
equally many categories of the social division of labour, develop different capacities
of the human spirit, create new needs and new ways of satisfying them. Torture alone
has given rise to the most ingenious mechanical inventions, and employed many
honourable craftsmen in the production of its instruments’ (Marx (1964: 375).
If we followed Marxist analysis literally we would be tempted to argue that it is in the interest
of the working class to press for more laws and criminalisation, because by constantly
removing part of the population from the labour market wages for the employed will be kept
high. In sum, there are ambivalent aspects in the way Marxist analysis addresses the
marginalised, particularly when it focuses on their political behaviour, their passivity, or
even their moral putrefaction (Marx, 1965).
Mathiesen’s distance from this analytical tradition is evident, in that it is exactly what
Marxism regards as the surplus population the objective of his work as a sociologist and
activist. An example is provided in the following fictional account (Mathiesen,1974). Quoting
from a novel by Jörgen Eriksson (1970), Mathiesen describes a gathering of people from
juvenile correctional institutions, youth hostels and hostels for vagrants, condemned houses
and slums, mental hospitals and institutions for alcoholics, from ghettoes for gypsies and
immigrants. And when the handicapped are threatened by the police, a staggering crowd of
vagrants launch an attack with injection needles and beer bottles. The street whores pull out
large knives, while the gypsies sneak around stealing horses from under the police officers.
The mental patients scuttle back and forth and confuse the law enforces, spitting, scratching,
tearing and biting. This is an eponymous revolt of those who, even within radical politics, are
denied an emancipatory role.
‘Some versions of Marxism identify one particular sector of society as the leading
force bringing social change, discarding other sectors which may oppose or hamper
the revolutionary process. The marginalised, in an orthodox perspective, are
unreliable as they easily shift their allegiance according to the contingent moment. In
Marxist teleology, moreover, the problem of crime cannot be resolved before the
revolutionary process is complete’ (Ruggiero, 2010: 138).
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As an implicit critique of this teleology, Mathiesen (1983) not only focuses on social
movements which orthodox Marxists would not deem relevant for the ‘revolutionary
process’, he also elaborates and practices a strategy of action revolving around the idea of
‘the unfinished’, which provides an alternative to millenarian postponement of change.
The unfinished is the sketch, the embryo of what is not yet in full existence. Mathiesen’s
(1974: 13) premise is that ‘any attempt to change the existing order into something
completely finished, a fully formed entity, is destined to fail’. The process of finishing, in
other words, will lead back to the social order one wants to change. Oracles are given as
examples as they provide sketches, not fully-formed answers. The first problem, therefore, is
how a sketch can take shape and how it should be mobilised. If the existing social order
changes while assuming a new structure, the second problem is how the sketch can be
maintained as such or how, at least, its life can be prolonged. ‘An enormous political
pressure exists in the direction of completing the sketch into a finished drawing, and thereby
ending the growth of the product. How can this be avoided, or at least postponed?’ (ibid) The
solution to these problems is the core concern of penal abolition.
In order to clarify his argument, Mathiesen considers love as an unfinished relationship, that
is a boundless rapport leading to unpredictable developments. When is love going to stop?
Love stops when boundaries are determined and precisely drawn, producing either resigned
loneliness or routinized marriage. Treatment experiments are also unfinished while they are
carried out. They have no boundaries with respect to outcomes, and offer potential
alternatives to the state of things, for example, in hospitals or prisons. As the pioneering
aspects of the experiments are incorporated into the structure in which they take place, and
as the outcomes are precisely inscribed in that structure, they are appropriated by the
establishment. Finally, the notion of the unfinished can be applied to the building of
alternative societies. Such societies, presumably, contradict and compete with the societies
they intend to replace. Their being alternative, however, lies in the never-ending process
through which they attempt to establish themselves, in the constant experimenting with new
features and values, rather than in their bringing change to completion.
‘Completion, or the process of finishing, implies full take-over, and thereby there is no longer
any contradiction. Neither is there competition’ (ibid: 17).
In this sense, abolitionism must inform each immediate objective, concretely linked to the
long-term goal. The concepts of positive and negative reforms may help strengthen this
point. The former contribute to the perpetuation of established control systems, whereas the
latter to their constant erosion. In order for the long-term abolitionist goal not to be set
aside, short-term reforms should therefore be of the negative type. ‘That is, when working for
short-term improvements in the prison, one should in principle work for reforms negating
the basic prison structure, thus helping – at least a little bit – in tearing that structure down
rather than consolidating it’ (Mathiesen, 1986: 82). Reforms of an ‘abolishing type’ contain
the long-term strategy while dealing with short-term issues. Abolitionism implies that ‘there
is constantly more to abolish, that one looks ahead towards a new and still more long-term
objective of abolition, that one constantly moves in a wider circle to new fields of abolition’
(ibid: 212). Readers will find of interest how in the introduction to this new edition of the
book Mathiesen updates these concepts.
Mathiesen’s originality today becomes apparent when we locate his ‘abolitionist stance’
within the debate around public criminology. Advocates of public criminology stress that,
historically, the discipline has been the domain of reformist intellectuals prepared to engage
in discussions of social problems and interact with equally sensitive groups and individuals.
Criminological knowledge, in this perspective, is deemed suitable for forging views,
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insinuating doubt, rejecting face-value assumptions about crime and control, and promoting
fairer justice policies (Loader and Sparks, 2010; 2011). The search for ‘windows of
opportunity’ through which knowledge can pass to receptive groups and individuals is,
therefore, instigated, as if criminologists, ‘respectable, kind and useful’, were there,
permanently pursuing any opportunity to help our societies (Christie, 2011: 709). The calm,
limited, engagement proposed by Loader and Sparks (2010), on the other hand, is
interpreted as a message implying that ‘criminology might serve the public and the polity
best by doing pretty much what it is already doing’ (Currie, 2011: 711).
The notion that such alternative knowledge and better policies may be appreciated and met
with the consent of the authorities, however, hides an unrealistic view of the political arena,
where ‘crime policy, like other realms of social policy in our time, has been a battle waged by
groups with often starkly opposing interests, wielding very different degrees of political
power’ (Currie, 2011: 712). The elite, it is argued, is contemptuous of democracy, of ‘better
policies’ and, for that matter, of knowledge itself. Contemporary ‘democratic politics’ is, in
fact, the problem, a core factor ‘in the degradation of political institutions and in the
perversion of the law and order debate’ (Sim, 2011: 724). How can a ‘public criminologist’
engage with a political process ‘steeped as it is in the turgid mire of such hypocritical
cynicism – cynicism that is underpinned by the generalised pathology of chronic mendacity
that prevails in modern capitalist culture?’ (ibid: 725).
Criminologists, public or not, like Olimpian observers, believe they can see the whole picture.
‘The excuse for occupying such a bird’s eye view is usually that scientists are doing reflexively
what the informants are doing unwittingly’ (Latour, 2005: 33). As Bauman (2011: 163) has
contended, our objects of study are not dumb by nature, but in order to retain our status ‘and
to secure the sovereign authority of our pronouncements, the objects to which our
pronouncements refer need first to be made dumb’.
Public criminologists do not dispel the impression that their study of marginalized
communities is inspired by a missionary zeal and a honeyed paternalism that derive from
traditional philanthropy. Mathiesen, on the contrary, expresses a genuine public stance, for
example when he addresses collective actors and social movements. Mathiesen spends as
much time with students as he does with prisoners, and his sociology, in brief, prioritizes
specific actors and their collective action that can bring change from below.
Abolitionism does not address the powerful with ‘pleas to be nice’, because such pleas would
give them a clear monopoly over the power to pardon (Ruggiero, 2012). As this power
solidifies, disadvantaged actors might grow accustomed to interpreting their deeds as
exclusive outcomes of their individual decisions, rather than the result of collective, social,
conditions. They might even get accustomed to the notion that, while being pardoned, they
themselves are required to pardon the groups and the mechanisms responsible for the
conditions in which they live.
Public criminology as practised by Mathiesen posits academic work as intellectual activism,
as a form of cultural work engaged in a social conflict. His abolitionism is not scared away
from the notion of conflict, in fact like other radical thinkers he believes that conflict is a
precious resource and has to be nurtured and cherished. In this way, he echoes Georg
Simmel (1971), for whom conflict is a fundamental experience leading to socialisation. As for
knowledge, Mathiesen would argue that it is not only a question of ‘windows of opportunity’
through which it is transmitted to receptive groups. It is also constituted by a number of
tools, experiences and repertoires of action that help people engaged in conflict. The
research-action advocated by Thomas Mathiesen is an example: his involvement with groups
of prisoners aims to produce knowledge that can be of use in their struggles for reform.
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In conclusion, the reluctance of academics to ‘go along the action chain’, namely to join a
social movement, may be tempered through the recognition that mainstream academics are
themselves well connected in this chain and engaged in a social movement. In this respect, it
is useful to adopt the following concise definition: a social movement consists of an informal
network of groups and individuals engaged in conflict which produces and is produced by
collective identity. Are we sure that ‘scientific’ inquiry itself is so neutral, that it is not
involved in a social movement? Surely, mainstream criminology is constituted by an
informal network of groups and individuals engaged in a conflict against the powerless, for
the perpetuation of the status quo and the exacerbation of social injustice, a conflict which
produces and is produced by a specific, dominant, sectarian, collective identity. Mathiesen
and his book The Politics of Abolitionism, after fifty years from its original publication, are
still able to throw light on these vexed issues.
Vincenzo Ruggiero
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Words for Thomas Mathiesen
We have lost Thomas. A constant source to inspiration, a fighter, a mentor, a brilliant thinker
and writer, a dear friend, a comrade – with steady solidarity. He was known and will be
remembered worldwide for his academic and critical legal work in the fields of criminology,
sociology of law and activism – and for the person he was.
As a former teacher in criminology at the University of Copenhagen I have used and spread
his thoughts, theories and writings through decades, and his work has had a great impact on
my understanding of power, prisons, surveillance, social control and so much more. I know,
that this is true for thousands and thousands of other academics and activists throughout the
world.
Since his doctorate: The Defences of the Weak (1965), he has followed the track of his own
title. In 1968 he was one of the founders of Norwegian KROM, an association for penal
reform and a movement for prison abolition. He had a great impact on the ‘sister
organisation’ KRIM in Denmark. He often came to our conferences and meetings, where he
gave inspiring papers and political advices.
Thomas was not a distant academic, sitting in his academic tower. Besides all his academic
work, his books, his papers, his KROM-work etc, he participated in the political debate and
was an (academic) activist with courage and power. A very busy man all the way and long
after he formerly stopped as professor at University of Oslo.
We have lost Thomas, and that is SO sad. But we still have all his great books, theories and
thoughts, and lots of great memories with this exceptional person.
My love and thoughts go to his close family and nearest friends.
Ida Koch

It is with great sadness that I heard of the death of Thomas Mathiesen who will be greatly
missed and treasured by many.
Along with Nils Christie, Louk Hulsman and Ivan Illich, Thomas Mathiesen was an
important intellectual and personal inspiration to me and alike them he was a very warm,
engaging and empathetic person.
Thomas’ work and his activism influenced me deeply before I even studied or became a
critical criminologist as I started to become an abolitionist before that time.
I re-read parts of “Ueberwindet die Mauern “as I reflected on Thomas’ early influence on my
thinking and praxis. During the late 1980’s I studied Social Pedagogy in Cologne. There were
a variety of practical aspects to our studies then and one of them was a one-year project of
engaging in group-work in a male adult prison. While the emancipatory/participatory
approach and the resulting groupwork experiences were a great success in relation to the
group-work’s set aims (increasing the prisoners’ self-esteem; generating a group-feeling of
belonging; establishing a basis of trust in the group), the relationship with the prison-system
and most of its staff was in continuous decline. My report on the project concluded that
theoretical reflections on the ‘Sinnlosigkeit des Strafvollzugs’ [Senselessness of the Prison]
were matched by the praxis of working as an emancipatory social pedagogue in the prisonsystem as it is ‘abstumpfend’ [deadening] and infertile as it is ‘system-stὔtzend’ [systemsupportive]. It was during this time that I read “Ṻberwindet die Mauern !” [Overcome the
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Walls” (1979) and it moved me deeply and served to shape my developing abolitionism
especially its passionate feel and broad abolitionist scope as expressed in the concluding
section: “Die Erhaltung einer Abschaffung impliziert, dass stᾂndig mehr zu beseitigen ist,
dass man [sic] Ausschau haelt nach einer neuen und noch umfassenderen Zielsetzung der
Aufhebung , dass man [sic] sich staendig in weiteren Kreisen der Aufhebung
bewegt.“(Mathiesen 1979: 193) [The continuing of abolition implies that there is constantly
more to remove, that one looks for a new and even more all encompassing goal or ambition
for abolition so that one is constantly moving in further circles of abolition.] The ambition
that he ignited so early on, to offer a ‘perspective from below’ and to contribute to a science
as opposition as he expressed it in his professional autobiography, has never left me since
and is also expressed in relation to the politics of the ‘body’ and ‘sexuality’ in my own work.
Andrea Beckmann

Mathiesen, Thomas (1979)” Ueberwindet die Mauern” Kritische Texte Sozialarbeit Sozialpaedagogik
Soziale Probleme, Luchterhand Verlag, Neuwied und Darmstadt
Mathiesen Thomas [with Snorre Smari Mathiesen] (2017) “Cadenza” EGPress Limited London

Thomas, along with Nils Christie, were the quiet, ever present father figures of an earlier
generation EG. Older, wiser, less opinionated than the young Turks, he observed and talked
quietly in measured terms when he had something to say. His words were worth listening to
and always constructive. I considered him a friend though we met only at the annual
conference with the exception when he invited me to the University of Oslo as a visiting
scholar. His and Nils' welcome, warmth and genuine personal and academic hospitality
remain a powerful memory. I used his work on the Sami people and in particular his book on
Politics of Abolition for class reading and seminar discussion over several years. His book
sits on my shelf and I acknowledge it as one of my seminal readings.
Philip A. Thomas

In 2014 I contacted Thomas as a PhD researcher with the University of Leeds. At the time I
was researching about imprisonment of women in Norway. He was such an enthusiastic
person who dedicated time to help me. At the time he explained that in Norway he was
involving prisoners by taking them skiing. His passion for encouraging changes to
imprisonment went far beyond the academic work that he is famous for. Inspired by Thomas
Mathiesen I have published a working paper about the situation in Norway for pregnant
women who are detained in health clinics. This is a link to an organisation from Norway that
need more publicity and I would never have known about them if it wasn’t for Professor
Mathiesen. https://nikk.no/en/home/
Helen Crewe
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A Dedication to Thomas Mathiesen - 1933-2021
I first met Thomas in the mid-1980s at the European Group. At the time I had read The
Politics of Abolition. My experiences of the devastation on those held inside jails and secure
‘hospitals’ had convinced me that penal reformism was not the answer to the appalling
inequities and destructive impact of incarceration. Thomas chaired the Norwegian
Association for Penal Reform, KROM, from 1968 into the 1970s and then served on its
Board. Despite its title from inception KROM was committed to penal abolition.
Thomas exemplified the activist-academic, establishing a path for critical social researchers
to travel. He was always welcoming, reassuring and inclusive. The combination of sharp
intellect, mischievous humour and committed politics was matched by immense personal
generosity. As the years passed we wrote occasional letters and emails, a friendship
reinvigorated at European Group conferences.
My last conference session with Thomas was a SKYPE ‘in conversation’, interviewing him in
his study. He wrote a wonderful endorsement for my book, Power, Conflict and
Criminalisation, and was a referee for my appointment at Queen’s University. I mention
these moments because when I first met him, in awe of his work, I could not have imagined
that one day I would receive such personal support. Yet, I know that I was one among many
who Thomas inspired and supported in their academic-activism.
The extracts below are from two of my publications. Thomas, we miss you.
******
The potential of critical analysis for challenging and affecting change in the established
politics and practices of criminal justice is fundamental to Thomas Mathiesen’s (1990)
important critique of prisons and punishment. Exposing the ‘material underpinnings’ of the
ideological functions of and populist justification for imprisonment he notes that society’s
bifurcation ‘between the productive and the unproductive … places prisoners in a
[structurally] powerless position’ (Mathiesen, 1990:138). While the crimes, excesses and
conventions of the powerful are neglected, even relatively minor law-breaking by those
rendered powerless are consistently stigmatized. Incarceration and harsh sentences,
therefore, ‘appear meaningful and legitimate’. He concludes: ‘By relying on the prison, by
building prisons, by building more prisons, by passing longer prison sentences’ politicians
and civil servants ‘obtain a method of showing they act on crime … that they are doing
something about it, that something is being done about law and order’ (Mathiesen, 1990:
139). His vision of prison expansionism was prophetic.
******
Thomas Mathiesen’s ground-breaking and much quoted early work established the
contemporary agenda for penal abolitionism (Mathiesen, 1974). Challenging Norway’s penal
policies he revealed ‘denial’ and ‘negation’ within what he termed the ‘prison fiasco’ and its
spectacular failure on its own terms (Mathiesen, 1990). Three spheres, he argued, each
contributed to a politics of denial and neutralisation of criticism. These were: ‘the widest
public sphere’ and its ‘whole range of modern mass media’; the ‘narrower public sphere,
consisting of institutions directly engaged in crime prevention such as the police, the courts,
the prosecuting authorities and the prisons themselves’; and, the ‘even narrower sphere
consisting of particular professional groups’ (Mathiesen 1990: 139). The latter encompassed
independent agencies and professionals whose work claimed to underwrite, monitor and
guarantee the ‘best interests’ of prisoners, proclaiming a collective duty of care within
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institutions funded by and accountable to wider civic society. As he concludes, however, not
only had the ‘fiasco’ persisted but its denial had consolidated the ‘pretence’ by all
‘participants’ that prisons are ‘a success’ (Mathiesen 1990: 140).
*****
Speaking at the twelfth International Conference on Penal Abolition (ICOPA XII) Thomas
Mathiesen (2008: 58) commented that penal abolitionists should feel neither ‘desperate’ nor
‘ashamed’ that they had not halted ‘the strong wave towards punitive populism, media panics
and rising prison figures’. Abolitionists had not contributed to the expansion of the prison
system, neither had they been ‘preoccupied with system justification’ nor with its refinement.
‘Abolitionism’, he stated, ‘is a stance … the attitude of saying ‘no’ … fostering and developing
a deeply critical attitude to prisons and penal systems as human (and inhumane) solutions”
(Mathiesen 2008: 58-59).
Abolitionism, he continued, ‘goes beyond the parameters or conditions of existing systems’.
In contrast, negotiating reform of an ‘aspect’ or element of the prison system and regimes
leads the reformer directly to the ‘necessity of maintaining the regime’. In saying ‘No!’ to
prisons there is no negotiation with the carceral imperative; no risk of incorporation into the
punitive state’s agenda that continued to deliver ever-expanding, global dominance of the
prison-industrial complex.
Generously, as ever, he acknowledged the strength of collaborative work of academics,
practitioners, campaigners and prisoners committed to building and sustaining activist
networks that resisted the tide of penal populism. I turned to my long-time friend, the late,
Louk Hulsman. Indebted to Thomas Mathiesen’s (1974) defining text, The Politics of
Abolition, we exchanged glances of shared recognition. I had read Rebecca Roberts’ recent
interview with Louk. He had told her:
In learning about criminal justice I learned about the police and knew about
the legislation and then I learned about the prison. I had been in prison
because I had been arrested in the war and had been in a concentration camp
and had all those experiences. Then, at a certain moment – you understand, I
did not know how to organise all that knowledge, I could not do something
with all that knowledge in those frameworks. Then I read Thomas Mathiesen
Politics of Abolition. I thought, ‘I have to reorganise all my knowledge about
it. You cannot do that in that language of criminal justice. You cannot discuss
criminal justice in the language of criminal justice’. That was the moment of
abolition. I thought ‘I have to do what he is saying there’. (Roberts 2007:1415).
A generation younger than Louk, I had shared that experience. Reading The Politics of
Abolition shaped my understanding of prison in the context of the language, administration
and punitiveness of criminal justice. I had taught a criminology class in the Walton Prison,
Liverpool. I was appalled by the conditions, overcrowding, warehousing, stench and
inhumanity of a regime controlled by abusive, aggressive and occasionally brutal guards.
Guards would regularly fail to unlock prisoners for their weekly class as an open
demonstration of the significance of their discretionary, personal control. The lack of
constructive and creative opportunities was compounded by endless hours and days when
men were locked down in twos or threes in cells built in Victorian times to accommodate one
prisoner.
Compelled to defecate in each other’s presence, the stench was so overwhelming that they
wrapped their excrement in newspaper pushed out through broken, barred windows,
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dropping to the concrete below. Each morning, prisoners shovelled the contents into
wheelbarrows. They were the prison’s ‘shit detail’. How could this place claim rehabilitation?
How could prisoners return to their communities in a better physical and psychological state
than they entered? On the contrary, prisons were debilitating, damaging and destructive.
Prisons failed on their own terms. Thomas helped me, in Louk’s words, to ‘reorganise my
knowledge’, to challenge the ‘language of criminal justice’ and extend realisation of the
‘moment of abolition’ in my research, teaching, writing and campaigning.
Phil Scraton

Extracts edited from Linda Moore and Phil Scraton The Incarceration of Women: Punishing Bodies,
Breaking Spirits Palgrave Macmillan; and from Beyond the ‘Moment of Abolition’: Essay in the Memory
of Louk Hulsman 1923-2009Journal of Prisoners on Prisons, Vol18, Nos1-2 pp. 1-9; also in R. Bergalli and
I. Rivera Beiras (Eds) Louk Hulsman: Qué Queda de Los Abolicionismos? Anthropos, Desafio(s), 9,
pp103-8
Mathiesen, Thomas (1974) The Politics of Abolition, London: Martin Robertson.
Mathiesen, Thomas (1990) Prison on Trial: A Critical Assessment, London: Sage.
Mathiesen, Thomas (2008) ‘Response: The Abolitionist Stance’, Journal of Prisoners on Prisons, 17(2):
58-63.
Roberts, Rebecca (2007) What happened to Abolitionism? An Investigation of a Paradigm and Social
Movement, Unpublished MSc Thesis, London: Department of Social Policy, LSE.

Dear friends, I'd like to share with you my sadness for Thomas Mathiesen’s departure. I
knew him since long time, not only reading his books, but mainly meeting him and talking to
him so many times at the European Group conferences and other occasions. He also came
quite often to teach at our Master in Critical Criminology and Social Security in Padua. Every
time I could enjoy sharing with him the depth of his thought, the warm feeling of his
friendship, the sweet simplicity of his deep humanity. I'm deeply feeling the tight connection
between these peculiar aspects of his personality and the strength of his critical thought,
definitely oriented to reveal the roots of prison violence and the way to abolish it, in the
frame of a different, peaceful, more equal and human society. His last contribution to our
review Studi sulla questione criminale, "The stance of abolitionism" (n.2/2011) is a clear and
determined reaffirmation of the abolitionist perspective. With Thomas Mathiesen, together
with Louk Hulsman and Nils Christie, we lose the last founding fathers of abolitionism in
Europe. But far from giving this proposal to the past, their departures show how their studies
and proposals, today like never before, are the seeds of a new development of the abolitionist
approach, for abolishing the violence of the prison, as crucial and symbolic head point to
abolish a violent system of relationships within the whole society.
Beppe Mosconi
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Thomas Mathiesen: a sociologist of opposition
The passing of Thomas Mathiesen marks a watershed not only in Norwegian but also in
international criminology and sociology of law. Together with Nils Christie, who died in
2015, Mathiesen belonged to what is sometimes referred to as the Norwegian golden age of
sociology. He himself described it as a ‘science of opposition’1. He was part of a generation of
radical thinkers who had the imagination to think differently, as well as the courage and
conviction to follow through on their ideas. Thomas was born in 1933. He obtained his PhD
in 1965. Entitled The Defenses of the Weak, the thesis was a pioneering study which marked
the beginning of his life-long interest in prisons and prison policy. This work resulted in
numerous academic books and articles on penal abolitionism, as well as the establishment of
KROM- the Norwegian Association for Penal Reform.
Mathiesen’s work represents a rare meeting of political engagement in matters of penal
policy and of theoretical curiosity and creativity. He had an astute sociological gaze and was,
at the same time, an intensely engaged participant in policy debates. Although his work on
penal abolitionism and prisoners’ rights will probably stand in time as his main legacy,
personally, I will miss most his sociological inquisitiveness and imagination. I wonder, in
fact, whether his political work would have been possible without it. At a time when
academic discourses often need to be simplified in order to fit into the media and genre of
political communication, Thomas’s approach stands as a potent reminder that a different
kind of academic opposition is possible: one that can combine deep scholarly insight with a
dedication to practical reform.
Katja Franko

1

Mathiesen, T. (2017) Cadenza: A professional autobiography. London: EG Press Limited.
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II
WE WISH TO EXPRESS OUR DEEPEST ALARM AND ANGER
OVER THE HARASSMENT OF OUR COLLEAGUE AND
COMRADE PROFESSOR STRATOS GEORGOULAS AND
EIGHT OTHER CITIZENS BY THE GREEK POLICE
Georgoulas and the other eight other citizens participated with many others in a public event
on November 17th 2020 commemorating the Athens Polytechnic uprising against the
military junta in Greece.
Police claim this was in violation of a national ban on demonstrations and other public
events around the dates of the anniversary of the uprising.
The ban was imposed in violation of the Greek constitution by an order of the Chief of the
Greek police.
Just recently the nine citizens have been selectively invited by police to testify on the events
of the day, and a threat of prosecution at the discretion of the police is implied by the
procedure followed.
We are deeply concerned by the undemocratic authoritarian turn of the Greek government
and Greek police using the pandemic control measures as pretext for the continuing
expansion of aggressive and intrusive police powers in Greece.
We express our full solidarity with Stratos Georgoulas and the other eight citizens and urge
the Greek authorities to refrain from any actions undermining civil liberties and democratic
freedoms in Greece.
European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control
28 April 2021
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III
7 April 2021
Prime Minister Justin Trudeau
Office of the Prime Minister
80 Wellington Street
Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0A2
pm@pm.gc.ca
VIA EMAIL ONLY
Dear Prime Minister Trudeau:

RE:
The Case of Hassan Diab and Issues in Canadian Extradition Law
2011 letter from the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social
Control expressing concerns about the Hassan Diab case and Canadian
extradition law.
On 28 September 2011 spokespersons for the European Group for the Study of Deviance and
Social Control (David Scott, Coordinator, and Maeve McMahon, International
Representative) wrote a letter2to the Canadian government (specifically to the then Minister
of Justice and Attorney General, Robert Nicholson) asking that the request by the Republic
of France that Canadian citizen Hassan Diab be extradited to France be declined.
Among our concerns was that there was evidence that Hassan Diab had been in Lebanon
(taking university examinations) and thereby was not in France at the time of the bombing
near a synagogue on rue Copernic in October 1980. Some of our additional concerns
included factual, and even ethically questionable, aspects of the ‘evidence’ provided by the
French to the Canadian authorities.
In the letter we further noted our familiarity with Canadian extradition judge Robert
Maranger’s expression of his reservations about the case when he observed (in June 2011)
that:
… the case presented by the Republic of France against Mr. Diab is a weak case; the
prospects of conviction in the context of a fair trial seem unlikely.
In light of the extradition judge’s expression of evidentiary concerns while perceiving himself
to be nonetheless legally compelled to agree to Hassan Diab’s extradition, in the European
Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control’s 2011 letter we directed attention to
issues concerning Canada’s extradition law itself. In conjunction with this we
urged that Canadian “steps be taken to legally remedy and reform aspects of that law that are
not currently in conformity with international norms concerning respect for due process and
the principles of fundamental justice.”
The European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control did not receive any
response to our letter from Robert Nicholson, then Minister of Justice and Attorney General
of Canada.
2The

2011 letter is included as an Appendix at the end of this letter..
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Ongoing concerns and observations by the European Group since 2011
Since 2011 Annual Conference of the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social
Control have often included discussions about the evolution of Dr. Hassan Diab’s case (2012
– Cyprus; 2015 –Estonia; 2016 –Portugal; 2017 – Greece; 2018 – Slovenia; 2019 –
Spain).3Members of the European Group (of which there are currently over1,000) have also
been kept apprised of Hassan Diab’s situation through posts on the group’s Facebook page
(e.g. 16 and 22 August 2012; 26 November 2014; 9 February, 28 April, 13 May, 9 November
2015; 7 March, 16 November 2016; 9 July, 24 July, 1 September, 7 November 2017; 12
January, 16 January, 29 January 2018; 15 February 2021). Relevant events have also been
occasionally documented in the European Group’s newsletter (e.g. December 2014 and
August 2017). The documentary ‘Rubber Stamped’4 was viewed and discussed at a plenary
conference session in Greece on 2 September 2017.
It was distressing to observe the lengthy legal proceedings in Canada culminating in Hassan
Diab’s extradition to France in November 2014 – despite the lack of any meaningful
evidence. It was further distressing to witness his subsequent incarceration at the FleuryMerogis prison and despite the lead juge d’instruction’s (as well as three other French
judges’) increasingly emphatic efforts to secure his release. It was therefore welcome news to
learn that, pursuant to the two lead investigating judges’ final release order on 12 January
2018 (in the context of firstly, evidence that Hassan Diab was in Lebanon at the time of the
bombing, as well secondly, the absence of any evidence testifying to his involvement and
various instances of exculpatory evidence to the contrary including non-matching palm and
fingerprint evidence) Hassan Diab had been released. It was also a relief to learn that, with
the assistance of Canadian consular officials in Paris, Hassan Diab had been able to return to
Canada and be reunited with his family.

At a press conference on 20 June 2018, you, Prime Minister Trudeau, acknowledged the
injustice experienced by Hassan Diab and his family. You stated:

3The

2020 Annual Conference was scheduled to take place in Italy but was cancelled owing to the
COVID-19 pandemic.
4https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WVv_J7s78Bc
‘Rubber Stamped: The Hassan Diab Story,’
2017, directed by Amar Wala with editing and photography by Andrea Conte, 13 minutes

24

I think for Hassan Diab we have to recognize, first of all, that what happened to him never
should have happened. This is something that obviously was an extremely difficult situation
to go through for himself, for his family, and that's why we've asked for an independent,
external review to look into exactly how this happened and make sure that it never happens
again.
While at first glance these Prime Ministerial words seemed to augur well both for Hassan
Diab’s situation and for the prospect of reforming Canada’s extradition law, in practice
positive developments have failed to materialize in Canada.
Although an external reviewer – lawyer Murray Segal – was appointed to review the
extradition of Hassan Diab his mandate was limited to assessing whether the legal and
Department of Justice practices and procedures were adhered to during the extradition
process. Notably absent here was scope for reviewing the extradition legislation itself. From
the outset in July 2018 the review process was doomed as Hassan Diab, his Canadian legal
teams, and his supporters were adamant that a fundamental problem in the process was the
Extradition Act [1999] itself, including the unacceptably low threshold of evidence required
in extradition cases in Canada.5
Indeed, as reported by David Cochrane6 of the Canadian Broadcasting Corporationon the day
of the report’s release in July 2019 Murray Segal himself, in a phone conversation,
acknowledged that none of his recommendations, had they been in place, would have
prevented Hassan Diab’s extradition. In other words no measures had been suggested to give
substance to your, Prime Minister Trudeau’s, promise “[to] make sure that it never happens
again.”
Concerns by supporters that another wrongful extradition might occur, including in relation
to Hassan Diab himself, hugely escalated as of 27 January 2021. On that date a French Court
of Appeal ruled that Hassan Diab is to face trial in connection with the Copernic bombing of
1980.
For Hassan Diab and his supporters this information was unfathomable. During his
incarceration in France four different judges sought his provisional release on eight
occasions. Each of these was successfully resisted by prosecutors. However as of January
2018 lead juge d’instructionJean-Marc Herbaut and his deputy, Richard Foltzer, had been
able to issue a final order of release which facilitated Hassan Diab’s return to Canada.
In making their decision Herbaut and his deputy had gathered evidence (from university
records and eyewitnesses) that Hassan Diab was in Lebanon at the time of the bombing.
They were also able to draw on exculpatory evidence (including non-matches for palm and
fingerprint evidence connected to the crime scene).
The January 2021 decision that Hassan Diab was to face trial is all the more perplexing given
that French prosecutorial efforts to continue building a case against him following his release
only further undermined the previously discredited case against him.
A related matter is that the criminal law case of R v. Stinchcombe [1991] does not apply in Canadian
extradition cases. Therefore, while in criminal cases the prosecution is obliged to disclose all of the
evidence, including exculpatory evidence, to the prosecution, this is not an obligation under
extradition law. Had exculpatory evidence available to French and Canadian prosecutors been made
available to the defence and to judges at various stages of the extradition process, a decision might
have been made to not extradite Hassan Diab.
6https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/hassan-diab-extradition-france-1.5226033
David
Cochrane,
“’Whitewash’: Hassan Diab attacks report concluding government acted properly in his extradition
case,” CBC News, 26 July 2019.
5
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A key issue here was the handwriting evidence. The initial Canadian extradition judge,
Robert Maranger, expressed grave reservations about the Bisotti report describing it as
“convoluted, very confusing, with conclusions that are suspect.”According to Hassan Diab’s
Ottawa lawyer, Donald Bayne, further examination of the handwriting evidence in France
over the past three years has only rendered the case even more weak. Handwriting experts
for the defence during the Canadian extradition proceedings had revealed fundamental flaws
in the Bisotti report (including the methodology). French handwriting experts that
conducted reviews of the handwriting evidence following Hassan Diab’s release indicated
their complete agreement with the defence experts’ testimony in Canada.
In light of the complete lack of evidence against Dr. Hassan Diab continued French
prosecutorial efforts to bring him to trial can only be interpreted as political in nature. While
it is understandable that victims of the bombing and their families continue to be upset and
pressuring for justice, the further persecution, and prosecution, of an innocent man is not a
satisfactory or ethical resolution to this.

Requests to Justin Trudeau, Prime Minister of Canada, from members of the
European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control
The latest developments in the Hassan Diab case were discussed again at the European
Group’s Annual General Meeting on 28 April 2021. Please consider the following requests
arising from our discussions.
In face of 1) the troubling possibility that a request for the second extradition of Hassan Diab
may be forthcoming from France; and 2) Canada’s failure to address the need for reform of
the Extradition Act of 1999, we respectfully request that you, Justin Trudeau, as Prime
Minister:
1) Provide clear and public assurance by the Canadian government that should a
second request for the extradition of Hassan Diab be received from France that
the request will be refused;
2) Establish a process to initiate reform of Canada’s extradition law with particular
attention to the problematically low threshold of evidence that currently exists,
and generally to bring the rights of persons sought into conformity with
principles of fundamental justice.
We look forward to your response about these important matters,

Yours sincerely,
Victoria Canning7
Katja Simoncic8
Dani Jimenez Franco9
co-coordinators of the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control
(europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com)

7Senior

Lecturer in Criminology, School for Policy Studies, University of Bristol, England.
Professor, Researcher, Institute of Criminology, Faculty of Law, University of Ljubljana,
Slovenia.
9Lecturer in the Faculty of Social Studies, University of Zaragoza, Spain.
8Associate
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Maeve McMahon10
International representative, European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control
(Maeve.McMahon@carleton.ca)
CC.
Chrystia Freeland, Deputy Prime Minister and Finance Minister,
chrystia.freeland@parl.gc.ca
Marc Garneau, Minister of Foreign Affairs, marc.garneau@parl.gc.ca
David Lametti, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada, david.lametti@parl.gc.ca
Hassan Diab Support Group, diabsupport@gmail.com
MP Jack Harris, New Democratic Party Foreign Affairs Critic, jack.harris@parl.gc.ca
MP Michael Chong, Conservative Party Foreign Affairs Critic, michael.chong@parl.gc.ca
MP Stéphane Bergeron, Bloc Québécois Foreign Affairs Critic, stephane.bergeron@parl.gc.ca

APPENDIX – 2011 LETTER FROM THE EUROPEAN GROUP FOR THE STUDY OF DEVIANCE
AND SOCIAL CONTROL

European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control
Established 1973
Email: europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com
Website: www.europeangroup.org

Maeve McMahon, Associate Professor,
Law and Criminology, C473 Loeb,
Carleton University, 1125 Colonel By Drive,
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1S 5B6

David Scott, Senior Lecturer in Criminology,
School of Education and Social Science,
Livesey House, University of Central
Lancashire,
Preston PR1 2HE, United Kingdom
The Honourable Robert Nicholson
Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada
Department of Justice Canada
284 Wellington Street
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1A 0H8
September 28th 2011

10

Associate Professor, Department of Law and Legal Studies, Carleton University, Ottawa, Canada.
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Dear Minister Nicholson:
We, on behalf of over 700 members of the European Group for the Study of Deviance and
Social Control, are writing to ask that you exercise your power to decline the request by the
Republic of France that Canada surrender your citizen Dr. Hassan Diab for extradition to
France.
As an international group with members that include social scientists, socio-legal scholars,
lawyers, researchers, policy-makers and justice practitioners we have numerous concerns
about how the case against Dr. Hassan Diab has been handled. Basic principles of justice,
due process and human rights appear to be seriously lacking in relation to the problematic
evidence provided by the French to the Canadian authorities. Also of concern is that some
basic rights normally available to suspects of criminal acts in the Canadian legal system (e.g.
full disclosure by the prosecution of evidence, including exculpatory evidence) do not apply
under the extradition legal process in your country.
Accused bythe French of being one of the terrorists involved in a bombing in October 1980
near a synagogue in Paris Dr. Hassan Diab has steadfastly maintained his innocence. He
opposes any form of discrimination or violence. He was not in Paris at the time of the
bombing.
Since his arrest in November 2008 Dr. Hassan Diab has endured an arguably Kafkaesque
personal and legal nightmare. Despite his lack of a criminal record, and despite his making
no attempt to flee Canada during the approximately one year period between his learning of
the accusation and his actual arrest, Dr. Diab was initially denied bail and subject to
incarceration for a period until the beginning of April 2009. Since his release at that time Dr.
Diab has been subject to particularly onerous bail conditions identified by Justice Robert
Maranger as “virtual house arrest.” These conditions include Dr. Hassan Diab having to wear
an electronic bracelet, and paying approximately $2,000 a month for it.
Information available to us indicates that evidence provided by the French to the Canadian
authorities has been faulty, incomplete, and sometimes ethically questionable. For example,
reports by the first two handwriting experts put forward by the prosecution had to be
withdrawn by the French upon the discovery that the handwriting samples that they were
using to compare with that of the alleged suspect in 1980 (on a hotel registration card) were
not even written by Hassan Diab, but by someone else.
Further, with respect to the third handwriting expert report subsequently introduced by the
French authorities Justice Maranger’s observations noted that it was “convoluted, very
confusing, with conclusions that are suspect.” It is worrying that the same report might be
considered unproblematic in potential future legal proceedings in France.
Also of huge concern is that some of the evidence that the French authorities tried to use in
Canada, and plan to use in France, came from unsourced and unidentified sources. In other
words, information and allegations that may have been derived from torture. France has
previously been criticized for using such intelligence, and we concur that information
gathered in the course of violations of human rights contradicts principles of fundamental
justice.
In Justice Maranger’s own words: “the case presented by the Republic of France against Mr.
Diab is a weak case; the prospects of conviction in the context of a fair trial, seem unlikely.”
The question arises: if it is basically being acknowledged that the case against Mr. Diab is not
sufficiently strong to result in a conviction under Canadian jurisdiction and law, should this
not logically result in a decision by Canada to refuse to surrender him for extradition?
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While we do not claim to be experts on extradition law in Canada we do feel sufficiently
informed to urge that steps be taken to legally remedy and reform aspects of that law that are
not currently in conformity with international norms concerning respect for due process and
the principles of fundamental justice. As previously stated, we are also aware that it is in your
power to remedy the situation currently confronting Dr. Hassan Diab. We concur with the
views already offered to you in a recent letter (12 September 2011) from Robert D. Holmes,
President, on behalf of the Civil Liberties Association of British Columbia. As he states:
It is well-established that the Minister of Justice is required to consider whether the
requesting state’s criminal procedures and penalties would violate the principles of
fundamental justice when deciding whether - and under what conditions - an individual
should be surrendered for extradition. This is a requirement that exists not only under the
Extradition Act, but also under s. 7 of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms. It is based on
these principles that, for example, the Supreme Court of Canada has ruled that the Minister
for Justice is constitutionally bound to ensure that Canada does not surrender individuals to
face the death penalty in foreign jurisdictions. Accordingly, whether French trial procedure
comports with principles of fundamental justice is an issue you must take into account when
considering Mr. Diab’s surrender; indeed, the extradition judge in Mr. Diab’s case noted that
arguments concerning the fairness of the French trial is “best advanced at the ministerial
stage.”
We further concur with the Civil Liberties Association when they go on to say:
A prosecution that admits the use of evidence derived from torture violates the principles of
fundamental justice. It is trite law in Canada that information obtained by torture, inhuman
or degrading treatment is neither credible nor reliable..... Canada’s domestic law and
international legal obligations make clear that information derived from torture has no place
in judicial proceedings.
The Extradition Act sets out the circumstances under which the Minister may refuse
surrender. Section 44(1) reads, in relevant part:
The Minister shall refuse to make a surrender order if the Minister is satisfied that the
surrender would be unjust or oppressive having regard to all the relevant circumstances.
We respectfully submit that France’s documented willingness to use unsourced intelligence
from international partners known to routinely engage in torture means that you should
decline to surrender Mr. Diab for trial in France.
In conclusion, we, the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control, are
pleading with you to deal with the case of Dr. Hassan Diab as an urgent matter, and to refuse
to surrender him for extradition to France. In doing so, as well as providing Dr. Hassan Diab
with relief from this lengthy and traumatic legal process, you will also be re-affirming on an
important international stage Canada’s commitment to the protection of human rights, and
to supporting principles of fundamental justice.
We look forward to your response to our concerns.
Yours sincerely,
Maeve McMahon, PhD, European Group member.
David Scott, PhD, Coordinator (on behalf of the European Group for the Study of Deviance
and Social Control).
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IV
Six years of Gag Law is Spain
The Organic Law 4/2015, of 30 March on the Protection of Citizens' Security, popularly
known as ‘Gag Law’, was passed by the Spanish Parliament in 2015.
The concept of Citizen Security had already made its mark in 1992 with a Law promoted by
Minister Javier Corcuera under Felipe González government. This concept replaced the term
Public Order, which sounds closely linked to the Francoist regime. As a form of social
control, this Gag Law enables the competent authorities to impose severe administrative
sanctions without the procedural guarantees of a criminal trial, thus giving police forces a
much greater decision-making power.
It has been six years since this law was approved with much controversy. Under the umbrella
of “disturbing public safety”, demonstrations could be broken up and the right to assembly
could be violated, all of which can happen thanks to a higher margin of discretion given to
the police forces. Since 2015, thanks to this administrative rule, a police officer can sanction
a citizen for “lack of respect or consideration” with a 100 to 600€ fine.
Furthermore, most of the sanctions applied during these years refer to drug possession and
consumption. Paradoxically, we live in a state where drug consumption is completely
decriminalized, no one is judged for consuming substances but only for their distribution.
According to data provided by the Ministry of the Interior, on 244,313 sanctions imposed in
2019, 175,727 were related to drug possession and consumption (article 36.16). Therefore,
the Citizen Security Law is a tool to carry out a war on drugs in a more ‘flexible’ and
authoritarian way, a formal and substantive expansion of police power with no guarantees
and limitations.
Despite the continuous criticism against the Gag Law, and the high number of protected
arbitrary actions, this law remains perfectly healthy and valid after six years. The Covid-19
pandemic led to a sort of state of emergency and a range of strong restrictions focused on
maintaining social distances. In this context, the Gag Law was used as an appropriate
instrument to maintain order in an emergency state. As denounced by several
organizations11, over a million sanction proceedings were initiated by police forces during the
first 75 days of mandatory confinement. Article 36.6, which includes 601 to 30,000€ fines
for “disobeying” a police officer, became the main (and illegal) pretext to punish individuals
of any behaviour against the measures to contain the pandemic.
In November 2020, the Constitutional Court declared completely constitutional all the
precepts of the Gag Law, except for the article on taking photographs and filming police
abuses. The Court declared absolutely legal the direct pushback of people at the borders of
Ceuta and Melilla because, according to the high court, the state is “overwhelmed” by
migratory waves and direct returns are “the only way to return to legality”.
Therefore, in short, we have experienced a normalization of a rule designed to overcome all
formal guarantees (another thing would be if they are real, which as we know is quite
debatable) of criminal law. All this in the midst of a state of emergency. Reality is stubborn.
As Walter Benjamin affirmed, the tradition of the oppressed teaches us that the ‘state of
emergency’ in which we live is not the exception, but the rule.
http://defenderaquiendefiende.org/manifiesto-5-anos-de-mordazas-basta-por-una-nuevalegislacion-que-garantice-los-derechos-humanos/
11
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At the same time, it is necessary to understand what we mean when we speak of security,
and its antithesis, insecurity. Insecurity suffered by a social majority has more to do with
economic conditions: the cost of housing is skyrocketing, wages are insufficient, and labour
is precarious and unstable. Platform capitalism traps us in a distressing insecurity, in an
increasingly accelerated world. Glovo riders can be injured or killed in the course of their
work, pressured by algorithms that evaluate their efficiency. Is this not insecurity?
Human security, therefore, cannot come from the hand of sanctions, police and an eternal
war against drug distribution. As Alessandro Baratta said, the right to security is not the
same as the security of having rights.
In a correct vision from the point of view of constitutional and international law,
the policy of prevention and security covers a much broader field than the
restricted perspective of an alleged “fight” against crime (a fight directed, above
all or only, towards the control of the excluded). It is also, and above all, a fight
against social exclusion and against the inhuman and enslaving mechanisms of
accumulation for the neoliberal globalization of the economy; a fight for a society
based on the realization of real needs, that is to say, on the development of
individuals and peoples12.
Definitely, without the immediate repeal of the Law on the Protection of Citizens' Security, it
is impossible to reverse the authoritarian drift that grants an abusive position of power to the
police, and directly attacks the popular classes and social movements.
Iván Montemayor

Baratta, Alessandro. «El concepto actual de seguridad en Europa». Revista Catalana de Seguretat
Pública, 2001, n. 8, pp. 17-30,
https://www.raco.cat/index.php/RCSP/article/view/240898
12
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V

Studi sulla Questione Criminale publishes academic work falling in the critical tradition
originally developed in the 1970s by a large group of criminal lawyer, sociologists and
criminologists. Founding members of the journal, among many other scholars, included
Alessandro Baratta, Tamar Pitch, Dario Melossi, Giuseppe Mosconi and Massimo Pavarini.
Studi sulla Questione Criminale invites authors to submit papers on crime, social
control, gender, migration and penality. Contributions may adopt any established and
innovative perspective within the social sciences and can be submitted in: English,
French, Italian or Spanish
For further information please go to Carocci editore - Studi sulla questione criminale and
here for the authors guideline and the editorial norms.
Contributions should be sent by email to:
Ssqc.rivista@gmail.com
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VI
ACADEMICS FOR PALESTINE
(International statement)
We want to express our deep rejection of the policies of ethnic cleansing carried out by the
State of Israel against the Palestinian population, which have expressed for decades through
the destruction of villages, the construction and expansion of illegal settlements, the
prohibition of freedom of movement, mistreatment, torture, murder, and permanent
repression in an Apartheid context.
In recent weeks, systematic violence has been manifested in the order to evict hundreds of
families in Sheikh Jarrah neighborhood, East Jerusalem, in order to assign their homes to
Israeli settlers. This situation is part of the objective of substantially modifying the
demography of the city, thus violating the wide set of UN resolutions, which clearly state that
any demographic modification in the occupied territories has no legal value and is illegal.
This belligerent action by Israel has coincided with blockades of Islamic holy sites during the
month of Ramadan, causing protests that were then repressed with brutal violence resulting
in hundreds of injuries.
We also call for an immediate halt to the bombings by Israel against the Gaza Strip –a true
open-air prison, blocked by land, sea and air-, which are killing hundreds of civilians –
around 20% of which are children. Such actions have been systematically perpetrated for
decades, and constitute a premeditated attempt to carry out a slow-burning genocide of the
Palestinian population.
At this time of tension in the Middle East, the international community must act decisively to
enforce international law, which has been systematically violated by Israel for more than 7
decades, and to protect the Palestinian population from ethnic cleansing and exacerbation of
Apartheid imposed by Israel. We call all our governments to take clear measures regarding
their relationship with the State of Israel, to take action on colonialism and oppose all forms
of violence and killing that it exerts on Palestinians.
The only solution to the so called “Palestinian-Israeli conflict” is to recognize and respect the
right to self-determination of the Palestinian people, to impose the end of the occupation, to
unblock the Gaza Strip, to destroy the Apartheid wall, to stop the policies of Judaization of
the territory, to establish equal rights for Palestinians with Israeli citizenship and to give a
legal solution to the problem of Palestinian refugees. In other words, moving towards real
peace is only possible under the principles of international law, which supports all these
demands.
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VII
JPR Call for Papers: Social harms in algorithmic context
Hello all,
The editors of Justice, Power and Resistance are seeking submissions for the special issue:
Social harms in algorithmic context
Guest edited by Hanna Malik, Nea Oljakka, Anne Alvesalo-Kuusi and Mika Viljanen
Deadline for submission of abstracts: 1 July 2021
Deadline for submission of full papers: 15 January 2022

The inevitable transformation into digital societies (Powell et al 2018) gives rise to a new set
of questions concerning the conceptualisation, control, prevention and study of social harms
and crimes of the powerful. Social harm scholars argue that persistent societal structures and
processes expose individuals and groups to a variety of harms during their lifespan (e.g.
Tombs and Hillyard 2004; Pemberton 2015; Mitchell et al 2019; Canning 2020). Crucial to
these claims is that harmful conditions deemed often as natural, unforeseeable or collateral,
flow from societal arrangements and thus are preventable by the alternative social, political
and economic organisation. The proliferation of AI and algorithmic technologies has had and
will continue to influence the ability of nation-states to mediate social harms.
Examples of algorithmic systems applied in public and private domains range from simple
object recognition and classification to data-mining, and from recommendation systems to
personalisation and filtering algorithms. These systems, on the one hand, could work to
increase the efficiency, reliability and traceability of operations and decision-making. On the
other, a growing number of studies from a range of disciplines reveals the socially harmful
potential of AI, algorithms and smart technologies. Understanding the patterns of
algorithmic transformation will enhance studies on the production and mitigation of harms
in modern societies.
Expanding on contributions of social harm scholarship, as well as other critical approaches
to study of harm, crime and criminal justice, this special issue seeks to explore the
individual- and system-level harm production processes that AI, algorithms and
smart technologies enable, facilitate or mitigate in different national and
international settings.
We invite authors to further, discuss:


how AI and algorithmic technologies influence social harm production in public and
private domains



how the power dynamics underlining state-corporate relations, globalisation
processes, and neoliberal austerity strategies influence the development, design,
regulation and use of the new technologies



examples or case studies of algorithmic harms in public or private domains



strategies, regulatory approaches and bottom-up resistance attempts to the
unexpected or adverse effects of AI-use, algorithmic and automated-decision making
in different national and international settings.
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We welcome both theoretical and empirical investigations for this special issue of Justice,
Power and Resistance. Abstract submission closes on 1 July 2021. Read the full call
for papers for further information and submission instructions.
Thanks and best wishes,
Thea
Journals Marketing Executive
Bristol University Press and Policy Press
1-9 Old Park Hill, Bristol BS2 8BB, UK.

35

VIII
European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control
Exceptional Annual General Meeting
28th April 2021
Coordinators: Vicky Canning, Katja Simončič, Dani Jiménez-Franco
Present: 51 members in all

1) Welcome and attendance
In the continued absence of in-person meetings we welcomed the group to the first online
AGM. Pleased to announce that many things have continued moving in the background (see
points below) and that the EG welcomes its two newest members: baby Myles
(congratulations Katie Tucker and Daniel) and baby Federica (congratulation Samantha
Fletcher and Will McGowan)! We all hope to meet the new additions in Turin in 2022.
2) In memorial
We paid tribute to our two colleagues we lost since the last AGM in Barcelona: Roger
Matthews and Roberto Bergalli. We hope to commemorate them in person soon, but still feel
their loss – many thanks to all who offered obituaries, and best wishes to their families and
loved ones.
3) Updates - updated editorial board, journal with Policy Press, EG Press
suspended
The EG journal Justice, Power and Resistance has been moved to Policy Press as EG Press
has been suspended in absence of anyone with time/capacity to organise and run it. This was
discussed at the AGM in 2019 and unfortunately no one had the capacity to dedicate the
required time, however, suspension means it may be picked back up if anyone with the
necessary experience comes forward at the 2022 AGM. Many thanks to John Moore for his
work on EG Press and for tying up all last requirements as it goes into suspension.
Points were raised about whether this would allow for continued content autonomy. We have
met repeatedly with Policy Press and worked on a contract to ensure this is the case, which
they have upheld so far and there is no indication that they will not continue to do so. Vicky
also outlined the key concern having been the extent of editorial and proofreading work on
those involved in the process up until this point. As the editors highlight (point 5), they have
had full control of all calls for papers and editorial work thus far. Meanwhile, the EG will
benefit from paid proof-readers and editorial assistants as well as advertising from Policy
Press, which we do not currently have the independent capacity for without labour intensive
exploitation.
4) Website
The new EG website has been commissioned in Slovenia and has been gradually populated
with documents from the original site, which (after some weeks of domain problems) has
been fully recovered in the meantime. The new site includes a newly commissioned logo (still
using the EG barbed wire in the domain) and a user friendly, more interactive platform to
support communications across the group and allow easy access to historical materials as
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well as new ones. The site will be monitored and populated by Katja, Dani and Jesús, so all
members are able to forward information or Working Group newsletters to have included.
Until the end of May any ideas or contributions to the website are welcome at:
katja.simoncic@pf.uni-lj.si. After May 2021 please forward all your contributions (for the
website as well as Twitter and FB) to: r.sweeney@yorksj.ac.uk.
It was noted that some trial runs would be useful before the site is made public, which will be
undertaken by Anne Alvesalo-Kuusi and Richard Wild – many thanks to you both.
Many thanks also to the hard work of al those involved in developing and implementing this
change – it was noted by members that the site itself looks excellent. Rowan Sweeney will
continue co-ordinating the social media work, foe which we are hugely grateful. Jessica
Cleary has had to step back to finalise her PhD – many thanks for input so far, and good
luck!
NOTE: if any members are interested in working in collaboration to support Rowan with
social media, please contact the group co-ordinators. Ideally we would have at least one more
person able to dedicate approximately one hour a week on this.
5) Updates from journal editors
The JPR team updated the members on the continued development of Justice, Power and
Resistance which has a new editorial team of Jon Burnett, Ida Nafstad and Lisa White who
already have a double issue relaunch edition under way. The editors have likewise been
working with Vicky as consultant editor to establish a more internationalised and diversified
editorial board – this is still in progress and EG members are encouraged to get in touch with
recommended colleagues, particularly from the Global South. The full board, new journal
cover and other details can now be found here:
https://policy.bristoluniversitypress.co.uk/journals/justice-power-and-resistance
6) Updates from Working Group co-ordinators
Georgios Papanicolaou gave a brief overview and that more will be reconvened in Turin
2022.
Simone Santorso outlined the new structure of Prisons, Punishment and Detention that has
been more collectively developed and which now has an excellent regular newsletter that is
available on the EG website.
Christina Pantazis addressed the current status of the Social Harm Working Group which is
in the process of developing an edited collection with Bristol University Press, and which will
hold a panel after the summer.
7) Conference series 2021 (WG Co-ordinators) and Conference 2022 - Turin
conference team
Simone Santorso has proposed at least one online panel in September/October focused on
gender and detention.
Andrea Beckmann has re-organised an in-person conference for the British/Irish section in
Nottingham – Andrea outlined the speakers and topics which are already confirmed and
which looks like a fantastic event. More details will be confirmed soon, and we are looking
forward to as many people as possible finally getting back together in person again.
As above, Christina Pantazis and Simon Pemberton will develop an online panel for the
Social Harm Working Group after the summer.
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8) What more can we do whilst travel is restricted?
Members decided a monthly online meet-up will be organised where all EG members are
welcome to come and discuss current global and local issues. This might start along June
2021. These will be informal catch ups with themed discussions, beginning with a session
(“virtual round room”) on escalating repression, “policeprudence”, and the authoritarian
(fascist?) turn under the corona pandemics, starting from Southern Europe (Greece-ItalySpain...), and adding as many cases/countries as EG members can join the session and share
their analyses/reports.
If you would like to co-ordinate an online catch up and chair it, please send details to the coordinators with times and we can send links and information out to all members.
9) Two statements
In solidarity with Stratos Georgoulas and the ‘Mytilene Nine’ (Greece), and Hassan Diab
(Canada).
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A BIG THANKS to all the European
n Group members
m
f making
for
g this new
wsletter
ssful. Plea
ase feel fr
ree to con
ntribute to
t this ne
ewsletter by sendin
ng any
succes
inform
mation th
hat you think might
m
be of inte
erest to the Gro
oup to
Vicky//Katja/Dan
ni ateurop
peangroup
pcoordina
ator@gmaiil.com
Please
e try to se
end it in before
b
the
e 25th of each
e
mon
nth if you wish to have
h
it
includ
ded in the
e followin
ng month
h’s newsle
etter. Ple
ease prov
vide a we
eb link
(where
ever possiible).

http:///www.eur
ropeangroup.org/

In the meantime
e – we sen
nd all our best wishes to mem
mbers from
m our tem
mporary
realitie
es.

Salud!

Vicky, Dani and Katja
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