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I. Editorial 

In relation to the release of the report Drug Users in Prison: Norway’s experience and 

Bulgaria’s challenges in Sofia, Bulgaria, in April this year Hedda Giertsen gave a 

lecture on her findings for the report – the situation for drug users in Norwegian 

prisons. In this July newsletter we bring you Giertsen’s lecture. The conference that 

followed brought thought-provoking discussions about private actors, and 

particularly NGOs, role in providing social and medical services to prisoners and 

drug users, something that is an increasingly used model around Europe. What 

happens to these vulnerable groups when states are outsourcing their 

responsibilities are an important issue to pay attention to.  

The European Group’s own journal “Justice, Power and Resistance” is soon out. In 

relation to that we would again like to encourage you all to subscribe, or convince 

your institution, to subscribe to the journal. 

The deadline for registering and paying for the European Group annual conference 

in Braga was July 7th. We are looking forward to seeing all you participants in 

Portugal in September.  

We wish you a great summer! 

 

 

In solidarity, 

Ida and Per 

 

  

http://www.csd.bg/artShow.php?id=17620
http://www.csd.bg/artShow.php?id=17620
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II. Punishment vs. Treatment – the Situation of Drug Users in 

Prison: Norway’s Experiences 

By: Hedda Giertsen 

1. BACKGROUND1 
This theme needs a short introduction in order to give the background for having 
drug users in Norwegian prisons. Since 1965 both using and possessing drugs have 
been criminalized along with dealing and storing. The crime using and possessing drugs 
is based in the drug law, while dealing and storing is based in the penal code (§§ 231, 232).  

In recent years reported crimes in Norway have decreased, but drug-crime is an 
exception,2 they have increased, which influences the penal sanctions: In 2014 more 
than half of all sanctions for crimes (felonies, not misdemeanors), were sanctions for 
drug crimes, in absolute figures 16.000, which is record high.3 One might expect that 
these crimes were serious ones, about dealing and storing, but they comprise just half 
of the drug sanctions. The other half was sanctions for using and possessing drugs.4  

Drug crimes are special in two respects: i) they are police initiated, ii) and have the 
highest resolution rate, 80%.5   

The control system handles most of these cases in an easy way, in 2014:  
- 67% (N=16.051) of the sanctions for all drug crimes were fines, imposed by the 

prosecuting authorities. 
 

As one might expect, the share of fines was highest among sanctions for 
- the least serious crimes, drug use and possession, as fines comprised 82% (N=8055) 

of these sanctions 
- the share was somewhat lower, 57% (N=7294), of the sanctions for drug crimes (e.g. 

dealing and storing small amounts).6  

                                                           
1 I am grateful to Ida Nafstad for constructive comments to this text.  
2 In 2014 48.000 drug crimes were reported (18% of all reported crimes). Statistics Norway (2016). 
Etterforskede lovbrudd 2014 [Reported Crimes 2014] https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-
kriminalitet/statistikker/lovbrudda/aar  
3 Statistics Norway (2016). Straffereaksjoner 2014 [Penal Sanctions 2014] https://www.ssb.no/straff  
4 And these are minimum figures. An investigation on investigated crimes (Stene 2008) shows that 43% 
of all persons charged with a crime were charged for a drug crime, as the main crime and in addition 
to other crimes, all together 15 600 persons were charged with at least one drug crime (R.J. Stene 
(2008) Narkotika, kontroll og bruk. Siktede for narkotikalovbrudd, 1992-2001 [Drugs, control and drug use. 
Persons charged wih drug crimes 1992-2001]. March 26. 2003 http://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-
kriminalitet/artikler-og-publikasjoner/narkotika-kontroll-og-bruk).  
5  Statistics Norway (2015). Etterforskede lovbrudd, 2014 [Investigated crimes 2014].  
http://ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/statistikker/lovbrudde 
6 Statistics Norway (2016). cf: table 10622: Straffereaksjoner, etter type reaksjon, hovedlovbrudds–gruppe og 
type hovedlovbrudd. Absolutte tall [Penal sanctions according to kind of reaction, main crime group and 
kind of main crime. Absolute figures.]  

https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/statistikker/lovbrudda/aar
https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/statistikker/lovbrudda/aar
https://www.ssb.no/straff
http://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/artikler-og-publikasjoner/narkotika-kontroll-og-bruk
http://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/artikler-og-publikasjoner/narkotika-kontroll-og-bruk
http://ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/statistikker/lovbrudde
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- While all of the most serious drug crimes (dealing and storing fairly large amounts) 
were taken to court, of these 86% (N=702) were sanctioned with unconditional 
imprisonment.7  

1.1. Drug users in prison 
In 2014 the daily average prison population was 3.700, that is 72 per 100.000 
inhabitants.8 Recent years between 25 and 30% of prisoners served sentence for drug 
crimes. They resemble the average prison population, but the challenging 
characteristics are more prominent: the share of foreigners is higher, especially for 
those in custody. And to a larger extent, this group of prisoners is recruited from the 
poor parts of the population.9 

The share of all prisoners reporting to have used drugs before incarceration is between 
50 and 60%.10 

The following gives a short outline of some principles of Norwegian prison policy that 
is relevant also for the policy on drug users in prison. Then the measures toward drug 
users in prison is described, leading to a concluding remark on treatment, punishment 
and prison.   
 

2. PRISON POLICY   
When a person has been sentenced for a crime and sent to prison a new set of rules, 
values and principles appear as relevant. The tasks for prison authorities are i) to 

                                                           
7 Unconditional imprisonment hardly occurred among the less serious drug crimes, just 4 % of crimes 
against the drug law (N=8055), and 15 % of drug crimes (N=7294). cf. FN 3.  
8 Kriminalomsorgen (2015) [Norwegian Correctional Service (from now: NCS)]. Kriminalomsorgens 
årsstatistikk 2014:5 [Yearly statistics from NCS 2014]. 
9 Characteristics of the general Norwegian prison population (January 1. 2014: i) Gender: Males dominate. 
Women comprise 5% of all prisoners, also of prisoners imprisoned for drug crimes. But the share of women 
is 3%, among those sentenced for serious drug crimes. ii) Age: Around 60% were young grown ups, in their 
20ies and 30ies, 30% in each age group. Just 4% were 15 to 17 years. The young grown ups comprise a larger 
share of prisoners in custody, almost 70%. When it comes to drug crimes, prisoners in their 30ies comprise 40% 
(N=978) of all prisoners, higher than those in their 20ies. When it comes to custody these age groups display 
the same share as for all crimes, (almost 70% (N=311)).  iii) Ethnicity is defined according to citizenship: 68% 
are Norwegian citizens and 19% citizens in other European countries. While Norwegians first and foremost 
are incarcerated serving their sentence, 83%, this was the case for 54% of foreigners, who more often are in 
custody. Of all serving sentences for drug crimes, 46% were citizens from other countries than Norway, 
while the corresponding figure for custody was higher, 74%. iv) Class. Like the prison population as a 
whole, also those serving sentences for drug crimes are recruited from the poorest parts of the population, 
this group shows an even higher degree of poverties than the average prison population. (Thorsen, L.R. 
(2004). Kriminalisering av fattige : levekårssituasjonen blant straffede for narkotikalovbrudd (Criminalizing poor 
people: Living conditions among people sentenced for drug crimes). In: Annual Report 2003, Departement 
of Criminology and Sociology of Law, University of Oslo.  
10 Revold, M. K (2015). Innsattes levekår 2014. Før under og etter soning [Inmates’ living conditions 2014. 
Before, during and after serving the sentence]. Report 2015/47. Oslo: Norwegian Statistics. Online: 
https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/artikler-og-
publikasjoner/_attachment/244272?_ts=150b8c1bce0 

https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/artikler-og-publikasjoner/_attachment/244272?_ts=150b8c1bce0
https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/artikler-og-publikasjoner/_attachment/244272?_ts=150b8c1bce0
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carry out the punishment by means of controls and sanctions; and ii) to rehabilitate 
and prepare the prisoners for release and to reduce the risk of future crimes.  

2.1. Rehabilitation  
Norwegian prison policy comprises five principles that are relevant for rehabilitation. 
 
i) Short sentences 
In 1981 the maximum imprisonment was limited to 21 years. In 2013 75% (N=8351) of 
all releases from prison took place within three months, while the corresponding share 
for drug crimes was 66%; and 40% of all releases took place within one month. 11 
This policy means that all prisoners will be back in society, a fact that highly 
influences rehabilitation policy.  

ii) No treatment in prison, but motivation and preparing  
Since the 1970s the prison policy has stated that treatment should not be a reason for 
imprisonment. The background was experiences from special penal precautions in the 
1900s. The precautions had not brought the wanted results, but grave infringements 
on the rule of law.12  

Lack of results of treatment in prison has to do with the fact that prisons do not 
provide the appropriate frames for qualified treatment in a psychiatric sense. In prisons 
security always have first priority. What staff in prison can do is to prepare and motivate 
prisoners for relevant treatment after release, in institutions established for such 
purposes.13 

iii) Citizen rights of prisoners  
Prison authorities define imprisonment as to loose one’s rights to freedom, to go 
around in society. Nothing more, nothing less. If a convict is deprived of other rights, 
this has to be sentenced by the court. This means that prisoners retain all other rights: 
to education, health care, social welfare services, cultural and religious practices, and 
the right to vote.14 Today this approach is named the principle of normalization.15  

                                                           
11 Statistics Norway (2016). Fengslinger 2013:8 [Imprisonments 2013]. https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-
forhold-og-kriminalitet/statistikker/fengsling/aar/2015-09-24#content  
12 For a short overview see Giertsen, H. (2012). Increased control, answers to poverties and looking for 
a life after release. Nordic Studies on Alcohol and Drugs, 29(6), 589–604.  
13 cf. Giertsen, H. & Rua, M. (2014). Møtested for straff og velferd. Rusmestringsavdelinger i fengsel. 
[Meeting place for punishment and welfare: drug management units in prison.] Nordisk tidsskrift for 
kriminalvidenskab, 101(2), 158–182.  
14  Vedeler, G.H. (1973/1993). Frihetsstraffens innhold – betraktninger om fangers rettigheter og 
fengselets forpliktelser. [The content of imprisonment – reflections on prisoners’ rights and 
obligations of the prison.] In: T. Mathiesen & A. Heli (eds.), Murer og mennesker. En KROM-bok om 
fengsel og kriminalpolitikk. [Walls and people. A KROM book on prison and criminal policy.] Oslo: Pax 
forlag.  
15 White paper no. 37 (2007-2008) Straff som virker – mindre kriminalitet – tryggere samfunn [Punishment 
that works – less crime – safer society] (St.meld. nr. 37 (2007-2008)). Oslo: Justis- og 
politidepartementet (The Ministry of Justice and Police). 

https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/statistikker/fengsling/aar/2015-09-24#content
https://www.ssb.no/sosiale-forhold-og-kriminalitet/statistikker/fengsling/aar/2015-09-24#content
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iv) The import model 
The base of the import model is that prisoners are entitled to and shall receive the 
same services as people outside, performed by the same professionals. These 
professionals shall be employed by the same municipal or state administrations as 
their colleagues working outside prisons, being paid by these administrations, and 
also report to them.  

The import model may also secure professionals loyalty toward their professional 
standards, not prison principles, and reduce the risk of employees being colonized by 
prison ideologies.  

The import model has been implemented since the 1970s comprising teachers, 
librarians, health personnel and so on.  

v) The principle of return to society 
…is not a new principle, but was underlined in 2005. It is important sharpening the 
focus on life after prison, and gathers and strengthens the foregoing points:  
- To be in prison is a temporary position, and:  
- Prisoners are citizens, coined in this way: The prisoner belongs to the municipal 

authorities before, during and after imprisonment.16  
 

2.2 Punishment as inflicted pain 
As mentioned above, prison policy is not just about rehabilitation, but also about 
fulfilling the punishment, explicitly stated by the High Court in 1977: Punishment is an 
evil imposed on a convict for the purpose of being experienced as an evil.17  Prisoners’ pains 
and distress also describes this.  

Both parts of prison punishment can be found in prison policy on drugs.  
 

3 PRISON POLICY ON DRUGS  
Since the 1970s three kinds of measures have been taken toward drug users in prison: 
i) control and sanctions, ii) rehabilitation and iii) harm reduction. A first reason for 
such measures was the threat of HIV, not just considering drug users and prisoners, 
rather the population as a whole. 

 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
http://www.regjeringen.no/nb/dep/jd/dok/regpubl/stmeld/2007-2008/stmeld-nr-37-2007-2008-
.html?id=527624&epslanguage=NO [read 01.11.2011  
16  Fridhov, I.M. (2011). Tilbakeføringsgarantien. [The Guaranty of return to society]. Lecture with 
Jacobsen, S.M. Nasjonal konferanse om rusmestringsenheter [National conference on drug-
rehabilitation units]. October 26.-27. 2011. Oslo: Kriminalomsorgens utdanningssenter (from now: 
KRUS) [Correctional Service of Norwegian Staff Academy]. 
17 Hennum, R. (2006): Strafferett og straffeprosses [Penal code and criminal procedure]. In: L. Finstad, 
& C. Høigård (Eds.): Straff og rett [Punishment and law]. Oslo: Pax forlag 

http://www.regjeringen.no/nb/dep/jd/dok/regpubl/stmeld/2007-2008/stmeld-nr-37-2007-2008-.html?id=527624&epslanguage=NO
http://www.regjeringen.no/nb/dep/jd/dok/regpubl/stmeld/2007-2008/stmeld-nr-37-2007-2008-.html?id=527624&epslanguage=NO
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2.2 Control and sanctions  
Controls are applied to prisoners, visitors (and staffs when passing high security 
wings).18 Controls against prisoners may be divided into three categories: 
- Against the environment, when there are controls with dogs, investigating prison 

units and cells 
- The outside of prisoner bodies, searching clothes and prisoners’ stripped bodies, 

done before and after every visit and every leave from prison.  
- The inside of prisoner bodies, done by tests of body fluids: blood, saliva and urine, 

the use of special toilets and investigations of the internal body. Some of these 
controls have to be performed by health personnel.  

From 2000 till 2015 prisons reported between 20.000 and 25.000 urine tests each year, 
with an average share of positive tests of 10%.19  

About the effect: Prisoners interviewed in my resent research project told that the 
choice of using drugs or not, was a question of one’s own will.20 Experienced prisoners 
knew how to do so without being caught. But some prisoners found controls useful 
as an excuse toward other prisoners, not to take any drugs.  

These controls may have small effects on drug use, but their humiliating effects do 
not fail.  

Since the 1980ies control measures in prison have expanded, both in kinds of controls, 
the groups they are applied to and in scope.21 

Sanctions against all prisoners are: drug conversation that is to investigate the 
prisoner’s motivation to try handling their drug use. If there is no agreement, 
prisoners may be sanctioned by solitary confinement in their cells or in a specific 
prison wing (there are no figures on this punishment). 

3.2 Rehabilitation measures 
Another kind of measures is the rehabilitative ones. Four such measures have been 
established since the 1980s, based on various ideas.  

i) This first measure, contract, was established in 1981 as an agreement between the 
prisoner and the prison: a) The prisoner would abstain from drugs and agree to 
random urine tests. b) The prison would grant benefits, the most important one being 
a substantial increase in day leaves. No doubt, the contract is based on traditional 
prison measures.  

                                                           
18 FOR-2002-02-22-18, §6-9. Forskrift om straffegjennomføring  [Regulations on Execution of Sentences 
Act]  //lovdata.no/dokument/SF/forskrift/2002-02-22-183#KAPITTEL_3       
19 Kristoffersen, R., KRUS, personal information, 16.3.2016.    
20 Giertsen, H. & Rua, M. (2014).  
21 Giertsen, H. (2012) 
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It is hard to state effects of contracts on prisoners’ drug use. But the effect on prison 
policy is clear; today random urine tests are used in all prisons and units.  

After some years, prison authorities recognized that misery and suffering among 
drug using prisoners asked for more accurate measures than the contract, to address 
the drug problems. Other generations of measures followed.  

ii) In 1992 the Pathfinder (Stifinner’n) was established, built on socio-educational 
principles, and is still ongoing. Here the group is essential as a force of encouragement, 
control and social sanctions. The project has been developed in cooperation between 
prison authorities and a private foundation, The Tyrili project. Today the pathfinder 
runs two prison units, one for males and one for females, comprising 25 spots, six of 
them for women.22 It is part of a progressive program where prison constitutes the 
first step, to be followed by step two and three outside prison, under the 
responsibility of Tyrili.  

The pathfinder has developed two kinds of aims: direct and indirect ones. The direct aim 
is that prisoners leaving prison continue rehabilitation in a halfway house or 
institution. This aim is fulfilled to a fairly large extent.23 

Indirect aims are to reduce drug use and crime, improve prisoners’ health and quality 
of life. It is difficult to state whether such aims are fulfilled. Many other factors than 
the stay in the Pathfinder influence the orbits of ex-prisoners’ lives. During 2014, 38 
prisoners had stayed in Pathfinder units.24 

In the 1990s programs appeared as a third generation of these measures, all run by 
prison authorities. They are based on cognitive behavioral theory, aiming to improve 
the way prisoners think and reason.  

During the first half of 2012 about 100 prisoners had finished programs directed at 
drug problems.25 According to prison authorities such programs are considered less 
important today than ten years ago.26 But parts of the programs are included in the 
Pathfinder, and the following measure. 

Drug rehabilitation units are the fourth and latest generation of these measures, set up 
in 2007.27 Prison authorities run these units in cooperation with state and municipal 

                                                           
22 Tyrilistiftelsen, Stifinner’n Bredtveit: http://www.tyrili.no/behandlingsteder/stifinner-n-bredtveit-
fengsel-article224-163.html  
23 Bergsgard N. & Danielsen T. (2012). Når veien er målet – en evaluering av Stifinner’n [When the road is 
the aim – an evaluation of the Pathfiner] Report IRIS – 2012/062  
24 NCS (2015). Årsrapport 2014 [Annual report 2014] (p. 19). Oslo: Kriminalomsorgen [NCS].  
25 Kristoffersen, R. KRUS, personal information, May 22nd 2012.  
26 Giertsen, H. & Rua, M. (2014).  
27 Helgesen, J. H. I. (2013). Well started, is half done? The implementation of drug-handling units within 
Norwegian correctional service (Godt begynt er halvt fullendt? : Iverksetting av rusmestringsenheter i 

http://www.tyrili.no/behandlingsteder/stifinner-n-bredtveit-fengsel-article224-163.html
http://www.tyrili.no/behandlingsteder/stifinner-n-bredtveit-fengsel-article224-163.html
http://www.tyrili.no/getfile.php/Bilder/PDF-er/Bergsgard%202012.pdf
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health services. Content and ideologies vary to some extent, as they are locally 
developed and adapted (ibid). Some of the units rely on socio-educational principles 
where the group is essential, and include programs (cf. above).  

Prisoners have to apply to attend such wings and to be found qualified, like for the 
Pathfinder. But sometimes, administrative considerations interfere so some spots are 
supplied with not-motivated prisoners, to reduce the number of vacant prison spots.  

In the span of five years, 13 units have been opened in the same number of prisons, 
with a total of 148 available spots.28 From 2007 till 2014 a total of 307 prisoners have 
taken part in this measure.29 

These rehabilitation measures are situated inside prisons, and accordingly control 
and sanctions are significant parts of the set-up, and usual prison controls are used. 
Staffs in these units have different opinions on control: Some tell they do not need the 
controls as they will know if prisoners have used drugs; and besides, new, synthetic 
drugs cannot be identified by the tests. Other staffs see controls as efficient.30  

The total number of prison spots in the Pathfinder and drug-management units 
constitutes about 5% of all prison spots. So far this seems to meet the number of 
applicants.  

3.3. Harm reduction  
Harm reduction has a different ideological fundament than control-punishment and 
drug-free treatment, being based in the same values as health and social care: to save 
lives, promote health and lessen pain. 31  Interest organizations argue that harm 
reduction ought to be a right, claiming a judicial foundation for harm reduction 
measures.32  

                                                                                                                                                                                     
norsk kriminalomsorg). Master thesis. Lillehammer: Lillehammer University College (Høgskolen i 
Lillehammer). http://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/handle/11250/195261 
28 Prop. 1 S (2011–2012) Proposisjon til Stortinget for budsjettåret 2012 [Proposition to Stortinget (the 
Parliament) for the budget year 2012]. Oslo: Justis- og beredskapsdepartementet (Ministry of Justice 
and Public Security).  
29 NCS 2015. 
30 Giertsen, H. and Rua, M. (2014).  
31 White paper no.16 (1996-97), chapter 8.; Fekjær, H.O. (1996): Skadereduksjon - nyttig eller skadelig? 

[Harm reduction – beneficial or harmful?]. Introduction. Narkotikapolitisk forenings seminar (Association 
on drugs policy, seminar) 13.3.96; For an international source, see e.g. Open society foundation (2015) 
Drug Policy reform Online: https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/topics/drug-policy-reform  
32 ibid.; Stambøl, E. (2014). Menneskerettigheter som brekkstang i internasjonal narkotikapolitikk 
[Human rights as a lever in international drug policy]. Materialisten 41 (1/2): 65-95.  

http://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/handle/11250/195261
https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/topics/drug-policy-reform
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OMT (opiate maintenance treatment) may be seen as a harm reduction measure. 
Since 2000 this has been allowed in prison. But prisons are closed for other harm 
reduction measures like clean syringes.33  

3.4 Punishment vs. treatment? 
As described, since the 1990s there has been a change in the measures for drug users 
in prison, concerning perspectives and ideological background.  

Even if these fairly new rehabilitation measures are based on other approaches and 
values than control and punishment, they have not taken over the control and 
punishment approach; there has not been any paradigm shift. They both expand.  

This is similar to what happens in the general drug policy. Still control and sanction 
are considered a most relevant answer to drug use and dealing, as they were back in 
1965. They have been supplied with measures based on different perspectives. The two 
main perspectives and their corresponding praxis seem to presuppose and strengthen 
each other. The effect is that the contradictive drug policy continues, inside and 
outside prison walls. 

Even if drug use, possession, dealing and storing are criminalized as crimes, some of 
them as serious crimes, they are, as described, sanctioned not just by imprisonment. 
There is a reluctance to use imprisonment against all of them, if not for practical 
reasons, as they would have burst the prison system. So there are other sanctions, 
taking place in society.     
 

4. SANCTIONS IN SOCIETY 
Various authorities impose such sanctions; prosecution authorities, courts, and prison 
administration dispose of some alternatives to imprisonment. Also the drug policy 
will be discussed in this context.    

4.1 Sanctions imposed by prosecution authorities and courts  
As described, most punishments for drug crimes do not take place in prison. In 2014 
the dominating sanction for the least serious drug crimes including small-scale dealing, 
was fine. So few of these cases are left for sanctions in society: Community sentence 
(samfunnsstraff) was the sanction of less than 10% of all kinds of drug crimes 34. 

                                                           
33  Ekeid, E.E. (2009): Tilgjengelighet i norske fengsler til sterile sprøyter og spisser for injiserende 
rusmiddelavhengige [Availability in Norwegian prisons of clean syringes and needles for intravenous 
drug users]. Helsedirektoratet [Norwegian Directorate of Health]. Online: 
http://www.helsedirektoratet.no/vp/multimedia/archive/00099/Tilgjengelighet_i_no_99349a.pdf 
34 Of these, 17 of the sanctions were imposed on crimes against the drug law (N=8055); 6% against 
drug crimes (N=7294); and 10% of serious drug crimes (N=702). Statistics Norway (2016). 
Straffereaksjoner for narkotikaforbrytelser [Penal sanctions against drug crimes]. 

http://www.helsedirektoratet.no/vp/multimedia/archive/00099/Tilgjengelighet_i_no_99349a.pdf
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Conditional sentence was the sanction of less than 16% of all kinds of drug crimes.35 
Some of the condition was to take part in the following special programs:  

Drug court program is an explicit alternative to unconditional sentence, imposed by the 
court. If the convict agrees a tailor-made program on treatment, education etc. is 
established, followed up by the judge. If conditions are broken, the convict is brought 
back to court and sentenced. In 2014 there were 27 sentences to this program.36 Since 
the start in 2006 there have been 204 such sentences.37      

For drunken drivers the alternative to unconditional sentence is Program against 
drunken driving, implemented in almost 500 cases in 2014.38  

Recently waiver of prosecution has been supplied with the condition of a new sanction, 
especially toward convicts from 15 to 20 years. It is similar to Drug court programs, 
except that an ad-hoc board directed by the local Conflict board does the follow. In 2014 
80% (N=1086) of those given this sentence for drug crimes were youth of 15 to 20 
years 1.086 persons were given this sentence.39 Lid characterizes this as an increase in 
the control- and helping measures toward youth.40 

Electronic monitoring control (EMC) by ankle bracelet is another recent alternative to 
unconditional sentence that has expanded recent years.41 Pr. 1.1.2014 just 10% (17 
persons) were serving EMC sentence for drug crime.42 

A prisoner may apply to the prison administration to serve the whole or part of the 
sentence in another institution for drug free treatment. In 2014 there were 517 
beginnings of such sentence servings.43  

 

                                                           
35  Of these, 3% were sanctions for crimes against the drug law (N=8055); 16% of drug crimes 
(N=7294), 3% of serious drug crimes (N=702) (ibid.).  
36 NCS (2015). Kriminalomsorgens årsstatistikk 2014:5 [Yearly statistics from NCS 2014]. 
37 Falck (2014). Narkotikaprogram med domstolskontroll – en oppfølgingsstudie av 115 av de første 
klientene. [Drug Court – a follow-up study of the 115 first clients]. SIRUS-report 4/2014. Oslo: SIRUS. 
Online: http://wpstatic.idium.no/www.sirus.no/2014/12/sirusrap.4.14.pdf  
38

 Ibid. 
39 Norwegian Statistics (2016). Table 10624: Straffereaksjoner, etter type reaksjon, hovedlovbruddskategori, 
hovedlovbruddsgruppe og alder. Absolutte tall. [Penal sanctions according to kind of reaction, main crime 
group, kind of main crime and age. Absolute figures]. 

https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selectvarval/saveselections.asp  
40 Lid, S. (2015). Markant skifte i straff av ungdom [Significant change in punishing young people]. 
Samfunsspeilet nr. 2/2015.  
41  In 2014, 2.700 such sanctions were implemented, 2.500 were completed. NCS (2015). 
Kriminalomsorgens årsstatistikk 2014:51 [Yearly statistics from NCS 2014].  
42  Norwegian Satistics (2016). Table 10531: Innsatte, etter type fengsling, hovedlovbruddsgruppe, type 
hovedlovbrudd og alder. Per 1. januar. Absolutte tall [Inmates, according to kind of imprisonment, main 
group of crime, main crime, and age. Per January 1. Absolute figures]. 
https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selectvarval/saveselections.asp  
43 NCS (2015). Kriminalomsorgens årsstatistikk 2014:52 [Yearly statistics from NCS 2014]. 

http://wpstatic.idium.no/www.sirus.no/2014/12/sirusrap.4.14.pdf
https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selectvarval/saveselections.asp
https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selectvarval/saveselections.asp
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4.2 Alternatives to imprisonment by the drug policy  
Part of the drug policy can be seen as alternatives to imprisonment, though not in a 
formal sense, but in terms of the effects. Even if OMT is formally situated within the 
drug policy, its show positive results on clients’ participation in work, family care, 
and reduced crimes. 44 

In 2012, 7.038 OMT-patients were registered45 (while it is estimated that 12 to 14.000 
persons in Norway inject drugs).46  
 

5. THE TWO ELEMENTS OF PRISON POLICY: REHABILITATION AND 
PUNISHMENT 

The position and significance of the two elements: punishment and rehabilitation are 
discussed in various ways in criminological literature. Garland introduced the 
concept of penal welfarism, pointing to the idea of a hybrid punishment.47  

My view would be that what we see is a social institution, the prison, established to 
punish and deliberately inflict pain. Bauman takes this further, stating that being 
locked up is humiliating for any human being, which is the exact intention, also that 
the prisoner shall accept and integrate this experience and message in his 
personality.48  

But this is just one part of the story, for added to elements of punishments some 
welfare measures are imported into prisons, from the civil society outside. This does 
not change the fundament of prisons, turning them into welfare institutions. What 
appears is to a large extent, a combination of elements of punishment and of welfare, 
like in a salad where most ingredients can be identified as separate pieces. So this is 

                                                           
44 Papendorf, K. (2006): Heroinbasert behandling av tungt belastede rusmiddelbrukere [Heroin based 
treatment of heavy drug users] Materialisten (34) 2/3, pp. 137-152. Similar experiences appear from 
measures on access to heroin for groups of heroin users in Denmark, Germany etc cf. Papendorf (2006). 
[Thygesen, V.] (2014). Interview. Dansk heroinsuksess (Danish heroin success). In: Dagsavisen, 
November 1, 2014. Online: http://www.dagsavisen.no/innenriks/dansk-heroinsuksess-1.288676 
45 SIRUS (2014) Rusmidler i Norge 2013 [Drugs in Norway 2013] (p. 297). Oslo: SIRUS.  
46 Amundsen, E.J. and Bretteville-Jensen A.L. (2010) Hard drug use in Norway. In: Nordic studies in 
alcohol and drugs 27 (1): 87-94.  
47 Garland, D. (1990). Punishment and Modern Society. A study in Social Theory. Oxford: Clarendon Press; 
see also Mjåland, K. & Lundeberg, I. (2014). Penal hybridization: staff–prisoner relationships in a 
Norwegian drug rehabilitation unit. Chapter 10 in: Aasen, H.S., Gloppen, S., Magnussen, A.-M. & 
Nilssen, E. (Eds.). Juridification and Social Citizenship in the Welfare State. Regency, Camberley (UK), 
Northampton (US): Edward Elgar Publishing. 
https://www.elgaronline.com/view/9781783470228.00002.xml  
Ugelvik (2016) Prisons as Welfare State Institutions? Punishment and the Nordic Model. In: Y. Jewkes, 
J. Bennett & B. Crewe. Handbook on Prisons. 2.nd ed. Oxon, New York: Routledge: 
https://en.uit.no/om/enhet/ansatte/person?p_document_id=410861&p_dimension_id=2156#sthas
h.3opWzXyo.dpuf  
48 Bauman, Z. (2000). Social Issues of Law and Order (corrected from: Social uses of Law and Order). British 
Journal of Criminology 40 (2), 205-221. (Special issue: Criminology and social theory (spring 2000). 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23638474?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents   

http://www.dagsavisen.no/innenriks/dansk-heroinsuksess-1.288676
https://www.elgaronline.com/view/9781783470228.00002.xml
https://en.uit.no/om/enhet/ansatte/person?p_document_id=410861&p_dimension_id=2156#sthash.3opWzXyo.dpuf
https://en.uit.no/om/enhet/ansatte/person?p_document_id=410861&p_dimension_id=2156#sthash.3opWzXyo.dpuf
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23638474?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
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not a mixture, like porridge, where water and flour combine into a new and 
irreversible kind of substance. The import model underlines neatly the additional 
element brought into the penal institution.  

The point in underlining this is the importance that we are able to identify elements 
of punishment, to discuss their appropriateness, strain, costs and whether they are 
wanted or not.   

Keeping the two elements apart is relevant also when we discuss effects of prison 
rehabilitation, considering what may be fundaments for change. Scott writes: ”[…] 
there are moments of hope, friendship and compassion in prison. […] [When] such moments 
shine so brightly [it is] because of the comparison with the dark backcloth of daily prison 
life.”49 Such moments are not stories about “…human kindness created in the prison place. 
Rather, we should acknowledge how humanity has an extraordinary ability to overcome the 
hardest of obstacles in its way. Prison is such an obstacle that human beings sometimes 
overcome. Often they do not.”50  
 
6. CONCLUDING REMARKS  
Drugs often create and increase problems. Most people agree to this, the 
disagreement is about how to perceive and approach the problems.  

The laws divide drug acts into separate crimes and degree of severity, comprising 
possessing, use, storing, dealing, importing drugs. From several drug users’ position 
these acts are intertwined and inseparable, parts that constitute the drug situation. 
Taking this as the point of departure, we should see drug problem as consisting of 
drug use, possession and small-scale dealing.  

Drug use, possessing and small-scale dealing is often integrated parts of their living 
conditions, especially of those selected by police and penal system. Looking closer at 
part of the rehabilitation element of the prison policy, it appears that the policy seek 
to provide prisoners with health care, social welfare, education etc. If this is the 
answer, then the problem is a wide range of poverties. The prison system answers to 
these since long established facts. The acts that are criminalized are not great threats 
to society, or severe moral problems. So why make a detour via prison in order to 
give the necessary and relevant help to people with drug problems. There are several 
reasons to change the policy: Providing welfare measures outside prisons would 
imply better frames to implement various, specialized and relevant measures. Some 
experiences have shown good results, like Housing First efforts.51 Even if political 

                                                           
49 Scott, D. Scott, D. (2015). Walking amongst the Graves of the Living: Reflections about Doing Prison 
Research from an Abolitionist Perspective. In: D. Drake, R. Earle, & J. Sloan (Eds.), The Palgrave 
Handbook of Prison Ethnography: 40-58. London: Palgrave Macmillian UK. 
50 Ibid.:56 
51 Snertingdal, M.I. (2014). Housing first i Norge – en kartlegging (Housing first in Norway – a survey). 
FAFO-rapport 2014:52. Oslo: FAFO. Online: http://www.fafo.no/index.php/nb/om-
fafo/nyheter/item/ny-fafo-rapport-housing-first-inorge-en-kartlegging 

http://www.fafo.no/index.php/nb/om-fafo/nyheter/item/ny-fafo-rapport-housing-first-i-norge-en-kartlegging
http://www.fafo.no/index.php/nb/om-fafo/nyheter/item/ny-fafo-rapport-housing-first-i-norge-en-kartlegging
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authorities in Ministry of health and care recognize that police and punishment do 
not improve the situation for drug users characterized by overcoming several 
poverties.52  To change the policy in this direction is not a new idea in the Norwegian 
context; it was launched by the Stoltenberg report.53 

Even so, the policy continues.  

Still there is an idea to reach a drug free society. Oslo and other Norwegian cities are 
members of European Cities Against Drugs (ECAD).54  In this perspective police, 
punishment and prison appear relevant. 

The criminalization of drug use etc., does not disturb established groups. Drug laws 
are equal to all, poor and rich, but the implementation has a unique ability to select 
law-breakers according to class. So was the case of a previous Norwegian law on 
being drunk in the streets; and so is the case of to-day’s law on drug use, possessing 
and small-scale dealing. Not because upper- and middle classes do not use illegal 
drugs; they do; but not in the streets. In Norway 2/3 of drug related deaths take place 
on permanent addresses.55 The main reason for such implementation is that It would 
not be in accordance with the social position of middle and upper class people to be 
exposed to: stop and search outside and inside the body; arrested and sentenced for 
drug use. Their problem is seen as an individual health problem that requires medical 
help, not punishment. To punish people from these groups for drugs would be to 
challenge the social order. This is the problem of Norwegian drug policy; it fits too 
well with dominant social and power structures. 

This policy may also have consequences for the prison policy, strengthening the idea 
and praxis of prisons, especially used against people committing petty crimes, and 
having severe social problems.  

A more viable approach might comprise the following suggestions, among others:  

To leave aside any idea of eradicating drug problems and reaching a drug free society, 
rather to widen out possibilities that make it easier for people using drugs to live in 

                                                           
52  White Paper nr. 30 (2011-2012) [Meld. St. nr. 30] Se meg! En helhetlig ruspolitikk, alkohol - 
narkotika – doping [See me! A holistic policy on intoxicants, alcohol – narcotics – dope] (2011-2012). 
Oslo: Helse- og omsorgsdepartementet (Ministry of health and care).  
53 Stoltenbergutvalget [†he Stoltenberg committee] (2010). Report on drugs.. To the Ministry on Health 
and Care. url.: http://www.regjeringen.no/upload/HOD/RappOmNarkotika_nettversjon.pdf 
54 ECAD’s mission: http://www.ecad.net/news/85-mission-statement/104-mission-statement-en 
55 Gjersing, L., Jonassen, K.V., Biong, S., Ravndal, E., Waal. H., Bramnes, J.G & Clausen, T. (2015). 
Diversity in causes and characteristics of drug-induced deaths in an urban setting. In: Scand J Public 
Health 43: 571-579. Online: http://sjp.sagepub.com/content/41/2/119 

http://www.regjeringen.no/upload/HOD/RappOmNarkotika_nettversjon.pdf
http://www.ecad.net/news/85-mission-statement/104-mission-statement-en
http://sjp.sagepub.com/content/41/2/119
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society.56 Most likely there are more people living in this way, than we are aware of, 
but avoiding help of fear of stigma and penal sanctions. 

This may also reduce the expansion of control measures and the use of prisons as an 
answer to drug problems.  

 

Hedda Giertsen is professor in criminology at the Department of Criminology and 

Sociology of Law, University of Oslo.   

                                                           
56 Nafstad, I. (2013): Et anstendig menneske. Møter mellom rusbrukere og det offentlige rom i Oslo. [A decent 
human being. Encounters between drug users and public space]. Ph.D. dissertation. Oslo: University 
of Oslo, Department of Criminology and Sociology of Law (Institutt for Kriminologi og 
Rettssosiologi). 

http://www.jus.uio.no/ikrs/english/people/aca/heddag/index.html
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III. The 44th Annual Conference of the European Group for the 
Study of Deviance and Social Control 

Economic Crisis and Crime: From Global North to Global South 

 
 

 
 

University of Minho  

Braga, Portugal  

1th, 2nd  and 3rd September 2016  

 
Although economic crisis is a global phenomenon, southern countries of Europe have been 
particularly affected. In Portugal, for example, quality of life has considerably decreased and 
the crisis has intensified exclusion, homelessness, emigration and enforced poverty.  
 
Taking into account the different realities of the crisis in the countries of the global north and 
south, this conference calls for papers exploring various manifestations of the crisis in 
different sectors of the criminal justice system and other public services. The conference will 
seek to address the following questions:  
 
Are patterns of crisis different in northern and southern Europe? Are state control and forms 
of resistance to the crisis different between the north and the south of Europe? How can we 
promote social justice in times of crisis? How can scholars contribute to reducing social 
inequality and the policies that promote social exclusion? How are activists and social 
movements dealing with the crisis in different countries? How can we involve citizens in the 
fight against state violence?  
 
For all general enquiries please contact Luísa Saavedra at lsaavedra@psi.uminho.pt. For 
questions about the European Group, please contact the EG co-ordinator Ida Nafstad 
at europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com 

http://www.europeangroup.org/?q=node/99
mailto:lsaavedra@psi.uminho.pt
mailto:europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com
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IV. Justice, Power and Resistance 
The Journal of the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control 

 

2016 & 2017 Two Year Subscriptions 

I wish to subscribe to Justice, Power and Resistance: 

 SOLIDARITY SUBSCRIPTION Foundation Volume (2016) & Volume One (Nos 1-3) (2017)  

UK  £62-£116    Europe   80€-150€   Rest of World     $110-$165    

Please specify amount ________________ 
 

 Standard Subscription Foundation Volume (2016) & Volume One (Nos 1-3) (2017)  

UK  £57  Europe   73€  Rest of World $99  
 

 

Name & Full Postal Address (This is where we will send copies of the Journal) 

 

 
 

Please Invoice me via PAYPAL.  My e-mail address is ________________________________ 

(send this form by email to JPRsubs@outlook.com) 

Or 

[UK STERLING ACCOUNTS ONLY] I wish to pay by cheque (enclosed)  

Please send form & cheque to EG Press, 17 Atlantic Road, Weston-super-Mare, BS23 2DG 

 

 
EG Press Limited 

www.egpress.org 

mailto:JPRsubs@outlook.com
http://www.egpress.org/
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Justice, Power and Resistance 

The Journal of the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control 

 

2016 Subscriptions 

I wish to subscribe to Justice, Power and Resistance: 

 SOLIDARITY SUBSCRIPTION Foundation Volume (2016) 

UK  £20-£40    Europe   25€-50€    Rest of World     $35-$60    

Please specify amount ________________ 

 

 Standard Subscription Foundation Volume (2016) 

UK  £16  Europe   20€  Rest of World $28  
 

 

Name & Full Postal Address (This is where we will send copies of the Journal) 

 

Please Invoice me via PAYPAL.  My e-mail address is ________________________________ 

(send this form by email to JPRsubs@outlook.com) 

Or 

[UK STERLING ACCOUNTS ONLY] I wish to pay by cheque (enclosed)  

Please send form & cheque to EG Press, 17 Atlantic Road, Weston-super-Mare, BS23 2DG 

 

 
EG Press Limited 

www.egpress.org 

http://www.egpress.org/
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Justice, Power and Resistance – Volunteers needed 
 

Justice, Power and Resistance – Journal Subscription and Distribution 

Coordinators needed 

To help manage the production of the Journal we need two volunteers: 

A Subscription Co-ordinator to manage the Journal’s subscriptions, ensuring all 

requests are responded to, subscribers invoiced, payments recorded and the 

subscription list kept up to date. This person could be based anywhere as long as 

they have internet access. 

A Distribution Co-ordinator to ensure that the Journal is distributed to all 

subscribers. Initially we anticipate this will be one person and UK-based. This role 

will involve taking delivery of all the copies of each edition, packing them into 

envelopes and using the subscription list provided by the Subs co-ordinator to 

address the envelopes and post the journals out. All the costs of postage and 

packaging will be reimbursed by EG Press (in advance if necessary). 

For further details or to volunteer please get in touch with David 

(D.G.Scott@ljmu.ac.uk); Emma (bell.emma@neuf.fr) or John 

(jmmoore911@outlook.com)  

 

Justice, Power and Resistance – Reviewers wanted 

Future editions of the Journal will have, we hope, a lively and vibrant review section. 

However, this needs you, the members of the European Group, to contribute 

reviews. We are looking for a diverse range which will include the traditional 

academic book review but will also hopefully include reviews of a wider range of 

cultural events – films, fiction, poetry, plays, festivals etc. From 500 to 1550 words 

(possibly longer for review essays on more than one thing), these should be critical, 

engaging and informative. 

If you are interested in writing a review, please contact the review editor – John 

Moore (jmmoore911@outlook.com) in the first instance to discuss your ideas and 

proposed review. We will try and get you copies of any books you particularly want 

to review. Also, if group members who have recently published material would like 

it to be reviewed, please let us know and we will see what we can do. 

mailto:D.G.Scott@ljmu.ac.uk
mailto:bell.emma@neuf.fr
mailto:jmmoore911@outlook.com
mailto:jmmoore911@outlook.com
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Justice, Power and Resistance – activist contributions wanted 

We are keen to publish accounts of activism from members in our new journal. 

These pieces can be short (1,000 to 1,500 words). The aim is to keep members of the 

Group informed about activist activities and the issues they are concerned with in 

the hope of forging new support networks. The European Group has a long history 

of connection to such activities and these links ought to be reflected in our journal. 

If you are interested in submitting an account, please contact David 

(D.G.Scott@ljmu.ac.uk), Emma (bell.emma@neuf.fr) or John 

(jmmoore911@outlook.com) 

 

Justice, Power and Resistance – Proof Readers wanted 

We are looking for Group Members to volunteer to proof-read papers prior to the 

production of our journal. This is not intended to be part of the review process – that 

should have already been completed – but a final attempt to spot any spelling or 

grammatical errors. It is also a chance to read the papers before publication. 

We will need you to keep to deadlines, so if you volunteer to be on our panel please 

be prepared to say no to any requests you are unable to turn around within the 

required timescale. 

Hopefully, if we get a good panel of people, the task will not be too onerous.  

For further details or to volunteer please get in touch with David 

(D.G.Scott@ljmu.ac.uk), Emma (bell.emma@neuf.fr) or John 

(jmmoore911@outlook.com) 

  

mailto:D.G.Scott@ljmu.ac.uk
mailto:bell.emma@neuf.fr
mailto:jmmoore911@outlook.com
mailto:D.G.Scott@ljmu.ac.uk
mailto:bell.emma@neuf.fr
mailto:jmmoore911@outlook.com
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V. News from Europe and Around the World 

FRANCE 

Symposium on crimmigration  

9th and 10th September 2016, in Toulouse, Sciences Po 

 

The concept of ' crimmigration ' was coined to capture, in its multiple sociological, 

economic, political and legal aspects, this phenomenon of growing influence of 

criminal law over migrant populations. Everywhere, this criminal exception 

legislation, inspired by the law of the enemy, strengthens the socio-penal control of 

migrants with the perverse effect of massive detention or incarceration of non-

nationals. 

 

The objective of this symposium is to promote a debate around these current issues 

crossing sociological, epistemological points of view with legal, political, theoretical, 

critical and pragmatic approaches. 

 

Call for papers is open, please do check: 

https://crimmigration.sciencesconf.org/resource/page/id/5  

Come and join us for this academic discussion!!! 

 

SPAIN 

International Conference “Crises, Economy and Punishment: The 

Influence of the Great Recession on crime and penality” 

Law School, University of A Corunna, A Corunna, Spain 15-16 September 2016 
www.ecrim.es/crises_economy_and_punishment/ 

 

UK 

Position: Associate Professor of Criminology at the University of Nottingham 
We are looking for an Associate Professor of Criminology to join a small but 
growing team of criminologists in the School of Sociology and Social Policy at the 
University of Nottingham.  Further details are available from the 

https://crimmigration.sciencesconf.org/resource/page/id/5
http://www.ecrim.es/crises_economy_and_punishment/
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University’s website or on jobs.ac.uk.  If you would like an informal chat about the 
role please do get in touch with by email. 
 

Ben Laws to the ECJC to talk about his current research: The Expression and 

Regulation of Emotions in Prison, University of Cambridge 

Emotions are no longer banished to the margins of prisons research, however they 

still remain notably underexplored. My study has set-out to address this problem by 

centralizing the importance of emotions in prison: especially the way emotions are 

said to be expressed and regulated by prisoners. After shadowing and interviewing 

25 male and 25 female prisoners across two establishments (HMP Send and HMP 

Ranby), this research describes the emotional world of prisoners and their various 

‘affective’ strategies. The importance of different ‘emotional spaces’ in prison has 

also been a considerable focus of this research because it connects individuals to the 

possibilities and constraints of the wider environment. Ultimately, this study has 

implications for the ‘emotional survivability’ of our prisons, helping them to become 

supportive, safe and secure establishments for prisoners to live in. 

6th September 2016  1-3pm in Hugh Aston Building 1.51 De Montfort University 

Leicester 

To book your space please contact: Dr Victoria Knight vknight@dmu.ac.uk 

 

USA 
  

The Department of Sociology at Humboldt State University invites applications 
for a tenure track assistant professor position with expertise in Law, (Im)migration, 
and Social Control.   
 
We are an activist-oriented feminist department located in Arcata California. The 
new assistant professor would join three other recently hired assistant professors in 
contributing to curriculum in Criminology and Justice Studies, as well as a BA and 
MA in Sociology -- all programs are part of the Department of Sociology.  The 
curriculum across programs focuses on inequalities and change.  The campus was 
recently designated an "Hispanic Serving Institution" and Sociology faculty 
members are heavily involved in social justice and diversity work on campus 
including the creation of academic cultural centers and a bias education 
program.  HSU is one of the smallest campuses in the California State University and 
the faculty is unionized.  A recent contract secured reduced course loads for the first 
2 years for new hires.  In our department, that usually means a 2/2 teaching 
load.  The campus is nestled between the Redwood Forest -- with miles of 
hiking/biking trails -- and pristine ocean beaches that stretch along the coast to our 
West.  

The application closing date is September 16. 

https://www.nottingham.ac.uk/jobs/currentvacancies/ref/SOC174816
http://www.jobs.ac.uk/job/ANX021/associate-professor-of-criminology/
mailto:vknight@dmu.ac.uk
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Bastøy prison, Norway (Photo by Kristin Hobson) 

 

 

Please feel free to contribute to this newsletter by sending any information that 

you think might be of interest to the Group to Ida/Per at : 

europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com 

 

Also feel free to contribute with discussions or comments on the published 

material in the newsletter  

 

Please send it in before the 25th of each month if you wish to have it included in 

the following month’s newsletter. Please provide a web link (wherever possible).  

 

If you want to subscribe to the newsletter, do not hesitate to send a mail to 

europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com  

mailto:europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com
mailto:europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com

