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Dear comrades and colleagues of the European Group:

Dear Friends,

We hope this month's newsletter finds you and your loved ones well.

Once again, we write at a point of international uncertainty this time with increasing 
concerns for rights abuses, political aberrations, and the horror of war in the wake of the 
invasion of Ukraine. The impacts and implications are, and will remain, undoubtedly 
profound. However, we are most aware that some members will be working or 
living in areas and regions most affected, and we send solidarity and support to 
those supplying assistance and resistance in Ukraine, as we do wherever an invasion 
is committed, at border areas, and with those against war speaking out from within 
Russia. If there is anything that the European Group can practicably do to offer 
support, please get in touch with the coordination team.

We also want to join the claim for the release of our colleague from the University of the 
Basque Country and freelance reporter Pablo González, who was arrested in the early 
hours of February 28 under incommunicado detention, and remanded to custody last 
March 3 on charges of "espionage". The Polish and Spanish authorities must explain 
the reasons for his arrest, and Poland must release him immediately, ensuring 
that all members of the press can cover refugee movements without interference. 
#FreePablo

We are also acutely aware that the impacts of restrictive and militarized border controls are 
continually exposed as people move across and between borders, and raise concerns over the 
harms which can and will occur if people are not enabled to move safely. This aspect is 
not new, and must include people from war and conflict zones internationally, including 
long running campaigns of conflict related violence and state violence.

We will set a date for a meeting in which members can come together online in the 
near future as this unfolds, and to see how people are holding up (some of the coordination 
team have been down with various illnesses, so it serves to reason others may also be 
floundering or even just feeling the angst of contemporary politics) – a catch up is a always 
welcome and we will arrange one ASAP.

In the meantime, please read on for the March edition of the newsletter. There are excellent 
additions, and as you will see, the call for papers for the annual conference has now 
been released, and we are so hopeful to see as many of you as possible in Torino, 7-9th 
September. It seems a long time since our last conference – perhaps longer than the two 
years it has been! – and a chance to see members again is certainly a welcome thought as the 
year pushes on.

On this, we'd like to thank the conference organization committee for their excellent work on 
this call and for moving forward with organizing so brilliantly – it is much appreciated, and 
we are looking forward to the EG being hosted with such fine colleagues in September.

In the meantime, keep well everyone, and thanks for your continued support.

Vicky, Katja, Dani and Simone [EG incumbent coord. team]

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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Conference Committee: Perla Allegri; Rosalba Altopiedi; Valeria Ferraris; Michele Miravalle; Daniela Ronco; 

Giovanni Torrente; Alvise Sbraccia; Simone Santorso. 

Dynamics of harm and social control in the 

transformation of capitalism

EUROPEAN GROUP FOR THE STUDY OF DEVIANCE AND SOCIAL CONTROL 

50th ANNUAL CONFERENCE 

Campus Luigi Einaudi  

Torino, Italy, 7-9 September 2022 

Over the past decades, capitalism has undergone transformations that have posed radical chal-
lenges for critical thinking. From the harms of ‘old’ capitalism to its most recent transfor-
mations, the world is experiencing new forms of exploitation, contradictions and challenges. 
Political movements around ethical consumption and green capitalism increasingly over-
shadow the fundamental problems at the heart of corporate capital: exploitation of human 
and natural resources, inequality and state-corporate expansionism.  

Undoubtedly, one of the most pressing contemporary issues is the rise of surveillance capital-
ism, which increasingly invades our daily lives and shapes our subjectivities (individually and 
collectively). The transformations of new surveillance capitalism are affecting people intersec-
tionally, relating to class, religion, race, gender, economic status, educational attainment, and 
countries where people live. Our choices and decisions (from what we eat to whom we date), 
risk creating new and effective tools for further exploitation and social control. This is partic-
ularly true for the ways we communicate, move and experience in, such as the ‘smart city’ and 
‘smart-university’.  

While the world is experiencing the exacerbation and renewal of disparities, contradictions 
and shades of authoritarianism, the ongoing pandemic has drastically exposed the irresponsi-
bility of decades of austerity, commercialisation, and under-funding of social care systems. 
The tensions underpinning the transformations of capitalism and their impact on society have 
been even more evident making the need for rethinking justice crucial for academics, activists 
and practitioners. 

In addition, the persistent processes of privatisation and the role played by corporates in the 
management of criminal justice (including the military and prison industrial complex, Artifi-
cial Intelligence, electronic surveillance, smart policing, border control technologies, actuarial 
justice) has radically modified the idea of justice, social inclusion and punishment as a pre-
rogative of the state. In this scenario, on one side new tools and dispositive of criminalisation 
and social exclusion are developed by the criminal justice system. On the other side, state and 
corporate control evolve toward new domains and forms of social harm, which themselves 
paradoxically remain areas of deregulation and lenient social control. The development and 
transformation of capitalism have also promoted new and different forms of populism that 
have deployed nuanced criminal justice toolkits to control, repress and demonise many forms 
of political opposition, resistance and dissent. 

We would like to invite scholars, experts, practitioners and activists to reflect on these topics 
and to contribute to the conference with papers, panels, roundtables and poster presentations 
(please follow the submission guideline below). 
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Conference Committee: Perla Allegri; Rosalba Altopiedi; Valeria Ferraris; Michele Miravalle; Daniela Ronco; 

Giovanni Torrente; Alvise Sbraccia; Simone Santorso. 

Submission guidelines 

Abstracts should address one of the topics listed in the call for papers and can describe a wide 
range of research including empirical or theoretical. The conference committee also welcomes 
contributions from individuals, activists and organisations. All contributions can take the 
form of a single presentation, panel-round table, or poster. The deadline for the submis-
sion is 30th April 2022.  Please follow the instruction below. 

Single presentation 

If you are presenting your work as a single presentation submit an abstract (300 words) with 
at least 5 keywords to the relevant stream coordinator including title, author, single presenta-
tion caption. You can find the contact details of the working group coordinators below. 

Panel -Roundtable 

The Programme Committee invites topical subjects to be proposed for discussion both as panel 
sessions or roundtables. These can be arranged on campus or online. 

Panel 

A panel is an opportunity for a group of experts working in a specific area to share papers or 
papers in progress. Panel submissions should include an abstract describing the proposed 
topic (300 words); no more than four papers title and authors, a discussant and a chair, or five 
papers and a chair. If you are interested in organizing a panel, send your proposal to the rele-
vant working group coordinator and the conference committee (contact details below), includ-
ing online or on campus. 

Roundtable 

A roundtable is an opportunity for a group of experts to discuss a particular issue in depth 
without the constraints of having to speak to a paper. Roundtable submissions should include 
a minimum of five participants and a chair; an abstract describing the main topic that will be 
discussed (500 words); any facilities requirements (projector, room with moving chairs, etc.). 
If you are interested in organizing a panel, send your proposal to the conference committee 
(email below), including online or on campus. 

Poster 

If you are presenting your work via a poster, please email the conference organisers an abstract 
(300 words) including title, author, poster presentation caption. 

Please note that it is your responsibility to produce the poster and bring it with you to the 
conference.  
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Conference Committee: Perla Allegri; Rosalba Altopiedi; Valeria Ferraris; Michele Miravalle; Daniela Ronco; 

Giovanni Torrente; Alvise Sbraccia; Simone Santorso. 

Contact details 

Working Group Coordinators’ Contact Details 

Crimes of the Powerful 
Samantha Fletcher - samantha.fletcher@mmu.ac.uk 

Anne Alvesalo - anne.alvesalo-kuusi@utu.fi 
Victoria Cooper - victoria.cooper1@open.ac.uk 

Fear and looting in the 
periphery: Approaching 

global crime and harm in 
(and from) the south(s) 

Daniel Jiménez Franco - djf@unizar.es 
Alejandro Forero Cuellar - aleforero@ub.edu 

Policing and Security 
Georgios Papanicolaou - 

Georgios.Papanicolaou@northumbria.ac.uk 

Prisons, Punishment and 
Detention  

Simone Santorso – s.santorso@sussex.ac.uk 

Social Harm Simon Pemberton - S.Pemberton.1@bham.ac.uk 
 Christina Pantazis - C.Pantazis@bristol.ac.uk 

Historical, philosophical and 
artistic approaches on the 

study of deviance and social 
control 

Stratos Georgoulas - s.georgoulas@soc.aegean.gr 

Conference Committee egconference.2022@unito.it 

European Group Coordinators europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com 

Updated Key Dates: 

Submission deadline   30 April 2022 

Notification of acceptance       17 May 2022 

Confirmation of attendance and fees  31 May 2022 

Fees 

Full/associate professor  €130

Academic with a permanent position €100

Students/PhD/fixed-term €50

Activist/Unemployed  €20
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Dynamics of harm and social control in the 
transformation of capitalism 

Turin, 5-7 September 2022 
 EG 50th Annual Conference 

Registration Form 

Deadline for registration: 31stMay 2021 

Please complete the form in capital letters and email it to egconference.2022@unito.it 
together with proof of payment (this can be a receipt, a photo or a PDF or a 

screenshot from your online bank statement) 

Name: 

Email: 

Institutional Affiliation/Charity/Organisation: 

Special dietary and other requirements: 

Vegetarian 

Vegan 

Other special needs of relevance (allergies, intolerance, etc.): 

Confirm if you will attend the social dinner Yes No 

Will you need participation certificate? Yes No 

Do you allow the recording of you presentation? Yes No 

Would you like to receive more information about the 
European Group Journal’s subscription?* Yes No 

*By ticking yes your email address will be forwarded to EG Press and someone will
contact you about the subscription. See: Policy Press | Justice, Power and Resistance
(bristoluniversitypress.co.uk)
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REGISTRATION FEES*  

Full/associate professor   €130 

Academic with a permanent position €100 

Students/PhD/fixed-term contract €50 

Activist/Unemployed €20 

*Fees give access to: Conference materials, Coffee Breaks, Lunch, Conference Dinner

PAYMENT  

Bank Account:   FR76 1680 7004 0081 8248 5421 792 

BIC/SWIFT: CCBPFRPPGRE 

Purpose of payment:   EG_ Name of the participant  

Beneficiary name: Turin Conference Coordinators 

Beneficiary Account Number: FR76 1680 7004 0081 8248 5421 792 

Bank name: Banque Populaire 

Bank address: 62 Cours Richard Vitton 69003 Lyon, Fr 
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III 

The neoliberal university has taken its toll 

It's time for radical change in Higher Education 
Vicky Canning 

https://www.bristol247.com/opinion/your-say/university-staff-working-conditions-are-
student-learning-conditions-lets-build-better-for-us-all/ 

There is a week in March of 2020 which will be etched in society’s collective conscious 
indefinitely. We all watched with uncertainty as the Covid-19 pandemic unfolded with the 
increasing realisation that we were about to face something unprecedented. 

In the same week, the University College Union (UCU) – the UK’s main trade union in the 
higher education sector – had been in dispute with Universities UK over four fights: pay, 
workload, casualisation and equality. All of these are reasonable and all essential 
foundations of a healthy workforce and, in a bid to gain them, we had voted for industrial 
action culminating in multiple strikes. 

On recognising the gravity of the pandemic and the collective impacts it would have, the 
UCU decided to pause further action in a bid to prioritise the wellbeing of students and move 
our energies to provide as feasible, accessible and regular a learning experience as could be 
possible during a global pandemic. 

We did so in good faith, expecting that the powers that be would recognise the surreal efforts 
of the whole situation and eventually our collectively monumental efforts would be 
recognised. 

Just like students, staff have faced severe disruption during the pandemic both personally 
and professionally. The most obvious is the human impacts of illness, for some loss, and for 
many a fear of loss. The overnight changes to everyday life were difficult for many to grapple 
with, as were new technologies and endless hours in isolation away from colleagues and 
friends. Safety was our priority, but it also came with implications for many people’s mental 
health. 

Alongside dwindling working conditions and ever bulging workloads – none of which 
seemed to map on the scores of extra hours that teaching online can take, especially for those 
who had not experienced it before – stress became a significant factor for many people. 

So serious has it become that a recent report found that over half of staff surveyed showed 
probable signs of depression (53 per cent); almost eight in ten (79 per cent) respondents said 
they need to work very intensively, often or always; almost a third (29 per cent) reported 
feeling emotionally drained from work every day; one in five academics (21 per cent) work an 
extra two days (16 hours) per week on top of contracted hours. 

For me, this was not an abstract or vague issue. After endless hours, days and weeks of stress 
culminating in panic attacks – something I have never experienced before – I was forced to 
take time out of work in November 2020 for the sake of my own mental health. 

It was my first time on sick leave for stress in my whole 14 years working at UK universities. 
To put that in perspective, back when I was studying for my PhD full time, I also had the 
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equivalent of a full-time job accumulating hours of 10.5 working days every week for around 
three years. Stress and extra work were no stranger. 

Academia is regularly high pressured, and that is something people working in higher 
education are accustomed to – much more than anyone should be. In 2021, exploitation, 
casualisation, unfeasible workloads and endemic stress should be the exception to any 
workplace, not the norm. 

Yet as the report above shows, staff are becoming more stressed than ever. Pressures around 
the Research Excellence Framework, increased intakes, multiplying roles and unprecedented 
emails and new technologies are taking their toll. 

Like a lot of people, many lecturers and professional staff at universities got back to three-
dimensional working in autumn this year with real colleagues, real students, and far fewer 
screens. After 18 months of life online and more monotony than most humans can handle, 
the excitement was palpable. 

It was palpable because that is where we love to be: in the lecture theatre and seminar 
rooms, speaking with students and bouncing ideas around in ways that bring learning to life. 

Much to the complete dismay of many of us, we are back to square one, asking for an end to 
casualisation, inequality and pension cuts. Staff pay has been eroded by below inflation 
increases for 13 consecutive years – that is a 20 per cent reduction in salary in real terms. 

One third of academic staff are on insecure contracts. Unnecessary cuts to pensions means 
that staff will receive 20-50 per cent less pension than they have planned for. In a situation 
that continues to slide, only this week UCU-obtained data that suggests vice chancellors have 
been mislead over the real impacts of pension cuts. Meanwhile, senior staff at universities 
have been compared to corporate CEOs whilst others live on precarious and often 
substandard wages. 

Staff and students should be building universities, not corporations. Many of us said so back 
in 2010 and 2011 when unreasonably high student fees were being debated and introduced. 
University should be a right for students, not a pressurised privilege that causes economic 
and emotional harms on people who wish to learn. 

This strike is about our pensions, our pay, and our working conditions. Our working 
conditions are student learning conditions, and if we let our conditions and pensions slide it 
means student conditions and pensions will slide in time. There is no need for this to be the 
case because we are on the same side. 

As staff and students, let’s collaboratively build better than what has been placed on both of 
our tables. 
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IV 
Grenfell Tower and Social Murder 
(2018, documentary, 15’, directed by Sian Hamlett) 

https://learningonscreen.ac.uk/viewfinder/articles/grenfell-tower-and-social-murder/ 

https://hamlettfilms.com/work/grenfell-tower-and-social-murder/ 

We hope this helps inspire some budding European groupies in the future to 
make films like it! 
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V

Belgian prison policy: half a century of broken promises 

Antwerp’s Begijnenstraat: then and now 
Luk Vervaet 

Almost half a century ago, in 1973, I was locked up for a month in the prison of the 
Begijnenstraat in Antwerp. I was twenty years old when I first got to know the interior of a 
police station, followed by a cell in the basement of the Antwerp courthouse, followed by a 
prison cell, the one in Begijnenstraat, and finally the interior of a court building. 

As a young activist, I had joined about twenty other people from Alle Macht aan de Arbeiders 
(AMADA, All Power to the Workers), a Maoist organization, in the dockers' strike of April-
May-June 1973 in Antwerp and Ghent, a so-called wildcat strike, that is to say a strike not 
recognized by the trade unions. It was the period “after May ‘68”. AMADA was looking for a 
candidate to be its spokesperson in this strike and that's how I became the man with the 
megaphone. This would lead to my arrest and imprisonment, after a violent clash between 
police, strikers and activists on May 14, 1973.[1] 

The incident that led to my arrest took place during a demonstration in which women 
dockworkers were beaten by police armed with truncheons who sought to prevent them from 
getting into the building of the ABVV (Flemish FGTB) union offices to claim strike pay. Some 
of the demonstrators, noticing that a police car from the specialist surveillance unit, the 
Brigade de Surveillance et de Recherche (BSR) (Surveillance & Research Brigade) was tailing 
the demonstration, broke off. The violence these men had just seen inflicted by truncheon-
wielding officers on the mothers and sisters of the strikers had provoked anger and a need to 
react. A few hours later, after the gendarmerie hermetically sealed the dockers’ recruitment 
office, the public prosecutor issued an arrest warrant in my name. But a dock worker had 
hidden me under a blanket in the back seat of his car and I was able to escape, although not 
for long. On May 15, I was sent to prison. One month later, on the day the strike ended, I was 
released.  

Memories of the Begijnenstraat 

Short as my prison stay was – many of my comrades received far heavier sentences in the 
years to come – I have vivid memories of my few weeks stay in the Begijnenstraat. And it was 
probably one of the reasons why I became a prison teacher a couple of decades later. 

I remember entering the prison and being stripped of every personal belonging. I received 
oversized shoes and an oversized uniform; they didn't have my size, they said. I remember 
my little cell. Eating there alone with the plastic toilet bucket next to the table. The lack of 
daylight. The shower once a week. Walk in the yard every day for an hour. Limited contact 
with other prisoners and a gradual unfolding understanding of the ways in which aggression, 
poverty and social misery were concentrated in the prison. Military-style orders from some 
guards if you shout something out of your cell window to your fellow walkers. The light that 
turns on and off at a fixed time. No television, but a radio the volume of which could not be 
adjusted. Then, there was the older prisoner, crying like a child in the prison car that 
transported us to the courthouse. A contraband cigarette and matches in the cell in the 
basement of the Antwerp Court house, as we waited to go to the council chambers. My 
mother and my sister visiting me and the way my mother cried when she saw me behind 
glass and in prison clothes. 
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It was my introduction to a world that cannot produce anything positive, if only because 
concentrating people ‘in difficulty’ in one place can only create more difficulties. 

But at the time, the prison was anything but overcrowded. I saw no rats or other vermin 
there. No mattress on the floor. Having an individual cell was not a problem at the time. And 
surely one could only expect that over time things would get better and more humane? 

From overcrowding to the ‘prison village’ 

In 1995, Stefaan De Clerck became Minister of Justice in the Dehaene government. On June 
12, 1996, he wrote ‘Orientation note on criminal policy and penitentiary policy’ which came 
to be considered by ‘academics, lawyers and politicians as the new starting point for Belgian 
penal and penitentiary policy’ [2]. In this policy document, the minister pleads for fewer 
prisons and opposes the harmful effects of the long-term deprivation of liberty. With a more 
selective use of the prison sentence, the locking up of fewer people as a preventive measure 
and shorter sentences, the current situation could change, says the minister. More work 
needs to be done on provisional release based on an individual assessment of the inmate. 
Priority must be given to measures aimed at rehabilitation and reintegration. 

What happened to this 1996 policy document? It quickly disappeared into the wastebasket. I 
doubt even the current Minister of Justice, Van Quickenborne, has ever seen or read the text. 
I doubt too that he knows about the existence of the later texts of 2008,also promising the 
humanisation of prisons. This, ‘The Master plan Detention and internment under humane 
conditions’) was the work of another Minister of Justice, Jo Vandeurzen, the successor of De 
Clerck. 

Be that as it may, what is the current situation now in 2022, twenty-five years after De 
Clerck’s intervention? In an opinion published in De Standaard [3], Van Quickenborne, 
outlines his ‘new ideas on prisons’. Van Quickenborne announces a revolution, certainly an 
incremental one, but a revolution all the same. In the past, declared the minister, no clear 
choices were made and too little was invested. We now know the consequences. High rates of 
recidivism, inflated sentences and overcrowding that has gone on for decades, he notes. But 
today, according to his plan, everything will change. ‘Beneath the waterline, a silent 
revolution is taking place in the prison system’. So exactly what is the nature of this ‘silent 
revolution’ and how does Van Quickenborne intend to capitalise on it? By investing millions 
of Euros, by creating the new post of detention guides(working alongside the prison 
guards)to monitor detainee’s individual detention plan, and by building new prisons in 
Brussels-Haren and Dendermonde. According to the Minister, the prison at Haren will 
become the model prison of the future: ‘A prison village: a sum of small entities in which we 
live as a community’. Seven halfway houses, adding up to 450 new places, and fifteen 
additional detention houses will also be created, thus creating 720 more places, And 
detention will be individualized: from now on, detainees will leave prison in a better position 
than when they entered it. At the same time the minister wants to increase the number of 
prisoners: yes, from the first of June all shorter prison sentences will be executed (until now 
the sentences of less than three years were often not executed). From that date on, some 700 
extra persons are expected to enter the already overcrowded prisons. But, announces the 
minister, those short sentences will take place in detention facilities for between 20 to 60 
people. By effectively executing the shorter sentences, magistrates will be freed from the 
burden of imposing increasingly severe sentences because of recidivism. 

Replicating the logic of the old prison system 

Far from being innovative, Van Quickenborne's so-called ‘new’ ideas remind me of the 
beginning of the modern prison two hundred years ago. Then, too, the grand narrative was 
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about making punishment more humane while the underlying reality was less savoury: the 
evolution of new punishments, other forms of violence, such as solitary confinement and 
permanent observation. Van Quickenborne has absolutely no intention of reducing the 
number of prisoners, and even less of questioning the prison institution. Like his 
predecessors, the minister deals with the consequences of crime and never what creates it, 
what precedes prison: a social model of profit and inequality, racism, a lack of care, 
education, housing and work. Under Van Quickenborne there will be more detention, but it 
will be in ‘a penal village like Haren where people live together as a community’ (sic) [4]or in 
detention houses. All this is constructed on the neoliberal model of individualization of guilt 
and punishment, a model that refuses to seek responsibilities and solutions at the collective 
and societal level.  

The counter-revolution in practice 

Since the 1980s, the situation in prisons has only got worse. Yet every decade, politicians 
promise to reform the penitentiary system is repeated. Can it really be possible that the 
situation prisoners is worse today than it was half a century ago? 

If there has been a turning point, it is in the opposite direction to progress. Like most other 
European countries, Belgium’s punitive shift from the 1980s involved adopting a harsher 
detention policy, and longer sentences. Between 1980 and 2000, the number of detainees in 
Belgium rose from 5,000 to more than 11,000, which contributed to a situation where 
prisons became out of control. 

The case of the Antwerp prison speaks volumes. 

On May 6, 1999, the headline in the Flemish newspaper De Standaard was ‘Severe 
overcrowding in Antwerp prison.’ On that date, there were 450 detainees for 285 places 
(occupancy rate at 157%), against 760 detainees for 440 places today (172%). 

In 2003, Antwerp’s Begijnenstraat was already the subject of a fairly lively debate within the 
Committee for Welfare, Public Health and Equal Opportunities that centred on 
overcrowding and an ‘explosive situation’ aggravated by ‘degrading conditions’. By 2003, 
prison guards at the Begijnenstraat had taken repeated action against this state of affairs 
over a period of four years! In February 2003, they went on a work-to-rule strike, that 
involved blocking access to prison for sixty social workers for eleven weeks, which resulted 
for them in two months of technical unemployment. [5]  

Two years later, in 2005, nothing was resolved and the newspapers, including those abroad, 
spoke of the ‘medieval conditions in the prison of Antwerp’. [6]  

Ten years later, in 2015, and still nothing had changed. Nagib Amari spent three months in 
the Begijnenstraat after the discovery of a cannabis plantation in a warehouse he rented. An 
unfair accusation, as it turned out later when Nagib was fully acquitted. But during the three 
months of his detention, he contracted a serious eye infection, so badly treated that he 
almost completely lost the use of his left eye. In prison, he had to sleep on a mattress on the 
floor. There was an open toilet in the cell and, due to the lack of staff, he was only allowed to 
take a shower once a week. Nagib suffered from a serious eye disease and wore contact 
lenses. When he arrived in prison, he had to hand over the suction cups that he used to put 
the contact lenses on. He got them back three days later, but in the meantime, he had to 
remove his lenses with his hands. From his first day in prison, he had red eyes, but he was 
not allowed to see an eye doctor at the hospital and had to settle for a prison doctor. When 
his wife came to bring him extra lens fluid, they refused to give it to him and he was told he 
had to buy the fluid through the prison. However, this was not possible, his bank accounts 
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having been blocked. After his release, Amari had to undergo thirteen operations and filed a 
lawsuit against the Belgian state for the errors and the lack of medical care. The court ruled 
that he was entitled to compensation of 51,000 euros.[7]Small consolation for the loss of an 
eye and costs that amount to tens of thousands of euros. 

In 2018, a Dutch newspaper wrote: ‘Suffering in the Antwerp cells: no ventilation, hot cells, 
no visitors and rats in the corridor. Conditions in the former prison in Antwerp are 
inhumane, Dutch inmates say.’[8] 

Two years later, in November 2020, the Minister of Justice and the Mayor of Antwerp visited 
the prison. The mayor of Antwerp, Bart De Wever, repeats what was said twenty years 
earlier: ‘The situation is difficult; I'm going to have trouble falling asleep’. And he asks the 
Minister of Justice Vincent Van Quickenborne to quickly find a solution to the overcrowding. 
[9]. Again, nothing changed. Maybe a visit of Gaia (Global Action in the Interest of Animals) 
could help. They could certify that locking people up in cages has the same effect on humans 
as on chickens, rabbits and other animals. All you have to do is replace the word ‘animal’ 
with the word ‘human’ in this statement from the animal rights organization: ‘Science shows 
that locking animals in cages is cruel. Animals have feelings and are capable of feeling pain 
and joy. Caging causes severe suffering because the animals are severely restricted in their 
movements and have few opportunities to express their natural behavior. This leads to stress 
and frustration.»[10] 

2021: ‘Mice on the walls, mattresses on the floor’ 

In November 2021, Frederik Janssens wrote an opinion piece on behalf of the Antwerp 
Prison Surveillance Board, entitled: ‘Mice on the walls, mattresses on the floor. ‘[11] He gave 
the example of a prisoner locked up in the Begijnenstraat since April 2020. The man was 
sentenced to eight years in prison in August 2021. He wants to go to another prison and is on 
the transfer list to Leuven-Centraal but the management of the Begijnenstraat cannot decide 
on this independently. Meanwhile, the man finds himself with four people in a cell that is far 
too small. He sees the mice running on the walls. If the guards go on strike, it means no 
walks or showers. The prison can hold 439 inmates, but as of mid-November, 769 people are 
locked up there. An occupancy rate of 175%. There is a big humidity problem, mould stains 
in several places and there is a smell of sewage. Prisoners can only take a shower on certain 
days – and then only if the water pressure is sufficient. On other days, they can ask for hot 
water to wash at their sink. Some complain of insect bites. In several cells, the pipes are 
broken and it stinks. Attempts have been made to fix them with tape, but the tape is coming 
off. In other cells, peeling paint falls to the floor. The connection of the drain pipes to the 
ceiling is covered with newspaper. In some cells, the toilets are open and exposed next to the 
cell door, with no screen in front of them. The health and safety of staff and detainees is thus 
endangered. Prisoners are crammed into cells that are far too small. Several detainees do not 
have a bed. They sleep on a mattress on the floor. The stress in the cells increases, leading to 
more quarrels and violence. Staff can no longer guarantee the services to which inmates are 
entitled. There are waiting lists for the fitness facilities and the library. Various activities are 
regularly cancelled due to lack of staff. Sports activities are limited. The health system is 
failing. The high demand for medical consultations has given rise to the famous one-minute 
consultations and for dentists, it is necessary to wait several weeks. There is also a waiting 
list to be allowed to work as an inmate.  

The damning picture painted by Frederik Janssens, on behalf of the Antwerp prison 
superveillance board was followed by articles in the newspapers including the testimonies of 
prisoners and guards in the Begijnenstraat. "During the day we put that (third) mattress (in a 
cell of 8m²) right against the wall, but even then there is barely room to stretch our legs.” 
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Sitting at the table to eat is impossible, so the men eat their food on their beds or take turns 
at the table. Food scraps and waste are everywhere in the cell, even in the sink. It is not an 
uplifting environment. “We can do nothing but sit still on our bed and watch TV.” A prison 
guard : “The prisoners say they have no breathing room. They become angry because 
activities to which they used to be entitled – sports, receiving visitors – are much less 
possible. Due to the size of the prison sections, we can only organize the walk once a day, 
because going outside with two hundred is of no use to anyone. Then it's from one sardine 
can to the next.' Taking a shower every day is no longer an option. Today it's the turn of the 
left side of the corridor, tomorrow the right side.” 

Are there solutions? 

Yes, solutions exist. A first solution consists in the immediate reduction by half of the 
number of prisoners incarcerated in the Begijnenstraat. The second solution is pure and 
simple, just close the prison, not in five years, but on the spot. 

If they think that these solutions are not possible, our political decision-makers have only to 
draw inspiration from the following two examples from the United States, their closest friend 
and ally. 

In June 2011, a court ordered the state of California to end overcrowding in its 33 state 
prisons. Ten thousand prisoners, nearly 8% of all state detainees, are to be released by the 
end of the year, the court ruled. The judgment says: “The overpopulation which has caused 
extreme suffering and even death must be ended. Depriving prisoners of their rights violates 
the Constitution, which prohibits cruel and inhuman treatment. This measure should 
improve medical and mental care in prisons”. The state of California appealed but the 
Supreme Court upheld the judgment and ordered the state to reduce the number of inmates 
by 33,000 over the next two years. After this court ruling, the state and prison 
administrations sought not to release prisoners but to transfer them from state prisons to 
local prisons. However, this in no way diminishes the importance of this historic verdict.[12].  

Another, more recent example. On August 26, 2021, the Metropolitan Correctional Center 
(MCC), a prison in New York, was closed indefinitely due to ‘inhumane prison conditions’. 
Two years earlier, Jeffrey Epstein had committed suicide there and in May 2020, an 
inspection revealed that ‘inmates showing symptoms of Coronavirus were neglected and 
ignored’. They found that there was virtually no physical distance between the prisoners and 
that ‘some of them slept on bunk beds within easy reach of each other. [13] 

Spot the differences between MCC and Begijnenstraat 

In the Begijnenstraat, the prisoners no longer even sleep in bunk beds, but 62 of them sleep 
on a mattress on the floor. And suicides such as that of Jeffrey Epstein have also taken place 
there. In 2015, Nick Van Laethem hanged himself in the prison laundry room. Most recently, 
on October 26, 2021, an inmate committed suicide in his cell. 

The only real difference between the MCC and the Begijnenstraat, is that one is closed and 
the other remains open.  

The question arises as to whether anyone responsible for the current situation in the 
Antwerp prison will be prosecuted for failing to come to the aid of a person in need. Belgian 
law clearly states: “If help is not provided to a person in need, one risks a prison sentence of 
eight days to one year and a fine of € 400.00 up to and including € 4,000.The maximum 
prison sentence is increased to two years if the person in danger is a minor or is in a 
vulnerable condition due to age, pregnancy or illness or physical or mental infirmity or 
disability, if this condition was clearly known to the person who gave no help.”[14] Is this a 
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universal law that applies equally in all jurisdictions, in civil society and in areas of 
confinement, and to everyone, irrespective of status? If the powerful actors who make prison 
policy were convicted on the basis of this law (“a prison sentence of eight days to one year”), 
they would surely rue the day they decided thatall shorter prison sentences will be executed 
from the first of June. 

Notes 

[1] A police colonel called Van Geet wrote the only book that exists on this strike « De Dokstaking1973
» (The dockstrike 1973).

[2] https://libstore.ugent.be/fulltxt/RUG01/001/787/137/RUG01-001787137_2012_0001_AC.pdf

[3] De stille revolutie in onze gevangenissen, (the silent revolution in our prisons) De Standaard
05.01.2022 Minister of Justice, Vincent Van Quickenborne

[4] See the report of the Central Prison Supervisory Board on Haren prison:
https://ccsp.belgium.be/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Avis_Advies-Haren-Visite_Bezoek-
nov.21FR.pdf

[5] https://docs.vlaamsparlement.be/website/htm-vrg/341633.html

[6] https://www.nd.nl/nieuws/buitenland/687720/middeleeuwse-toestanden-in-antwerpse-
gevangenis

[7] https://www.pzc.nl/antwerpen/zakenman-raakt-blind-aan-een-oog-na-onterecht-verblijf-in-
gevangenis-sinds-vrijlating-al-128-keer-op-consultatie-
geweest~a8b3630b/?referrer=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2F

[8] https://www.ad.nl/buitenland/afzien-in-de-antwerpse-cel-niet-luchten-geen-bezoek-en-ratten-
in-de-gang~afc52ea8/?referrer=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2F

[9] https://www.ad.nl/buitenland/afzien-in-de-antwerpse-cel-niet-luchten-geen-bezoek-en-ratten-
in-de-gang~afc52ea8/?referrer=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2F

[10] https://www.gaia.be/sites/default/files/campaigns/attachments/2018_-_stop_de_kooien_-
_report_online_compressed.pdf

[11] https://www.standaard.be/cnt/dmf20211129_97638409

[12] https://www.npr.org/2011/05/23/136579580/california-is-ordered-to-cut-its-prison-
population?t=1641485944852

[13] https://www.npr.org/2021/08/26/1031541974/u-s-closing-jail-jeffrey-epstein-metropolitan-
correctional-center

[14] https://www.destrafrechtspecialist.be/
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VI 

Interview with Thomas Mathiesen 
By Emma Bell, 31 October 2013, on our 40th anniversary 

Emma Bell: As this year we’re celebrating the 40th anniversary of the European Group for 
the Study of Deviance and Social Control, I thought it appropriate to ask you, as someone 
who attended that very first conference back in 1973 and as someone who has been active in 
the Group over the years what your memories are of the Group and what you think its 
contemporary relevance is. So perhaps you could just begin by telling us what your memories 
are of how the Group was first formed, how exactly did it first get together? 

Thomas Mathiesen: Yes. It came together in Florence in Italy in 1973 and there were 
between 100 and 120 people attending from all over Europe. It was a European group 
largely. There were some Americans present but there were not many. The British sub-group 
was very active in forming the first steps of the European Group. If I remember correctly, the 
initiative came from Britain to a large extent and from young British enthusiasts who were 
going to do something, and who wanted to do something, about the prison situation and 
criminal policy in Europe at the time.  

I remember details of the first meeting in 1973 in Florence quite well actually because it so 
happened that on the same day, on 11th September 1973, Allende died, or rather was killed, in 
Chile. And that of course became worldwide news immediately. Even at that time we had 
very quick news coming through the air from everywhere and we had that piece of news also. 
Allende was killed as you remember by his general – he had imparted a general a bit before 
and the insurrection was the general’s insurrection and they won the battle. There was some 
question whether he was actually killed at that point or not but that’s not important. He was 
definitely killed at that point to us. People were arrested. Other people were killed. There was 
an insurrection essentially by conservative forces in Chile. In a matter of hours in Florence, 
according to the press, there were 40,000 communists in the streets, demonstrating loudly 
and walking the streets of Florence. I don’t know whether the figure of 40,000 people is 
correct. There may have been fewer communists in Florence at the time but the figure of 
40,000 became a kind of picture of the situation and we stood on the sidewalk and watched 
this happening.  

I also remember very well that we, the Norwegians present, were somewhat instrumental in 
carrying out the conference and in building the background of the conference, in addition to 
the British. We also had our own organisation, KROM, the Norwegian Association for Penal 
Reform, established in May 1968. That organisation was only five years old at the time – in 
’73, when we met in Florence. And in a sense the battle on the other side of the Ocean, in 
Chile, and the murder of Allende became a very important experience to us. And indeed it 
probably sent us on an avenue which we would not have walked if it hadn’t been for that 
occurrence. We were at the time small, it was a small organisation and we were fumbling our 
way in the dark a little bit, not knowing quite how to handle the situation – I mean in 
Norway, the prison situation, the criminal policy situation and so on. The murder of Allende 
at that Florence meeting of the European Group really radicalised us in this sense. It created 
an avenue to walk – we had to be careful with conservative forces in our own country, not 
only in Chile, but in our own country and in other countries as well. So this was a very 
important formative period and a formative point in time for the Norwegian delegation – we 
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were three or four people there – and also for others, I think... It was a formative period for 
the European Group in general.  

E.B.: Absolutely. What were your expectations when you attended that first conference?
What did you think the European Group was capable of achieving?

T.M.: Well, it was a gathering of course of European countries, or at least representatives of
countries, of those not in power. Those not in power gathered together in Florence. The
European Group had some money – where it got the money, I don’t know – but at least they
paid for an inmate, a released inmate from Norway, to fly to Florence and back. The others
who were not inmates were funded by the Norwegian Research Council at the time. This had
already begun to become a kind of venue for action research in Norway. This was the
combination of political action with research, rather than bifurcating the two in two sides,
which is the old Weberian point of view in a way (although he was a bit hesitant about it – he
died in 1920, you know, to put him in his time). He always advocated a radical division
between values and research. We didn’t. We opposed that and we got ammunition for
opposing it in Florence at the European Group. All the countries that gathered in Florence
got ammunition to combine politics with research. Doing so creates a number of problems
and it is not easy at all... but it is in a way still with us, I think. I sensed this at the meeting in
Oslo a couple of months ago in the summer when the European Group gathered here for its
yearly conference. And I sensed it in Florence back in 1973 as an important dictum for the
Group as a whole. So I think the expectation was that this would enliven us and it did. That
was partly, partly only, due to the murder of Allende and the conservative or extremely
conservative reaction in Chile that occurred at the time.

E.B.: OK. And what do you think the Group has achieved over the years?

T.M.: It has achieved well in terms of prison, which is one of my concerns. The Group
achieved a great deal in the beginning. The curves, the number of inmates per capita, per
100,000 of the population, went down for a number of years and I think that was partly due
to social forces, societal forces, changes in social and political structure and so on. Of course,
this was in the aftermath of the 1960s revolt in Europe and you would expect that it did
indeed happen that this had consequences for penal policy. But it was also a consequence,
partly a consequence anyway, of the European Group gathering. These were people who were
coming up in the ranks of academics in the universities around Europe, especially in Britain
but also in other countries, and certainly in Norway. And I think it radicalised us in this
sense and made us aware of the importance of... ourselves as important people. And that is
important in itself: that we got this feeling that we had a say in the number of voices that
took part in discussion and the debate on criminal policy at the time. So, in the beginning
this was an important affirmative process.

I remember also in the middle of the ‘70s ... I flew across Europe from Britain to a meeting in 
the Council of Europe where I had an appointment and I gazed down (this was at the time 
when the planes flew low – they were jet planes but they flew relatively low) and I could see 
something. I didn’t see any prisons of course, but I saw houses and people and so on, and I 
thought at the time that I would experience a period, a life with only very few prisons or 
maybe no prisons. I was optimistic in a sense, sitting there on the plane. Then this changed 
over the years. It changed through to the ‘80s, the beginning of the ‘80s. The turning point 
came at the European Group in 1985 at the meeting in, was it Hamburg?1 Rolston and 
another British criminologist, Tomlinson, spoke on a paper they had prepared on the 

1 The 1985 European Group conference was indeed held in Hamburg. The theme was ‘The Expansion of European 
Prison Systems’. 
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increase of prison numbers in Europe. There were a number of figures coming out showing 
that prisons were suddenly on the rise again. In 1986 they published this as a book which is 
the first book that I remember ever published on the increase of prison in Europe and on the 
danger that was ahead of us2. In the ‘80s, this also structured our opposition to the criminal 
policy at the time.  

Why would the figures increase this way although we were so optimistic in the beginning, 
having witnessed a downfall in prison figures? ... This had repercussions in all the European 
countries, certainly in Norway where the prison figures also increased. In 1970 we had 44 
prisoners per 100,000 population.  In 2010, we had 73 per 100,000 population. So it was a 
steady increase and this increase came through the beginning of the ‘80s and following in the 
‘90s. I’ll return to that. This was of course not the greatest increase in prison figures at the 
time. It was smaller than in other countries. David Scott3 has assembled data on the period 
from 1970 to 2010 in terms of prison figures in twelve westernised societies4. It includes 
Australia and New Zealand... The United States is also included and it increased [its carceral 
population] tremendously from 166 prisoners per 100,000 population in 1970 to 748 in 2010 
whereas we only had 73 in Norway. 

E.B.: It was a huge increase.

T.M.: Yes, it was huge. Mass imprisonment occurred in the United States. Six of the twelve
countries had over 100 inmates per 100,000 and five of the six had over 133 per 100,000 of
the population. So it was a massive increase. Tomlinson and his colleague studied this and
published this important book in 1986, followed up by David Scott and others now. The
increase seems to me to be tapering off or at least stabilising a bit.

E.B.: So, do you think there is any renewed sense of optimism?

T.M.: It is a renewed sense of optimism. The first period was optimistic, as I said. It was
really a period of radicality. And then came the long ‘80s and ‘90s with dire predictions and
so on. And now there is a new, renewed kind of optimism. But it is also a renewed wonder
about what is actually happening. Because what is actually happening is in fact happening in
Norway but other countries also: Norway, Britain, the United States and very different
countries. The fact is, you see, that the number of crimes – reported crimes to the police –
has been going down for a long time now. In Norway it is going up again a little bit now due
to some robberies... but basically it is going down. And so it is in the United States and so it is
in Britain with some exceptions... The general development is down whereas the prison
population has been going up. So there is no real correlation between the increase in prisons
and the crime rate.

E.B.: Indeed.

T.M.: The crime rate decreases and the prison rate increases. And this I think is something
we have to find out more about because it is important scientifically but also politically. The
rule of law is in a sense out of order. If the crime rate and the prison rate followed each other,
it would be in a sense sensible. Whereas when they bifurcate like this it isn’t really sensible
and is going against some of the basic principles of the rule of law... So it does in other
aspects as well, for example, surveillance where right now we are seeing how the Americans
invade continents, including Europe, with modern surveillance activities, with the NSA
managing to survey Angela Merkel and all other politically established people in Europe –

2 Tomlinson, M. & Rolston, W. J. (1986) The Expansion of European Prison Systems. European Group for the 
Study of Deviance and Social Control. 
3 David Scott was Group Coordinator from 2009-2012. 
4 See Scott, D. (2013) Why Prison? Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, p. 3.  
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more or less, anyway. But of course an aside there is that Europe is not as it [is presented] by 
the press. Europe sounds like a haven, like a wonderful place with no surveillance... But there 
is a lot of surveillance going on in Europe as well. I have written a book recently – it came out 
this summer, at the European Group conference in Oslo – called a Towards a Surveillant 
Society.5 

[...] The Data Retention Directive6 [allows] your phone to be tapped, all our movements, 
your movements, when you ask questions and do this and that... this is all recorded. And my 
movements are all recorded and everybody’s movements in Britain are recorded. And 
everybody is recorded except, they claim, content – what you’re saying is not recorded. So 
that’s also a bleak part of the picture. But, to conclude this part of our talk, there is a renewed 
optimism due to the prison situation going down and even the Americans are saying now, to 
a large extent, that this becomes too much. It is something which is dangerous to our society. 
The rule of law is not only under pressure in the United States but it has gone beyond that... 
It is under pressure in Norway and Britain. 

E.B.: Is this leading to a renewed crisis of legitimacy would you say, that might open up new
spaces for resistance?

T.M.: I think so. Basically I’m an optimist in these matters and I’ve been an optimist all the
time. I’m an optimist now that this really creates a situation which makes people wonder
what is going on in our society and we must do something about it. In fact, the Data
Retention Directive which I think you have implemented in Britain7 and has been
implemented in quite a few European countries (it is not implemented with us in Norway –
it is currently before Parliament) is now being tried by the European Court and will come up
next year. If the European Court says ‘no’, that is another victory on our side. I don’t know if
it will but it will be a victory if it does happen... Surveillance is a part of the whole picture of
uncertainty about [the future and creates questions of legitimacy which may feed a radical
approach].

E.B.: Absolutely. Could I just ask you what advice you would give to members of the
European group and activists more generally who are seeking to challenge the new punitive
consensus on prisons, the spread of surveillance or any of those trends that you’ve
highlighted?

T.M.: Well, it’s difficult to give advice because the situations in various countries are
different. It’s not simple, really. The number of prisoners is going down and this has to be
taken seriously. In means perhaps a return to some of the aspects of the past where the
legitimacy of prisons is no longer so clear. That must be followed up by us. The surveillance
situation is increasing to such a point that it might also be turned around. I saw in the paper
the other day that Merkel and a number of German functionaries were going to the States to
talk with Obama about this because it was too much in a way. And this also trickles down to
the European Group. We are working in various universities and colleges around our
countries and we should always be aware of that and take as our point of departure the
nature of our calling, which is to talk to students, talk to young people about what is
happening and about the turning points that we are seeing now and the importance of doing
something about these turning points... That is one piece of advice – that we follow our

5 Mathiesen, T. (2013) Towards a Surveillant Society: The rise of surveillance systems in Europe. Hook: 
Waterside Press.  
6 The Data Retention Directive ‘store information for a given length of time (six months to two years) about 
everyone’s use of telecommunications equipment – mobile telephones, fixed telephones, Internet and so on. 
Everything – names, start, termination, place, date, and so on – is stored, except the content of communication’, 
ibid., p. 97. 
7 The Directive was implemented by statutory instrument in Britain in 2009. 
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calling. This would be in the spirit of Max Weber, following a positive spirit really. He wrote 
a famous essay on politics as a calling and he ended that with the words, ‘You have to look for 
the impossible in order to reach the possible’. He was right, I think, in that and we should be 
aware of this in our various callings around the countries where we are working. That’s the 
first point.  

The second point is to ensure that new generations are coming up to follow in the footsteps 
of the European Group and indeed it was very nice to see this summer that there were very 
many young people at the convention in Oslo held by the Group. There were some older 
people, like myself and others but the young people were, I don’t know if they were in the 
majority, but they were very important. This is very important that we nurture the coming 
generation and the generation after that. The coming generation is beginning to get old, you 
know, and so this is a continuous struggle. We should use the time of the turning points of 
prisons maybe going down and the criticism against surveillance coming up now due to NSA 
and other things. We should point this out, say to young people, ‘You have a chance now to 
do something and to do something important’. A bit like we did many years ago...  

And there is a third thing which we’ve learnt over the years and that is not to forget the 
grassroots. In terms of prisons, you can do research and research well on prisons. We tend to 
write books on prisons which are important – David Scott as I said has just edited a very 
good book on prisons. But we seem to forget the inmates a bit. We should be aware not to do 
that. Bring in the grassroots again... They will encourage us with optimism, humour and a 
fighting spirit. I think we have something to learn from the United States in that respect. The 
activists in prisons are important. So we mustn’t forget the activists really and bring the 
grassroots in again. 

T.M.: Thank you very much to talking to me. It’s been great to have your insights.
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VII 
10 years ago, 40 years on... 

[Extract from “Foreword: The European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social 
Control”. By David Scott (former International Coordinator of the European Group). In 
Emma Bell (Editor), 2012, No Borders, University of Savoie].  

The 39th Annual Conference of the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social 
Control was held at the Université de Savoie, Chambéry, France, on 3rd–7th September 2011. 
The conference was convened by Emma Bell on the theme ‘No Borders: Exclusion, justice 
and the politics of fear’.  The conference was attended by more than 120 delegates from over 
20 different countries including Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Cyprus, Denmark, 
France, Finland, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Russia, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the United Sates and the United Kingdom. There were more 
than 100 papers delivered at the conference. 

In 1970 Stan Cohen, Mario Simondi and Karl Schumann, who ironically enough met whilst 
sharing an office at the Berkeley University, California, proposed the formation of an 
alternative critical criminology forum.  Their aim, and consequently that of the European 
Group, was not just to cover topics and hold debates marginalised or ignored by mainstream, 
administrative criminology but to establish a new network that could support, and provide 
solidarity with, emerging social movements8.  Recognising the dominant influence of Anglo-
American criminology, this new forum was to be characterised by a distinct European focus.  
This sense of place was to be significant on a further level, linking the conference theme with 
the conference location and offering support to local political activists, for example through 
press releases and resolutions and sometimes even joining them on demonstrations.  Shaped 
by an unequivocal commitment to social justice; inspired by the radical activism of the 
Norwegian prisoner rights movement, the French mental patients' union and the German 
radical lawyers' group; and building on the model of the York Deviancy Conferences in 
England in the early 1970s, the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control 
held its first conference in Florence (Italy) in 1973 on the theme Deviance and Social Control 
in Europe: Scope and Prospects for a Radical Criminology. 

8 Swaaningen, R. van (1997) Critical Criminology: Visions from Europe London: Sage. Other references in the 
original version: Cohen, S. (1985) Visions of Social Control Cambridge: Polity Press; Cohen, S. (personal 
correspondence with David Scott, September, 20th 2010); Mills, C.W. (1959) The Sociological Imagination 
Oxford: Oxford University Press; Wright, E.O. (2010) Envisioning real utopias London: Verso. 
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VIII 

Policing Environmental Injustice 
Andrea Brock and Nathan Stephens-Griffin 

https://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/handle/20.500.12413/16915 

Brock, A. and Stephens-Griffin, N. (2021) Policing Environmental Injustice, IDS Bulletin, 
Online First, DOI: 10.19088/1968-2021.130  

Environmental justice (EJ) activists have long worked with abolitionists in their 
communities, critiquing the ways policing, prisons, and pollution are entangled and racially 
constituted (Braz and Gilmore 2006). Yet, much EJ scholarship reflects a liberal Western 
focus on a more equal distribution of harms, rather than challenging the underlying systems 
of exploitation these harmsrest upon (Álvarez and Coolsaet 2020). This article argues that 
policing facilitates environmentally unjust developments that are inherently harmful to 
nature and society. Policing helps enforce a social order rooted in the ‘securing’ of property, 
hierarchy, and human-nature exploitation.  

Examining the colonial continuities of policing, we argue that EJ must challenge the 
assumed necessity of policing, overcome the mythology of the state as ‘arbiter of justice’, and 
work to create social conditions in which policing is unnecessary. This will help open space 
to question other related harmful hegemonic principles. Policing drives environmental 
injustice, so EJ must embrace abolition. 

https://undisciplinedenvironments.org/2021/11/23/policing-environmental-injustice-
embracing-abolition-of-policing/ 
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IX 
The Criminalisation of Social Policy in Neoliberal Societies 
Elizabeth Kiely and Katharina Swirak 

Bristol University Press 

Available at www.bristoluniversitypress.co.uk/the-criminalisation-ofsocial-policy 

From anti-terrorism agendas, to the punishment of the poor and the governance of 
parenting, this book explores how diverse fields of social policy intersect more deeply than 
ever with crime control and in so doing, deploy troubling strategies. 

 A timely and fantastic book! A critical analysis of the intersections between crime, social 
policy and lived experiences of the poor, marginalised and justice-involved. Essential 
reading for all ‘change makers’. Maggie O’Neill, University College Cork  

A compelling critical journey into the often dark and divisive shadows of state welfare. 
Essential reading for those interested in the more punitive aspects of social and public 
policy. Peter Squires, University of Brighton 

Elizabeth Kiely is Senior Lecturer in Social Policy in the School of Applied 
Social Studies at University College Cork, Ireland.  

Katharina Swirak is Lecturer in the Department of Sociology and Criminology 
at University College Cork, Ireland. 
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X 

The Legacies of Un-critical Race Theory at Berkeley 

Tony Platt 

With so much noise these days about the dangers of Critical Race Theory, let's not forget the 
pernicious damage done – and still being done – by Uncritical Race Theory. 

“The Legacies of Un-critical Race Theory at Berkeley” was first published in History News 
Network, July 25, 2021, https://historynewsnetwork.org/article/180783.  

Special thanks to Nazune Menka and Cecilia O'Leary for their feedback on an earlier draft. 

For those of you interested in seeing a documented version, send me an email. 

Regards, 

Tony  

Tony Platt - Distinguished Affiliated Scholar, Center for the Study of Law & Society, 
University of California, Berkeley, California 94720.  

http://GoodToGo.typepad.com 
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A BIG THANKS to all the European Group members for making this newsletter 
successful.  

Please feel free to contribute to this newsletter by sending any information that 
you think might be of interest to the Group to Vicky/Katja/Dani at 
europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com 

In the meantime, we send all our best wishes to members from our temporary realities. 

http://www.europeangroup.org/ 

Saluti! 

Vicky, Dani, Katja and Simone [EG incumbent coord. team] 

27

SEE YOU IN TORINO 2022!

mailto:europeangroupcoordinator@gmail.com
http://www.europeangroup.org/

	A1 TURIN Conference Call 2022
	A2 Registration form - Turin 2022
	EG 2022(1) March NEWSLETTER
	Página en blanco



