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Dear comrades and colleagues of the European Group 

 

We hope everyone is doing well – the year is flying by and we are finally getting closer to the 
first in-person annual conference since Barcelona in 2019. In many ways, everything has 
changed, and nothing has changed. We have individually and collectively gone through the 
pandemic, some losing loved ones on the way. Politics has changed internationally, with 
increasing and worrying shifts to the right, and  the state of the environment seems to 
degrade as each day passes. At the same time, friendships continue and the same fights for 
social and political justice ruminate.  

It is in times like these that collectivity and mutual support can be of its greatest value. Of 
course, there are ups and downs and not everyone will agree on everything but the 
fundamentals of the European Group have remained the same throughout its legacy. 

For that reason, and as we move to the 50th annual conference, we dedicate this month’s 
edition to the founders of the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control, 
originally FANTOMAS, and have been delighted to be able to publish reflections from Karl F. 
Schumann this month. We are sure you agree the image he has shared brings much 
nostalgia, and some of you reading this may even recall the first conference. Karl has kindly 
provided some of the original documents, which you can see below.  

These are some of the foundations of the EG, and like so much else, everything and nothing 
has changed as time has passed since this picture was taken. We have welcomed many 
critical thinkers from beyond Europe, coordination teams have changed, and new people 
arrive every year. We hope still that, as we soon come to the end of our time as coordinators, 
we retain the critical foundations and build collectively into positive interventions, radical 
structural change, and with the increased vigor and energy that each annual conference 
always brings.  

This edition includes calls for papers, interviews and of course information on the 50th 
Annual Conference. We are thankful to our colleagues working in and with the Torino 
organisation committee, and the stream coordinators for all their efforts in collating 
abstracts. As you will see, we have extended the call for papers and registration until 31st 
May, so please get abstracts in and we very much look forward to seeing you in Torino in 
September 2022.  

 

Take care all - in solidarity, 

Vicky, Dani and Katja 

Please note: From 2021 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 



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 31th May 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   

Notification of acceptance       

Confirmation of attendance and fees  

31 May 2022 

07 June 2022 

09 June 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 

European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control: 

A personal account of its foundation 

Karl F. Schumann1 

A room with six cubicles 

In the winter term 1971/72 a room of the School of Criminology, University of California at 
Berkeley, housed three scholars from abroad. Stan Cohen from the University of Durham 
(England) gave guest lectures at the School. Mario Simondi from Firenze (Italy) and I from 
Konstanz (Germany) had fellowships of the American Council of Learned Societies. Mario 
was interested in American gangs, I collected material on plea bargaining in the U.S.A. 
Working in cubicles encourages to talk with each other. So we three Europeans talked about 
recent developments in criminology in our countries. Stan Cohen explained that the in 1968 
founded National Deviancy Conference had turned away from the dominant administrative, 
etiological approach of the mainstream criminologyin the U.K.Italked about a similar 
development in Germany. In 1969 the new paradigm of the labeling approach had 
stimulatedyounger criminologists to establish the Arbeitskreis Junger Kriminologen (AJK) 
with the aim to study the agencies of law enforcement rather than the “criminals”. And Mario 
Simondi talked a lot about the emergedAnti-Psychiatry movement of Franco Basaglia. Stan 
had examples of similar trends in British psychiatry and I mentioned the Heidelberg socialist 
collective of patients. We three were surprised how little we knew about thosedevelopments 
of new approaches to deviance in the neighbor-states of our countries and about thecritical 
criminological thinking in Europe in general.  

It was absurd. Apparently the different languages in Europe made it difficult to get 
knowledge about the fact, how much colleagues in Scandinavia, the U.K, France, Italy, 
Germany or Austria had already turned away from the traditional criminology. Much better 
known to us were radical approaches, which were developed in the Bay Area by Herman 
Schwendinger, Tony Platt or Paul Takagi influenced by Marx or the social reaction approach 
by Howard S.Becker (San Francisco) with his popular essay “Whose side are we on?” The 
work of scholars who published in English, was known abroad. But the European youngsters 
did not yet, with the exception of the National Deviancy Conference members, published in 
English. Therefore the emerging left or radical approaches in various countries of Europe 
stayed within the boundaries of their respective languages. This led to the impression that all 
innovative, revolutionary wisdom would only come fromthe United States. But in the United 
Kingdom, Italy, Scandinavia, France or Germany worked congenial scholars as well. And 
their work might perhaps be more meaningful across the borders of European countries than 
importing American thinking. 

1 I thank Margherita Ciacci for valuable comments. 
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That is why Stan Cohen, Mario Simondi and I decided to build a network in Europe to share 
approaches to critical criminology with each other. As focal elements of this undertaking we 
had in mindthe exchange of experiences of prisoners movements, which existed in Great 
Britain (RAP, PROP) in Scandinavia (KRIM, KROM, KRUM), but less in Germany or Italy. It 
seemed also important, to exchange findings of ongoing research on crimes of the powerful. 
The social control of women ought to be another area of concern. As should be the 
comparative analysis of policing and systems of criminal justice. Last but not least the 
developments in the field of anti-psychiatry were in our focus. All three of us subscribed to 
the labeling approach and wanted to bring together European scholars whose research was 
in line with Howard S. Becker’s essay “Whose side are we on?”  

Mario Simondi returned in February to Italy, Stan went back early March and l left the 
U.S.A. in April 1972. Mario had promised to organize the contact among us. He hoped his 
university would provide some funding. We had agreed that we want to establish our 
network with a conference as soon as possible and preferably somewhere close to Florence, 
Italy. But first we had to write down the essential concept of our network, the purposes of 
our cooperation, our aims and strategies of cooperation. Thereafter we were to start a 
campaign in various European countries to look for followers. 

Arranging the reunion 

Mario Simondi made first steps soon after his return to Italy. He contacted the dean of his 
Dipartimento Sperimentale Statistico-Matematico, Universita degli Studi di Firenze. 
Thecultural anthropologist Tullio Seppilli promised support for the organization of a 
conference but insisted in details: Who will participate? What are themes to be discussed? 
What papers can be expected and so on. Having that information, he and Mario might apply 
for funding at the CNR (National Research Center). Mario demanded as soon as possible a 
meeting of us to develop the concept of the conference, to decide about a name of the group 
and to write its manifesto. I suggested to meet at the Jazz Festival in Montreux, preferable at 
the 23 through 25 of June, when the famous saxophone player Roland Kirk would give a 
concert. I would provide private accommodation. But Stan rejected those dates because of 
ongoing examinations at his university. He suggested to meet later in Italy, because his 
friend Laurie Taylor would be in July on vacations in Italy. Stan praised Laurie, the co-
author of their joint book “Psychological Survival” (1972) on long-term-prisoners, as an 
excellent organizer and a good friend, who would be a valuable addition to our trio. He and 
Stan had been two of the seven young scholars who founded in 1968 the National Deviancy 
Conference.  

Mario and I agreed and we choose a date and location which was convenient for Laurie. 
Laurie Taylor contributed many ideas and a good spirit during our first meeting of the 
foundation of the group. He wrote together with Stan a paper for our first conference. 
Thereafter he declined his activities within the European Group. So in contrast to the other 
three founders his contribution was limited in time. 
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FANTOMAS GROUP 

We met for a weekend on the 18th of June in Florence and moved the second day at the 19th of 
June 1972 to Rapallo, where Mario’s parents had an apartment. We worked hard. We 
decided to inaugurate the group in fall 1973 by a large conference. For that reason it was 
necessary to write a manifesto and circulate it among European scholars. We would have 
tofind out, who is willing to join the group we had in mind. And who would contribute a 
paper or a statement for the conference to come. 

The idea was that Mario Simondi would find as many persons as possible in the countries 
with Roman language, Stan Cohen would contact members of the National Deviancy 
Conference and use his relation to Scandinavian scholars and I would introduce the aims of 
the group to young scholars in Austria, Benelux, Switzerland and Germany. 

So we discussed and wrote down the manifesto of the group. We explained the reasons to 
found such a network, listed the areas of concern and asked to join the group. Those who 
wanted to become members should also indicate the areas of their own research. What we 
four had sketched was put by Mario into a good looking, if not really perfect form in August. 
This first draft of the manifesto is here included as facsimile #1. Mario had agreed to do the 
organizational work. He asked after our Rapallo-meeting his colleague Margherita Berardi 
for assistance. Therefore there are five signatures under the facsimile #1,as mimeographed in 
August 1972. 

The second task was rather complicated. We needed a name for the group. We discussed 
many options and ended up with FANTOMAS GROUP. You can see that name at the heading 
of the draft of the manifesto (facsimile # 1). Why that name? Mario suggested it. He was a 
cineaste, for all his life time he was involved with the Festival dei Popoli, later becoming its 
General Secretary. Mario liked the movie “Fantomas” for its illusions. Fantomas, the 
dangerous criminal, appears for a while as a fictitious phenomenon. We asked: Is not the 
moral panic the state conducts about crime also quite fictitious? We were happy with that 
name, it was catchy, funny and expressed quite well our conviction, that the official notion of 
crime had features of mysticism. We left Rapallo convinced that the FANTOMAS GROUP 
would have a good future. However, we saw the danger that such an ironic name might 
irritate and run counter to the acceptance of our group as a serious initiative. And the launch 
of a new network might have to overcome a lot of skepticism. 

Everybody who has participated in planning meetings knows, that often in the hurry of last 
minutes important questions are left open. That happened also regarding the third task 
which was to formulate the accompanying letter. We planned to send copies of the manifesto 
to key persons in European countries and ask them to distribute it among colleagues who 
might be supportive to our idea.  We discussed the content, and Stan Cohen wrote quickly a 
first draft before he had to leave to make hopefully his plane. Mario Simondi was a bit 
disappointed, as can be seen in the facsimile #2. We wanted to indicate that a planning-
meeting for the conference would take place in spring 1973 and Stan planned to invite also 
those key persons. Mario feared an organizational fiasco and took those passages out. His 
argument was, if those persons would ask for funding in April to visit a planning meeting in 
Florence they might not get money for the main conference in fall at the same place. And 
that would be a great loss. 
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Three historical documents: 

Facsimile #1 S.1 

12



Facsimile # 1-S.2 
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Facsimile #1-S3 
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Facsimile #2 

While the three tasks were not completed perfectly there was still enough time for the fourof 
us in Rapallo to produce a document which is even more important to understand and make 
visible the formative process of the European Group. My wife Carola Schumann took a photo 
of the four Founders of the FANTOMAS GROUP. 

15



The Founding Fathers of the FANTOMAS GROUP 
alias European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control 

From left: Laurie Taylor, Karl Schumann and Stan Cohen, sitting: Mario Simondi 
Photo taken by Carola Schumann on July 18th, 1972. 

Stan Cohen wrote to me after he received a print: “The photo will no doubt appear many 
times in future intellectual histories of the twentieth century” (his letter of 23.11.72). I wrote 
to Mario Simondi: “I cannot think of any conference having been more relaxed, humorous or 
stimulating”(my letter29.8.1972). However, we left in fact many decisions open at this first 
reunion date, and Mario Simondi as the organizer became rather nervous during the 
following months. The idea was, all open issues ought to be settled in September in York, 
when the National Deviancy Conference would meet again. Mario and I were expected to 
participate. But Mario could not wait that long. 

Preparing a conference 

At the end of July the situation for Mario was as follows: His three friends had left him 
behind with the task to organize a conference a year from now and to find funding without 
being able to give details.It was completely open, whether or not there would be asufficient 
number of participants giving interesting papers. Mario started to prepare hundred plus X 
copies of the manifesto. He mailed piles of it to Stan and me and we all forwarded those 
copies together with an inviting letter to key persons in our countries or to common-minded 
colleagues elsewhere. How many responses would Mario get? How many proposed papers? 
Would they be substantial enough to draw money by the national funding agency and bring 
enough attendants to the conference? 

When Mario started to copy the manifesto he became irritated: Should the name really be 
FANTOMAS GROUP? Could one expect that the Italian National Research Center would give 
money for a conference under this heading? On the 3th of August I received Mario’s 
telegram: “Final suggestion for group name is Critical European Social Scientists Group. 
Please cable immediate agreement. Mario”. I was not convinced that this would specifically 
enough indicate our field of concern. So I responded with my suggestion: “European Group 
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for the Study of Deviance and Social Control”. Fortunately Stan and Mario agreed and that 
name became eventually the heading for all further correspondence. The mailing campaign 
went well. During the National Deviancy Conference in September in York, which I could not 
attend, Mario, Stan and Laurie made no further decisions. The responses to the 
announcement of the group, the manifesto and the plans of a conference came in, slowly but 
consistently. Some scholars indicated interest in the conference, others wanted at least 
become member of the group.  

It was apparently the right time for the foundation of a network of critical criminologists. In 
the aftermath of the student rebellion in almost every West-European country, except those 
under dictatorship, criticism of repressive acts of the state disseminated. Young 
criminologists disliked that the conferences of mainstream criminology were often 
conducted in close cooperation with officials of the criminal justice system. Little attention 
was usually paid to misconduct of agencies of social control.  The fate of inmates of 
institutions was widely ignored. Emerging discontent with the mainstream criminology, the 
attraction of the labelling perspective, developing anti-institutionalist movements in 
psychiatry, the dispersion of Marxist theories of the state – all those developments in 
different countries formed the humus for an alliance of critical criminological minds. So 
many were eager to come to our conference.  

In spring Mario invited to the planning meeting but rejected the idea of Stan to involve also 
the key persons. Thus Stan, Margherita Ciacci (née Girardi), Mario and I met in Florence at 
May 12th/13th 1973 to give the conference its final structure. Mario reported that in reaction 
to our campaign more than 50 Europeans wanted to join the EG. More than 30 Non-
Europeans were as well interested.  Many had suggested papers to be held. A substantial 
numbers had described their areas of interest as well as some publications. We decided that 
an important service of the group should be the publication of a research register. All group-
members should be able to find colleagues in other countries who shared their specific 
research interests. A research register might contribute to the network for those who could 
not attend the conferences. I was in charge of putting together the first research register 
hopefully at the dates of our conference. 

As to the conference, Mario had found a study center in Impruneta, close to Florence, where 
the conference could be held. Simple and cheap it could accommodate about 30 persons. 
Mario promised to arrange further accommodation, if there would be larger attendance. The 
structure of the conference should be two plenary sessions and five workshops, which could 
run parallel. We took the names of the presenters from their responses to the circulated 
manifesto, but had in some cases to clarify if they agreed with the working group into which 
their paper was put. After our return home, we could give Mario our agreement to the 
dissemination of the planned program. On May 25, 1973 he mailed the program as seen in 
facsimile #3. To the presenters he added formal invitations so that they could ask their 
university for travel funds. Those who did not want to attend the conference were reminded 
to send those information as requested for the research register soon. 
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Facsimile #3 S.1 
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Facsimile #3 S.2 

The conference started on September 13th with an evening visit to Florence. Because in Chile 
on the 11th of September a counter-revolution had taken place during which Salvador Allende 
came to death, the communist party in Florence organized a huge demonstration against 
Pinochet. We saw it, were impressed and joined the masses. This experience set an 
important political tone to our conference. And also for the future of the European Group. 
For further conferences some participation in political actions was essential.The attendance 
of the first conference was impressive. More than 80 participants, the majority from Italy, 
some 30 from European countries and ten Americans or Israelis went to Impruneta. The 
final program is visible as facsimile # 4 below.   
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Facsimile #4 S.1 
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Facsimile # 4 S.2 

21



Facsimile # 4 S.3 

Some important characteristics of the European Group were established during this first 
conference: 
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First, it was a European effort. On the last day of the meeting during the general discussion 
Tove Stang Dahl from Norway criticized the presentations by Tony Platt and Herman and 
Julia Schwendinger (all University of California, Berkeley) on Radical Criminology as being 
dangerous, because they were just another example of American imperialism on scientific 
thinking. Tove said: The group wants to be primarily European and develop a specific radical 
approach related to European ideas. I remember that Tony Platt and the Schwendingers 
were kind of shocked. That left scholars of the U.S. were criticized for their dominance hit 
them hard. But the effect of Tove’s intervention was healthy. Thereafter some European 
Group conferences became unpopular for Non-Europeans. They could not serve as a nice 
opportunity for spending vacations in Europe, funded partly by the home university because 
a paper was given over there.  

Second, the European Group decided to be organized in a simple structure. At every 
conference a new steering committee is to be elected, consisting especially by those persons 
who are willing to organize the next conference in their country. Therefore firm leadership 
cannot be established. The only permanent position is a secretary. Mario Simondi has served 
as secretary for five years, followed by Dietlinde Gipser. The next secretary has been Sabine 
Klein-Schonnefeld, who was followed by Karen Leander. And so on. 

Third, some lasting working groups were established which provided a kind of additional 
structure. Subgroups on the prison system, on crimes of the powerful or on female deviance 
were examples. They may change over time. Another feature of the network was established 
with the Research Register. It was meant as a vehicle to connect scholars with similar 
research interests. However, beyond the version of 1974 it has not been updated, as far as I 
know. 

Two final documents 

A review of the conference was provided in the Newsletter No.3, which was mailed to all 
interested persons in the EG. Also in January 1974the Research Register was distributed to 
all members. This brochure of 30 pages had been completed only after the conference. Both, 
the review and research register are in part printed as facsimiles #5 and #6 below. 
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Facsimile #5 
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Facsimile #6 page 1 Research Register, January 1974 

How the European Group for the Study of Deviance and Social Control developed 
during the following 50 years is of course another story, that is: a story of another 
success. 
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IV 

To repeat Pergamon revolution in a new setting 

An interview with Stratos Georgoulas by Václav Walach 

What are the origins of radical criminology, and how can we learn from the ancient past in 
dealing with current affairs? These questions prompted the present interview with Stratos 
Georgoulas, professor of sociology at the University of the Aegean and author of a soon-to-be 
three-volume book: The Origins of Radical Criminology. The interview took place in one of 
Prague’s cafés, the day after his lecture “The Origins of Critical Criminology: From Homer to 
Renaissance” at the Department of Sociology, Charles University, on February 22, 2022. 

Václav Walach: Since you wrote a three-volume book on the prehistory of radical 
criminology, I cannot start but asking: what is radical criminology for you? 

Stratos Georgoulas: The word “root” – “radix” in Latin or “ῥίζα” in Ancient Greek – refers 
to the root of the problem that is within society. Radical criminology should raise questions 
and try to answer them and mobilize people to sense the root of the problem. And the root of 
the problem is the need for social change. The main problem is how society functions. We 
should question all social constructions within its society, including crime and law, to find 
out if a society functions for the well-being of its people. And if it doesn’t, as it has been with 
many societies in the past, and I’m sure it is also with contemporary societies, we should 
change it. So, we are talking about change at the roots of society. 

VW: What was your motivation for writing a criminological book that engages with 
ancient Greek texts? 

SG: I’m Greek. So, I have the access to such texts. In fact, part of our curriculumduring my 
school days was to study Homer, Ancient theatre, Greek poetry, and philosophy. I was lucky 
to get educated back in the 1980s and 1990s, when Greek universities were more open to 
ideas like combining philosophy, history, law, and art with criminology – and this is 
sociology for me, all this combination. In Sophocles’ Antigone, there is a heroine who 
questions the authority of the judge-king. Hesiod wrote that justice is something that only 
rich people can have, because they have money to buy it. In my work, I try to connect ideas 
and related issues and explore when and why they were raised. 

The archaic era is an interesting period in global history – the time when poor and 
middle class people were gaining power at the expense of aristocracy, but they didn’t have 
political authority, so revolutions took place. This is how democracy was born in ancient 
Greece, in the cradle of democracy – through revolution. Democracy was not given as a 
compromise; it was born of revolutions. And after a revolution, those who fought and took 
the power created education for all, not for the few and the rich only, using the texts by 
Homer and Hesiod. These texts were used so kids could learn a new language at school, a 
written language that would be easily approached by everybody. And so, the world was 
changing through social change, and social change brought the cultural change that kept 
these texts alive for all those years, because there was a social need for that. 

Many people may say that this orientation on social change is a waste of time and 
that we should rather focus on technical issues. This is a position of administrative 
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criminology. Against this position, which is unfortunately powerful nowadays, I argue by 
examining all these previous and successful trends that came to change the world. So, if you 
want an easy answer, I started learning from ancient Greek authors because of my biography 
and my need to challenge the dominance of administrative criminology. 

VW: What is wrong with administrative criminology? 

SG: It is not a science. As a scientist, you are obliged to raise questions, to find the root of the 
problem, to always question yourself, your science, the ones who raise questions, and try to 
put your science forward in society. Administrative criminologists are just technicians. Many 
of them are brilliant minds, and this is why I would ask them: “Why do you want to stay in 
that cell doing only what other people in charge tell you to do? Why not remembering how to 
be a humanist, to live with your aspirations, your own beliefs and hopes, to raise questions 
and embrace change?” Criminology is not criminology unless it is critical. Part of doing 
critical criminology is identifying and deconstructing its enemies. Positivism is one of them.  

VW: The first volume of The Origins of Radical Criminology analysed pre-Socratic poetry 
and philosophy. How about the other two volumes? 

SG: After the archaic period ,I switched to the period from classical Greece to early 
Christianity. To give you one more example of what I found relevant for radical criminology, 
there was this very interesting period at the end of the Hellenistic era. Everything was in 
decline. Imperial rulers forced people to look at themselves and their problems only. But 
many revolutions and new ideas challenged that approach, as those arguing that people were 
“all the same and are equal”. Quite an interesting notion in a slave-owning society. In the 
early Greco-Roman era, the Hellenic king in Pergamon just declared: “I give my kingdom to 
you, Romans.”The people raised against the king’s decision and authority thanks to a slave. 
This slave started a revolution based on a utopian idea formulated by a philosopher who said 
that all people were equal, which meant that women and slaves were people too. 

My third volume, ready to be published this year, covers the periods following the 
Greco-Roman times. That is the Middle Ages, the Byzantine empire and Renaissance. There 
were many uprisings, many revolutions during the Middle Ages, including the humanist and 
Renaissance movements. So, I revisit all relevant texts available in English, which are easily 
accessible to everybody, but unfortunately not everybody reads them.  

VW: How can the study of history help us beyond re-affirming the general idea that things 
do not necessarily have to be how they are now? How would you argue against the 
reservations that history will not help solving the unique problems we currently face? 

SG: We will all become history eventually. Unless we read our history, we may believe that 
we are going to live forever, that current issues will stay forever, that current governments 
will remain forever, and current questions concerning criminology and social changes are 
here to stay forever. None of this is true. So, if we want to have a good look at ourselves and 
our society, we must have a look at our history because we are going to be part of the history 
too.  

Today’s liberal democracy and market system are seen as the only alternative. In 
some years or centuries, it can turn out as a false statement. We must know how to be 
prepared for tomorrow. We always have to be prepared for tomorrow – and not just 
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prepared: We have to be critical today and ask the right questions that are going to help us. 
To do that we have to study a lot, study everything around us, about other countries, and 
everything inside us, meaning our past, our countries’ past, our continents’ past. We have to 
be interested in how our current friends and society may give different answers to the same 
questions, read philosophy, read literature, see drama, see movies, art, etc. So, we have to be 
open to all this if we want to be able to join the coming tomorrow.  

VW: Based on the long histories you studied, is there something that you find especially 
relevant for our current situation? 

SG: Constant struggle. History taught us that if many people organize themselves, they can 
win despite being poor or powerless, they can change society in favour of their interests. 
People can raise new questions so they can raise new ideas, new concepts – like concepts 
that nowadays seem to have been here forever, but it is not true. Concepts such as 
“democracy” or isonomia meaning “we are equal before the law” emerged from struggle. 

Take “democracy”. First, it had to be established. Then, the word changed its 
meaning many times according to the interests that prevailed at a particular time. 
“Democracy” can mean “I can buy the elections”, where people vote for those who reward 
them. But this is not a democracy my parents or I have fought for: democracy of equality. So, 
if we want to keep the right meaning according to our interests, we have to bear in mind that 
it must be achieved through struggle, organizing, and raising new questions. And the most 
important thing: we must never rest in peace. We must keep fighting to stay in the right track 
of history. 

VW: How can we use critical criminology in political practice? How can we transform 
social realities using its insights? 

SG: It is an easy question for me because, as a critical criminologist, I believe in social 
action, and social action can’t exist without theory. You must have a theory. Otherwise, you 
are not acting; someone else is acting through you. It is like being a puppet, because 
someone else is moving your legs. So, in critical criminology, you have to combine theory and 
social action. Paraphrasing Marx, we have to realize what our world is, and we have to 
change it as well. The question for a critical criminologist is not “How will you operate within 
the system?”; The first task is to raise the right questions about what the system is. And we 
have to be able to raise them especially when nobody else does. 

For example, in Lesbos Island, where I live and work, the European Union and the 
Greek government want to build the biggest jail for immigrants. We have to stand against 
that policy. How can we do that? By highlighting shared interests between locals and 
refugees in the Greek islands. They are together against that policy because building a jail for 
immigrants will turn the island into a jail also for the people who live there. Guardians and 
prisoners in the same jail. A critical criminologist should highlight shared interests, 
especially when most people tend to perceive this issue as a problem with immigrants: “I 
don’t want to have migrants nearby. I don’t want to have them, they are black, they are 
Muslims, I don’t want them”. But to raise the notion of shared interests, we have to study a 
lot, we have to see how other countries are dealing with this issue, to study the issue of 
migration policy in Australia, for example. We have to communicate with colleagues there to 
find out their research, their answers, the political questions they raise. Political and social 
action is part of our work as critical criminologists. 
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VW: To look at this issue from a slightly different perspective, how can critical criminology 
be used as a theory for a reconstructive agenda rather than a theory for deconstruction? 

SG:To find out how critical criminology can be good at reconstruction we need to read our 
history and realize what we already know. Democracy was built as a concept, as an idea, as a 
praxis a long time ago. The same is true of other ideas such as isegoria and isonomia, the 
notion of humans being all equal no matter what gender, race, or position in production 
relations they occupy. All these issues were raised by critical theorists in the past and became 
part of society. Today, you just need to fight to actualize them, to repeat the Pergamon 
Revolution in a new setting.  

Václav Walach is a postdoctoral researcher at the Department of 
Political Science, Faculty of Arts, Charles University in Prague, Czechia. 
The interview was edited for space and style. 
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V

Urban Security as a Battlefield - Call for abstracts 

RN37 V Midterm Conference Seeing Like a City / Seeing the City Through 
Georg Simmel Center for Metropolitan Research. Humboldt University Berlin 

OCT 5-7, 2022 

Chairs: 
Claudia Mantovan (University of Padua, Italy, claudia.mantovan@unipd.it) 
Anna Di Ronco (University of Essex, United Kingdom, a.dironco@essex.ac.uk) 
Xenia Chiaramonte (ICI Berlin Institute for Cultural Inquiry, Germany, 
xenia.chiaramonte@ici-berlin.org) 

Urban security is a contested field whose governance is shaped by a myriad of factors and 
processes. The latter include the increasing international migratory flows, the climate crisis, 
the neoliberal restructuring of society, the shrinkage of the welfare state, the rising levels of 
social exclusion, and the diffusion of zero-tolerance rhetoric regarding the behavior of 
individuals on the margins of society. All these processes have enhanced the social and 
ethnic fragmentation of the urban population, producing equally fragmented claims to 
“security” and to the “right to the city”, which are often strikingly specific regarding their 
thematic focus and the groups for which they speak (Blokland et al. 2015). Alongside claims 
that conceive security as “safety” and therefore as a defense of one’s body and property from 
subjects conceived as unwanted and dangerous, we also find claims that interpret the 
concept of security in rather innovative and inclusive ways, such as in terms of caring for 
people and the environment, thus conceiving security in close connection with social and 
climate justice. These innovative claims have not only been advanced by the civil society and 
social movements, but also (in a few instances at least) by local governments, which have 
interpreted the concept of security in a more articulated and democratic way.  
Starting from these elements, the panel welcomes both theoretical and empirical papers that, 
adopting critical approaches such as critical urban theory (Brenner 2009) and critical 
criminology (Peršak and Di Ronco 2021), analyze security as a battlefield, where a series of 
local public or private actors mobilize to affirm their ideas and practices around security. The 
proposed paper should analyze different - even conflicting - understandings and enacting of 
security in urban settings located both in the Global North and in the Global South, and 
highlight the links between the local and the supra-local levels in the shaping of security. In 
particular, the panel is interested in papers that consider urban struggles and conflicts over 
the meaning of security, and which often translate into the criminalization of actors holding 
an innovative, inclusive and democratic understanding of security, such as social movements 
and eco-justice movements.     

Call for paper abstract submissions 
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We opted to follow a double step submission process for this conference. We first opened a 
call for panels and we decided to accept 27 of them.  

This call for paper abstracts is the second step of the process. The final list as well as detailed 
descriptions of the panels can be found below. 

Abstract proposals but submitted through the following link: 

https://forms.gle/kiymngod1MBzfRKi7  

Please note that: 

- A full copy of the paper is not requested (neither before nor after the conference).

- Abstracts sent by e-mail cannot be accepted.

- Abstracts should not exceed 250 words and must be submitted in English

- Authors will be asked to select just one session to submit their abstract.

- Each person may submit only one abstract for the conference as first author, regardless of
the session. In case of multiple submissions, only the abstract submitted first will be
considered for review.

- Abstracts will be peer-reviewed and selected for presentation by the panel chairs.

- Accepted authors/co-authors have to register as participants if they want to present their
paper at the conference and appear in the Book of Abstracts.

- ESA membership is not mandatory, but members benefit from reduced conference fees!

- Most panels will follow a traditional format based on an open call for abstracts and equal
time for each presentation (expectedly 15-20 minutes, in time slots of 90 minutes).
Nonetheless, some sessions will be based on other formats (see the description of each
panel).

- You can contact the panel chair(s) for further info or the conference organizing committee
(rn37.esa@gmail.com).

Important deadlines 

March 18, 2022: Opening of the Call for Submission of Individual Abstracts. 

May 6, 2022: Closure of the Call for Individual Abstracts. 

June 6, 2022: Notification to Abstract authors. 

June 6-July 4, 2022: Early-bird rate registration for individual participants and registration 
for panel chairs. 

July 5-July 20, 2022: Full Rate registration for individual participants. 

October 5-7, 2022: Midterm Conference of the ESA RN37- Urban Sociology. 

Fees: https://www.europeansociology.org/membership/become-a-member  

Updated info on V ESA RN37 Midterm: https://esarn37.hypotheses.org/v-rn37-midterm-
conference-2022. FB: https://www.facebook.com/esarn37. Twitter: @Rn37S. 
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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/ 

Salud! 

Vicky, Dani and Katja 
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