CRM4302 Abolitionism 
Lecture #2 Sept 15, 2016: Mass imprisonment 
· In the USA the prison population is 2.23 million 10% of adults 
· In Canada 138/100,000 
· Provincial 461/100,000 vs federal 81/100,000 
· Almost half the prison population in the states is black
· 6,607/100,000 for black men 
· 944/100,000 for white male 
· 1/14 black males will be locked up, ¼ will be under some form of penal control 
· Social political climate of the 1970’s 
· Peak in crime rate
· Model of corrections was rehabilitation
· 1970 Martinson “Nothing Works” documentary came out, said that imprisonment doesn’t work as a deterrence 
· Time of reform 
· Indeterminate sentencing
· Judge was faced with offender, would look at personal characteristics (age, SES etc) and was up to their discretion but was always inline with rehabilitation 
· Parole board was using discretion as well 
· 1972: Nixon and the problem of crime 
· First president who made crime a political action 
· Becomes intertwined with politics 
· 1971: Attica Prison Riot- imprisonment of black panthers 
· Activists that were arrested because they were labeled as committing treason 
· Shot by prison guard and died, there was a prison riot two weeks later, took guards and prisoners hostage to talk about their rights, 10 staff and 33 prisoners were killed  
· The prisoners ask for their rights, they were complaining about the conditions of the prisons 
· Policy changes
· Mid 1970’s: shift towards determinate sentencing 
· If you commit a crime you will be imprisoned based on the law, regardless of the circumstances mandatory minimums 
· Law maker will come up with sentencing that fits with crimes 
· In 1960’s: criticisms from left and right regarding sentencing practices 
· Could lead to bias and disparity liberals complained about that for indeterminate sentencing. Wanted more equality 
· Conservatives said sentences weren’t strict enough 
· Structured sentencing- sentencing tables where some states have these tables to look at say pg. 52 it will say what to sentence the individual 
· 1973 “Rockefeller Drug Laws”: 15 year prison term for selling 2 ounces or possession of 4 ounces of narcotics; regardless of offender’s criminal history 
· Sentencing policy intertwined with war on drugs in 1980’s 
· 1980-1996: harsher and longer sentences for drug related offences and violent offences 
· Mandatory minimum sentences were implemented for anyone even with small amount of drugs 
· Probation becomes a secondary program 
· They have to spend at least 2 years in max security prisons 
· Three strikes law= if you commit three felonies you will automatically get 25 years 
· Life without possibility of parole for violent offences
· Shift in paradigm 
· You’re focusing on the offence, you are your offence 
· Move to offence based 
· There was a rise in parole and probation 
· War on drugs
· 1.6 million arrested by 1998 
· By 1996 almost every state adopted some form of mandatory sentence 
· Anti-Drug abuse act 1986 & 1988: five mandatory prison term for possession of 5 grams of crack cocaine 
· 650 lifers law- if someone carries 650 grams of heroin or cocaine they will be sentenced with 25 years without parole 
· This resulted in high arrest rates within the black community, arrested 3 times as much and convicted 10 times more than white males 
· Not a war on drugs, but it is a war on poverty! 
· 2006: blacks represented 80% of drug arrests
· Crack cocaine is used by black people therefore black communities are targeted 
· White people use more drugs than black people, traffic more but there is more leniency in the CJS
· Women and Crime 
· The arrest data for both USA and Canada for women: property crimes and drug offences 
· The number of women convicted for drug related offences rose dramatically 
· ½ were in low paying jobs 
· Economic deprivation= drug trade, sex trade
· Neo liberalism- social services going down hill 
· 2/3 of the women were on social assistance- not working 
· Maps of pain
· Is prison population an indicator of crime? Christie 2000
· He looks at high raters and low raters
· Norway- low rater 
· Time frame: 1814-1996
· Increased prison population between 1814 and 1843 550-2325 why? 
· Replacing death penalty and corporal punishment with imprisonment 
· The rate dropped in 1985 to its original rate 
· The number of people found guilty remained the same during this time 
· Finland former high rater, now a low rater 
· Land of incarceration: three trends 
· 1886-1918: similar to other Nordic countries 
· 1918: the war of independence 
· Two fierce war against USSR, they fought two wars against the Soviet Union, 100,000 died and many executions 
· Getting used to a high level of pain and suffering 
· The high levels are gone because the political upheaval, they were ready to change 
· Finland turned to other Nordic countries for help when they realized they had a problem 
· Finland: expert oriented imprisonment doesn’t lead to deterrence therefore they take it into their practice 
· Crime control never has a been a central political issue 
· Netherlands 
· Smallest prison population in Europe 
· Leniency: a drop in the number of custodial sentences imposed and a reduction of their duration 
· Tradition of tolerance
· Art of compromise- to come up with solutions that can be lived by all 
· It is changing, there is a loss of tolerance because there are pressures from other countries such as Germany 
· Rate of imprisonment went up 
· Change in trend of universities law professors prepare them to become police officers, corrections officers etc, it is in line with what the government wants
· Prisons are cultural symbols: reflect major goals and values of their time 
· Fear of the other 
Lecture #3 Sept 22, 2016

· The Master Patterns by Stan Cohen
· One of the most important articles!!!!!!
· Two transformations in controlling deviancy in Western societies: 
· 1. 1800’s there was a sudden change, prior punishment was based deterrence, they used public spectacular as general deterrence and exemplify the power of the King and the Church. No more corporal punishment Transparent and Real 
· The goal changes, the law changes, purpose of punishment etc, Becarria says that it needs to be swift, certain, and etc, social contract comes into place 
· 2. And the second transformation is happening now- post 1970’s, opaque and illusory 
· Justifications for punishment run diametrically opposite from their effects and impacts. Here we are not fully aware of these changes. We want to responsibilitize the offender but not take responsibility ourselves they have clear goals but do not follow through with it  
· 4 changes From first to second there are four changes
· 1. An increasing involvement of the state in the business of deviancy control
· Rely on the state to control deviance prisons and other institutions 
· 2. Classifying and differentiating between “criminal” and dependent groups
· Violent offenders and non violent offenders 
· Asylums for mentally ill, juvenile prisons etc 
· 3. Increased segregation of deviants into closed institutions (prison expansion) 
· 4. The decline of punishment involving the public infliction of pain 
· Working on the mind of the offender in prison
· The original transformation 
· Why is it important to understand the first transformation? 
· We have to know where we come from, the initial goals in order to understand where we are going now 
· Common historical literature:
· 1. A master theory of how correctional changes or reforms occur in general 
· 2. An account of why this specific historical transformation occurred
· 3. Account of how the reforms embodied in this transition actually failed; and 
· 4. The contemporary political moral of the whole story 
· He provides three models 
· 1. Uneven progress (progressive)
· Simple minded idealist view of history, they have a superficial reason on why prison occurred believe that it is much better to have prisons rather than have people being punished in the streets. 
· Wanted to change the condition of punishment- pleasure vs pain, the hope that they can reform the individual- if they are left alone they will self reflect and repent, tied to religion and the enlightenment 
· Structural changes in capitalism   
· It failed because it resulted in overcrowding prisons, unfair sentencing and police brutality 
· Every time they failed they changed the system and searched for alternatives, the used more experts and resources to find these alternatives 
· Good intentions become separated from their outcomes 
· 2. Good but complicated intentions-disastrous (liberal) 
· Emerged in mid 1960’s- dig deeper 
· Rothman’s analysis- 
·  How? End of 1800s, there was a change in social structure the war of independence, revolutionize the social structure in America post war 
· Rooted in the Anomie (state of chaos) and social psychology- anxiety about socially mobile population, forms of social control decaying, the members are anxious and they start committing even more crime because of anomie 
· All other informal social controls are decaying as well, creates more destruction and anxiety 
· As a result they put individuals in prison to gain control of the chaos= birth of asylums, prisons and total institutions 
· Failed. Asylums = custodial institutions, overcrowding, not rehabilitative 
· They are still open because reformers continue to insist that they will change and fix the current problems 
· Prison serves as a function and that is why they are still open 
· Deviance is seen as mad, deviance classification (more expert knowledge), case by case analysis, parole.. 
· 3. Discipline and mystification (critical/radical) 
· The system is a “success”
· The goal that it intends happens 
· The motor force= political economy 
· The are from the left Marxist view 
· Their focus is on the industrial revolution, mode of production determines your class and class is related to mode of production (education determine salary minimum wage= less education, less money) relation to market economy, that determines your class and it is hard to jump from class to class in a capitalistic society 
· Capitalist societies focus on production of goods. Class is intertwined within the hierarchy of production. Different classes emerge, the working class emerges during the industrial revolution (factory workers, trades and so on)
· They understand that their life is being violated/not being paid enough and thus comes the union or they will revolt against the system 
· New system need to legitimize and strengthen ruling class control of the work force 
· New ruling class is the bourgeois, they are the new business/property owners
· Change from paternalistic social order to capitalistic social order 
· Surplus population= in any capitalist society they always keep a group of people unemployed because they serve a purpose those who have a job will appreciate it and they will be scared to be unemployed, it is a threat to the working class so that they will not rebel 
· Come up with prisons to deal with those who rebel punishment is tied to mode of production, imprisonment is a way for the capitalists to regulate labor and punish those who rebel 
· Prisons are ways to discipline and control, teaches new habits of discipline and order, establishes hierarch 
· Once they were in prison they worked, they wanted to mold people into submissive docile individuals AND they will be good citizens when they get out 
· The goal of the capitalist is to survive at any cost, by creating non-threatening proletarians 
· Failed: NO 
· Foucault
· Punishment is best understood by studying three interrelated concepts which are the foundation of any structure of domination 
· Power: exists in relationships, can be exercised on an individual and through an individual, the more choices you have the more power you have. You buy into the power. You believe that with hard work you can do anything. Giving the illusion of choice. Mode of government changed, moved from sovereign to disciplinary state to governmentality- manages the population through the birth of prison, power needed to be exercised over the individuals and assigned expert knowledge to define classes. In prisons they assign this through being told what to eat, where to sleep, uniforms etc.  
· Knowledge: the more one knows the more power one can exercise. They are intertwined 
· The body:  the individual becomes important, the body becomes the site where the power can be exercised on, example the birth certificate, they become the focus of governance keeping track of them so that we can have information on them so we can exercise power on them! 
· Economy of power has been fulfilled, state of conflict has been maintained 
· The function of prison is containing the threat to the bourgeois 
· The system has not failed because they continue to manage and exercise power over the population 
· Prisons invent criminals- they educate prisoners to commit more crime to come back to prison- never fail 
· The destructuring movement- the second transformation  
· In the 1960’s critics from within 
· Different ideology changes corrections 
· People are fed up, the system isn’t work, Cohen says this is a good thing consensus that it isn’t working  
· Criticizing ideologically (all past efforts has failed) and institutionally how it’s run 
· Radical attack on the very idea of imprisonment 
· A fundamental flaw in the vision itselfvision of imprisonment, how changing the individual is not working
· Attempt to move away from the master patterns (1960s-now-1985)
· Mandatory and minimum sentences, war on drugs in the 80s 
· An increasing involvement of the state in the business of deviancy control 
· They take the decision making and management of deviancy away from the state and start to focus on community based policing 
· The increasing differentiation and classification of criminal and dependent group 
· Less authority, community based help- women’s shelter, anti psychiatry 
· Distrust of professionals and their monopolistic claims 
· The increased segregation of deviants into closed institutions
· Deinstitutionalization, decarceration, community solution probation and parole 
· The decline of punishment involving the public infliction of pain
· Focus on act rather than actor, move away from pathologyfocus on behaviourism 
· Results 
· Closing of asylums and mental institutions 
· Decline in some rates of incarceration. Movement failed 
· Cohen asks: “what beliefs could justify this strange reversal”? 
· Cognitive 
· Based on research found by the academics 
· Prison were ineffective, rehabilitation was never fulfilled 
· Nonviolent offender can be managed in the community 
· Effectively, safely, more humanely, and at a cheap cost 

· Theoretical 
· Entrenched in academe 
· Theories and the emergence of stigma and labeling 
· Causal processes originate in society: family, community, economic system- prevention and cure within society 
· Ideological 
· Decarceration as a wider rhetoric 
· Criticisms of centralization of CJS
· Welfare state? At its highest point, by 1960 it was under attack, right wing says it costs too much 
· The goal becomes less harm more good no more reform, no allocating resources 
· The result of the Destructuring movement 
· Not successful, becomes worse than the first transformation, the second one we cant pinpoint went wrong
· Each part of the DM worked out its own version inconsistencies within the system, it wasn’t clear 
· The original structure has become stronger 
· State’s reach has intensified 
· Experts and professionals have proliferated 
· Alternatives and community measures are not cheaper, are net widening (justice system comes up with policies that are now punishable but were not before) 
· Inside the system 
· An increase in overall intensity of intervention 
· For example: when participation in specific programs is made a condition of release from prison we must note the use of coercive control 
· The system expands to include those who may not have been included before the movement 
· Training centers, half way houses, boot camps etc 	
· A blending of different disciplines where psychologists and psychiatrists have power within the prison
· Boundaries are blurred: the mentally ill 
· The focus is on the act not on the actor
· Public merges with private: low accountability and visibility 
· Majority of places belonged to the state, with the neoliberalism system rich people start buying things and creating private prisons 
· “Master Patterns” suggest that a panoptic gaze of crime control exists 
· The DM shows how strong the structure was 
· In the assignment use primary source first textbook, and use lecture only when it mentions something that isn’t covered by the text (Lecture 3, 2016)
Lecture #4 Sept 29, 2016: Penalizing Race and Poverty 
· Uneven justice? 
· Estimated number of male prisoner held in prison per 100,000 (2008)
· Total: 1403
· White: 727
· Black: 4777
· Hispanic: 1760 
· Life time chances of going to prison for the first time in 2001
· White male: 5.95%	female: .9%
· Black male: 32.2%	female: 5.6%
· Hispanic male: 17.25% 	female: 2.2%
· The internal exile of African Americans 
· The change in political economy 
· Growth of neo-liberalism policies 
· Deindustrialization and corporate downsizing eliminated millions of jobs (in service industry and factories and line-production) 
· Large numbers of unemployed, living in inner cities, happens to be African Americans 
· Politicization of the housing acts in 1949, 1954, 1965 states applied for funding to accommodate those who needed housing, started to build project housing (heavily populated areas with the same race who need housing, called removing the blacks) 
· Neoliberalism- political rationality 
· A philosophy that shifted to challenge welfare-state provision of healthcare, unemployment, and other benefits that had been won by working classes 
· Belief that people on welfare are lazy and that they should be out working 
· Favoured strengthening market economy 
· Responsibilization of individuals 
· Individualism and consumption are at the core of this ideology 
· Impacts of neoliberalism market economy 
· According to Spitzer: capitalist economy creates certain groups in society 
· Relative surplus-population 
· Social junk: harmless but costly; fail or refuse to participate in roles supportive of capitalistic society 
· Social dynamite: potential to actively question established social and economic relationships; deal with in legal system through reactive control
· Dangerous classes: penalizing behavior,
· Blacks are more likely to live in urban areas
· Illicit drug use is higher in urban areas, law enforcement is higher in urban areas, and more drug arrests
· Focus on low income, minority populated areas
· Drug transaction is done in public rather than private, making arrest more likely 
· Lois Wacquant 
· He put forth two interconnected theses to explain the astronomical imprisonment rate for African American- American people in the U.S;
· Four peculiar institutions 
· 1. Slavery (1619-1865)- came to work for free to provide the ideals of capitalistic society
· 2. Jim Crow (South, 1865-1965)- in the south were not rid of slavery yet, the majority of slaves moved up north that’s how you get the movement of blacks 
· 3. Ghetto (North, 1915-1968)- majority of slaves moved up north to be free, this is where you get inner cities such as Detroit and Chicago. They start getting service industry jobs. Start getting project housing, living in the same neighborhoods. Black code came up in this era, blacks can’t be in the same area as whites, have to sit at the back of the bus etc. Behavior of black even post slavery was demonized, unwritten social rules, sometimes are written and become laws. All about the us vs them mentality.  
· 4. Hyper ghetto + prison (1968- )- all these new policies come into play, hyperghetto is when we reach a point of 6/10 black men are under some form of penal norm. Hyper ghetto ghettos resemble prisons, never ending cycle, you will always be in either the prison or hyper ghetto, keeping them segregated 
· Ghetto as ethnocultural prison it is its own culture. Maintains caste divisions in society 
· Post-civil rights era the penal system has taken the place of previous method of controlling the black populations. 
Lecture #4 Oct 13, 2016:

· For lit review focus on Salahan look at different sources to explain what abolitionism is 
· Theoretical framework- must be based on Thomas Mathiesen’s “the unfinishing” the goals, their mission, history of organization
· Conceptualize: why it emerged when it emerged (contextualization) systems that give rise to this organization explaining the social forces
· Analysis: put the whole thing together, take organization through the lens of abolitionism, is it truly an abolition approach? It can have two sections or one merged together 1. Is it true, and 2. Lens through his approach
· Educated opinion/conclusion: commentary, give opinion yes it is or no it isn’t, how they can change etc. 
· Write introduction last!! 
· Conclusion is the most important part, finish it strong. 

· What is the prison industrial complex?

· We have become dependent on the prison system, the construction of prisons in a rural area, privatization, the use and exploitation of prison labor
· Prisoners of the census 
· Prisoners are politically valuable: exploitive for political gains but are not able to vote
· Including the prison population in the census
· The 45th district in upstate NY used 13,500 prisoners into census to be able to get a seat in the senate 
· Example: Alamosa (Iowa), four wards, each ward has 1400 people, ward 2 has 1300 “residents” in prison so only 58 people can vote 
· Counting in the prisoners into the census place these communities fall under the poverty line and they can be eligible for federal funding, this funding usually goes towards roads, water supply etc, not used for prisoners 
· Profit for Private industry 
· 31 states have contracts with private prisons 
· Costs: 10% to 15% less than government services
· CCA runes 2/3 of the private facilities 
· Geo Group runs 48 facilities 
· Technology
· Inside and outside the prisons 
· Co-operation between the military and the establishment of law and order 
· What are the implications of all these technology push?
· Depiction of dangerous offender
· Surveillance of prisoners increased (management of dangerous classes)- ankle bracelet
· Facilitated by gadgets that we have example: when you’re speeding you make get a ticket in the mail because there is surveillance, plates being tracked 
· Knowledge of his body while on probation is increased 
· Opportunities for the return to prison increased 
· Hand held urine testing and hair analysis can look at if they have used drugs or alcohol 
· Technology makes us distance from each other, there is becoming less contact with individuals 
· Exploiting prison labour
· Prison labor: nothing new
· Transportation 
· Convict leasing system: private companies paying the state a fee for the labor of the prisons, they want prisoners to work on their farm  
·  Used by the federal and state authorities for work 
· Low cost of labor 
· Work is good for them because it keeps them busy and teaches them a skill 
· Why is this attractive to the private industry? 
· Labor is cheap and prisoners don’t have rights so they don’t require health benefits and such, labor is very reliable, no strikes no union, 
· Victoria secret uses prisoners 
· In Canada they are paid about $5.85 a day and the U.S is $0.11 roughly 
· Prison in the national economy 
· $106 billion in 1999
· $104 billion (cost of private security)
· Military expenditure in 1999= $256 billion 
· Prison industrial complex= $210 billion 
· The “Unfinished” By Thomas Mathiesen 
· Most important theoretical perspective for abolitionism 
· Cohen and Mathiesen argue that the alternatives initiated after the 1970 were not the alternative 
· They were not really alternatives, he said we need a theoretical perspective that defines the alternative then we are able to achieve it
· The alternative lies in the “unfinished”, the “sketch”, every time we have an idea we have to keep it in a sketch we cannot finish it 
· Two questions to consider: 
· 1. How the sketch should be begun and mobilized?
· 2. How to maintain it as a sketch?
· We need to end the growth and to understand the social process that work for the process of finishing 
· Must be based on its own premise
· Must contradict and compete 
· Two elements of real alternative: contradiction and competition 
· Alternative always stays in the state of unfinished, we strive for change and improvement, not reform anymore- it is a state of being better
· The goal is to maintain compete and contradiction 
· The four messages 
·  1. And 2.  A message can be foreign and integrated (contraction)
· Foreign: is separate and different from the old system 
· Integrated: already defined and woven into the old way of thinking and acting 
· 3. And 4. Fully formed and suggested (competition)
· Fully formed: the message and its consequences are already clarified 
· Suggested: is the opposite to being fully formed, meaning that it and its consequences are not clarified (competing) 
· Chart in the article for reference 
· Restorative justice is foreign and fully formed 
· Something that is non competitive it becomes irrelevant, once consequences are known it is irrelevant  
· Suggested and integrated
· The consequences are not clarified, the message does not contradict but it is in accordance with the old system. Nothing new is being said  finished 
· Fully formed and integrated
· Non-competing agreement, there is no competition, and no contradiction finished
· Foreign and suggested
· Brings both contradiction and competition 
· Consequences and contradiction are unknown 
· Unfinished it is not yet tried out as well as in the sense that its consequences are not yet clarified 
· Foreign and fully formed  
· Finished 
· It is hard to stay in the alternative path because there are forces pulling at either way, hard to constantly compete and contradict 
· What are these forces?
· Non-competing (vertical) 
· Change contradiction to agreement (horizontal) 
· We often have a pressure to finalize our language- which eliminates competition with the old system 
· Language is related to power, people in power will determine what language to use 
· If you are forced to use language of powerful then the contradiction is gone 
· Three types of competition 
· 1. Persuasion 
· Use of persuasion to try and encourage those in power to replace the old system with something new
· About language 
· When you want to use different language you are persuaded, this moves into agreement, contradiction is gone 
· Language is related to power 
· 2. Absorption or the example: matter of practice 
· Can happen in three different ways
· Incorporation: the new is allowed in a reduced form and the concentration on long-range goal is broken down
· Initiation:  being initiated into the system in order to be silenced 
· Being held responsible: certain jobs are given to people then they are held responsible 
· 3. Carrying a new message into affect: independently try to establish an alternative, based on strategy of remaining outside the system
· As a non-member of the system you try and create an alternative that is completely separated from the existing system, example: the hippies. Contradicting but not competing; 
· As a non-member you can try to create an alternative through overthrowing the establishment 
· Difficulty: non-member
· Inception and maintenance of the “unfinished”
· Abolition can only take place when we break with the established order and at the same time remain unfinished 
· A system that is established by definition authoritarian because you have the power to define and to include or exclude 
· Example: KROM: ‘revolutionary’- contradict the system or ‘reform’- competing with the system, the never define themselves, if you were to define yourself then it becomes finished  
· Paradox of abolition 
· Cannot come up with a blue print of what to do, you propose an idea and continue to come up with ideas 
· Make a clear choice
· Minimalist (anything that will help individual inmates) vs maximalist (believe in big changes)
· The unfinished takes place always directly and concretely 
· Maintaining it as an immediate objective in every day life 
· Paradox of abolition
· Once they abolish the system they must not fall into the trap of being finished 
Abolitionism as a social movement 
	Penal Abolitionism
· Framework encompasses actions and specific goals 
· Dissatisfaction with the CJS
· Focus on specific institutions and structures- prisons
· Focus on penal system ideology and its legitimacy 
· How abolitionists view crime
· Crime: the result of social order and punishment is not the appropriate reaction
· Criminal events are unexceptional
· Social life cannot be regulated by criminal law
· Major concepts 3 movements
· 1. The social movement: not a short term goal, rather a long term goal with short term goals 
· 2. Theoretical perspective: critically assesses social/power structures, focus on the conceptualization of oppression and resistance 
· 3. Political strategy: promotes human rights and the creation of a safe society that provides equal opportunities to its entire citizen 
· Prison is the ultimate penal structure
· Prisoners sustain the prison economically and structurally (PIC)
· Prison work was initiated to deal with prisoner’s idleness and rehabilitation 
· In order to be an abolitionist you cannot be apart of the financial profit of it 	
· Academic profit- funding from universities 
· Target a specific group of people, turn them into potential criminals that we need to intervene
· Deconstructing penality: first by deconstructing concepts such as crime, victim, offender 
· Crime: not an illegal act but criminalizable events (a conscious choice was made in dealing with a human act as a crime by the state)
· Harm created by crime 
Alternative forms of perception
· Over-professionalization vs under-professionalization
· Dissemination of critical thought to public, believe in education, once people know how things are then they will be involved more and they can be more informed about it, she says let them decide
· Media: powerful tool for political manipulation and the formulation of public opinion 
· Experience has been used as commodity
· Offender identity 
· Us vs them 
· Risky or risk categories 
· Binding feature: abolish prison and the CJS
· Don’t say what comes next
· Challenge the definition of crime by experts never fall within a paradigm, avoid classifications 
Thursday Nov 17, 2016 

· Present mathesian’s theory first and then analyze it 
· First tell them about abolitionism both articles by Viviane Salihana 
· And then theoretical perspective 
· Use website for the organization- you are an outsider looking at the organization and then analyze it from the abolitionist perspective 
· Salahan talks about three groups of abolitionists
· What do you suggest? That’s what you have to end with 
· Conceptualization: look at political factors, social factors, economic factors etc this is for your organization 
Transformative Justice 
· Alternatives to prison 
· Discusses 23 alternatives to prisons 
· She categorizes the 23 into 6 groups 
· They are based on most control to least control 
· 1. Housing alternatives 
· Half way houses 
· Provide supervision, treatment, and support. They have a curfew, no alcohol and drugs, there are usually rules. They often have to work. 
· Run by social agencies but are fully funded by the government 
· An offender can go to one to receive treatment for the problem that caused the offence 
· 2. Community supervision
· Probation, parole, and bail supervision
· Powers of supervision can be abused or large case loads build in neglect 
· Longest established alternative to prisons and have proved themselves in thousands of lives 
· 3. Restoration models 
· Financial restoration 
· Civil courts
· Fines: court order punishment 
· Restitution 
· Alternatives to prison sentences that get them to pay money or do work to make up for the crime 
· Service restoration 
· Requires offender to perform a certain number of hours of voluntary community work without pay 
· 4. Treatment 
· Focus on offender as ill 
· Sending an Alcoholic to Alcoholics anonymous or to community treatment center 
· Safe injection sites for example 
· Facilities for mentally ill 
· 5. Legal remedies 
· Legal restrain can be applied at four points
· 1. Decriminalization 
· 2. Police discretion 
· 3. Alternative sentencing planning 
· 4. Prison putting a cap on it for instance you can only admit a certain number of people and they have to be extreme cases 
· 6. Cooperative solutions 
· Involve offenders in planning resolutions
· Three existing alternatives 
· 1. Community conflict resolution don’t go to court 
· 2. Victim offender reconciliation 
· 3. Diversion 
· Comparison for three justice system 
· Restorative justice is the first big step away from the destructive aspects of retributive justice 
· Transformative justice is about healing- the community is drawn on to resolve the conflict- whereby all parties are healed (victim and offender)
· Both transformative and restorative make as their central goal, responding to the 5 core needs of victims 
· Transformative justice acknowledges that these needs must be met for both victims and offenders if healing is to be reached
· Puts victim and offender at a level playing field 
· The transformative processes 
· Morris’ transformative process would operate as following:
· 1. Selection: every victim and offender would be offered a choice between traditional and transformative ‘courts’. Transformative courts would be used when both parties choose them 
· 2. Personnel: all transformative courts would have 3 specialists
· 1. A mediation specialist 
· 2. A trauma and grief specialist to attend to the needs of both parties 
· 3. A community resource specialist to locate community resources that can respond to the needs of the parties
· 3. Victim support: ground rules are established to provide physical and emotional safety for victims, and answers to their questions are sought. They are supported through grief processes 
· 4. Offender support: the same needs are met for offenders- safety is established and their wrongs are recognized 
· 5. Restitution: both parties agree on the most appropriate restitution this victim can have in relation to crime. The offender has the opportunity to gain some restitution for any wrongs they have contributed to the offence. 
· 6. Significance: victim and offender work together to consider how the experience they have and may enable them to contribute some significance- to prevent wrongs from happening to others 
· 7. Implementation: both parties are supported by the whole team 
· How do we get there?
· 3 major tools in social change: lobbying, community education, and direct action 
· Community education is the vital link between the other two 
· Four target groups for community education 
· 1. The converted 
· Those who work within the system or those who go through the system and become upset with the system 
· 2. The sympathetic	
· Know there is a problem but work towards reform
· Would rather spend money on prevention than more prisons
· They need more organization and mobilization 
· 3. The neutrals
· Are affected by media bias- they are generally uninformed about the CJS 
· Abolitionists need to start using media to their advantage and correct the misinformation 
· 4. The hostile
· Abolitionists need to neutralize the hostile- the best way to do this is to play to their arguments, and help them realize both sides feel negatively towards the system 
ICOPA and Abolitionism 

· ICOPA: international conference on prison abolitionism 
· Later changed to penal abolitionism 
· Grassroots event- people from all different backgrounds  
· Emergence
· 1960’s and 1970’s: DM
· In Norway, France, USA
· Goals 
· Motivate the abolitionist community while increasing solidarity 
· Provide a forum for exchange of ideas advancing abolitionist goals
· Public sensitization and education on these issues 
· Addressing questions of viable alternatives 
· 1987 marginalized voices were included 
· Carceral abolitionism: going beyond penal abolitionism 
· Where are we now?
· Carceral system: the systemic and organized deprivation of liberty + the diffusion of disciplinary norms throughout society 
· Look at Foucault’s govermentality- management of population and self is only doable when governing of population is dispersed onto different institutions possible through rationality and techniques to achieve this rationality. The new system emerges. The government does not need to spend a lot of money on law enforcement because the individuals will abide by the rules and regulations. He did not predict that the number of imprisonment would increase, he predicted it would decrease. The technique is responsibilization. 
· “Great confinement” (Foucault) in the USA
· Resistance against the exploitation of Americanized mass imprisonment 
· The emergence of neo liberalism: “the marriage between economic liberalism and authoritarian governance”
· Targets poor, women, welfare receipts, youth minorities (people of colour), addicts etc 
· Numerous collateral damage 
· Logic of risk 
· Forms of classification based on aggregate embedded in correctionalism: dynamic and static risk factor (management of offender) 
· Risk is a weak construction, therefore risk does not exist but some risks do exist for instance bombs and nuclear weapons, these are man made risks, but at some point experts blow it out of proportion. Risk society is when we do not rely on expert knowledge and we come together with a view on how to deal with risk separately 
· Economic managerialism
· Make money on people subjected to punishment. Crime control industry 
· Drug testing by government to determine welfare assistance 
· Taking advantages of public insecurities 
· These illustrate the effect of punishment are not related only to the individuals in conflict with the law but it extends throughout social structures and relationships 
· These logics permit new punitiveness, increased social marginilzation, rising rates of poverty and broad cultural shifts towards exclusionary forms of society. 
· Governing through risk and insecurity 
· Shaping the present in response to the imagined harms of the future
· Pre-emptive 
· Leads to precautionary incarceration 
· Passing of new bills that created new criminal offences 
· Perceptual cycle of uncertainty securitilization-uncertainty, creation of new criminal offences
· Allows for growth of paramilitary forms of policing
· Criminalizing dissent 
· Immigration detention: propelled by the politics of insecurity 
· Based on the incapacitation and exclusion 
· Deepan: Canadian born was stripped of his nationality
· Preventative detention: Guatanamo Bay
· Some were sent to supermax, some released but no country take them so in Gilmo
· Security certificate: harkat 
· Kingston immigration holding center 
· Released after four years in detention but remained on house arrest for months 
· To oppose: abolitionists called for detainees to be either released or to be charged under ATA..
· Proliferation of carceral spaces that are the peripheral to the penal system
· Acknowledgement of new trends of confinement and the linkage between them 
· Use of the media 
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