António Pedro Dores (antónio.dores@iscte.pt) 
After three years of activism cooperating with prison inmates claiming for better justice – at the time Portugal was at the top of transmissible diseases rate, death rate (West and East Europe) and incarceration rate (Western Europe) –; I decided in the year 2000 to use my teacher/researcher career on sociology to understand what was going on and the sociological meaning of being the prisoners who fought for justice, against the passivity of the institutions and society. 

I research about how to adapt social theory to my understanding needs to explain institutional and symbolic violence; how immigrants understand justice; how violence emerge and are evaluated – I wrote one book on each subject, two of them to be publish in 2010. On of them is available in Spanish too. I do research on Portuguese prison policy – I wrote some papers and book chapters on that subject. I write on Human Rights as well. I intend to develop emotions and human rights sociological approach together, in the near future.

For the moment I am testing a multinational inquiry using the concepts I have developed. I am using these concepts to analyze Portuguese epical poetry as well.  
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How can social theory contribute to human rights in prison environment?
Prisoners, as well as prison guards, are presented as structural victims or as structural offenders, depending on the ideological perspective. This popular Manichean view of most known prison protagonists is aligned with the penal court of law dramaturgical insight: the State facing and smashing the criminals. However it does not match with reality or with democratic perspective of social life nor with human rights concerns. 

As Wacquant showed, as it was back in the 19th century as well, prison are designed to avoid social reactions and political organizations of impoverished people by “our way of life” (growth of capital accumulation).  

If one talks crime, guards are seen as the institutional avenger of victims and prisoners as legal scapegoats. If one talks torture, guards are seen as offenders and prisoners as victims of social sprain. Most people would support both views, depending on the way the event is presented. 

As a self fulfilling prophecy, both ideologies have raisons to claim its own true. Prison encloses self made underground worlds, as Zimbardo´s Lucifer Effect showed.

Most people distinguish prison world from the normal social world, as if nothing links both worlds. Especially political class feels strongly the treat it represents for power institutions to accept to discuss publicly prison situations. Prison Reform is the name used to address indirectly these matters, looking ahead and avoiding looking directly to what is happening inside prisons at a given moment. That is why Prison Reform discussions state from the beginning that prison institution is a political failure. And that is why some critics say that failure is the nature of prison system: “a very expensive way to make bad people worse”.

Social theory does not add knowledge to help to get ride of this mass. In order to support Human Rights inside prisons, social theory has to change dramatically, namely addressing the equality epistemological question, made taboo after the fall of Soviet Union: how to consider prison as a structural modern institution? How to consider prisoners and guards as any other kind of people, doing the reverse of common sense?

I propose sociology of instability: to research on violence as a natural kind of sociability producing social effects, opening to biological, psychological and normative interdisciplinary research in order to change mainstream social theory. The purpose is to avoid social theory continuing to legitimate institutional violence without guilt scientific feelings, without critique. 

As Wacquant show recently, as it was back in the 19th century as well, prison are designed to avoid freedom of social reaction and political organization of people impoverished by the way development is conceived (as growing capital accumulation).  “Neoliberalism is one logic in the world today; human rights is the other” (Blau & Moncada (2009) Human Rights – a primer:15).

Human rights are a cultural problem, as much as an institutional problem, a civilization problem and a scientific problem.

Each society does understand and does use human rights differently, according its historical experience and philosophical background. Eastern and southern European countries do not have such a strong cultural tradition of fighting for human rights proposes as Northern west European countries. The first type of countries has the experience of being politically humiliated as uncivilized people because they did not respect human rights. The other way around, some people in the Northern West European countries does think their national institutions are too much fond of human rights principles, even when one is facing a terrorist enemy. In all, Europeans think themselves as more respectful of human rights then abroad.

Take the Spanish example. The UN High Commissar on Torture issues has been challenged by Spanish government to report on complains against systematic torture. In 2003 the report showed concerns about the existence of many cases well supported in evidences about torture episodes under Spanish institutional supervision. Spanish courts of law did condemn some officers accusing them of torture and the government did apply special amnesties laws to put these people out of jail. Till today, even if the governmental political party did change, the contentious with UN High Commissariat has not been solved. It only grew, though Spain did join UN Additional Protocol to the Torture Convention and is implementing it at home. (How Spanish institutions combine both contradictory approaches?).  

The government argument is about fighting internal terrorism, even not only Basque people complained on tortures procedures. The issue is practically invisible at the public sphere, both in Spain and in other European countries. It is not politically correct to write about it. If one does it, one can enter in professional and political trouble because of it. And when public information is released it is very difficult to gain momentum to support a free democratic discussion on the issue. It is too much emotional and political, in the worse sense of the words. People prefer to hide themselves, their institutions, their emotions, their thinking and expect justice is done by proper institutions.

As it happens with institutions as schools and wealth care systems, societies (wrongly) hope that justice system is able alone to face torture, as well as terrorism, corruption and privilege produced by the actual socio-economic-political order. Societies, meanwhile, did give up the claim to these social institutions to develop equity and the best opportunities for all, including and specially people with less personal resources.

In fact, justice systems in Europe struggle for being able to survive as integrative normative references to power and society, since their budges and political “friendly fire” pressure in its direction menace to continue downsizing the scope of magistrate influence.

At the same time, international legal system did develop itself these last decades and still there is openness to further developments. These developments do look at societies as part of humanity and, for human rights proposes; it is a good thinking platform to support new views on violence, crime and treats to human moral lives.

Social theory, too, should develop itself in the same direction, opening national dominant perspectives to global humanitarian perspectives still hided by actual scientific and epistemological practices.

Justiça restaurativa (não me parece)

Prisões sem guardas (sim, parece boa ideia e já funciona faz 20 anos)

Queixas ACED

Sociologia da instabilidade (naturezas sociais + interdisciplinaridade)

Violência – directa, institucional e simbólica

Quanto à tortura:

	Violência directa
	Violência institucional
	Violência simbólica

	É preciso queixas
	Canalização da vingança (emoção social e aumento do orgulho/auto-estima)
	Ciclos integrador e excludente


Democracia formal e intervenção humanitária (Iraque, Haiti)

Expressão de angústias existênciais populares

Poder e justiça VS justiça social e privilégios

Prioridade nas CS aos DH

Reavaliação da economia (economia da felicidade) na discussão política

Organização da investigação social humanitária e, portanto, global

Possibilitar investigação independente nas prisões

