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VIII

Spare Some Social Change?:
Older Women’s (Re)Integration
Struggles in Neoliberal Communities
by
Laura Shantz1

I ntroduction

W

omen leaving prison are confronted by many immediate needs,
but shelter, food, a source of income, and access to health services top the long list of basic requirements. For older women leaving
prison, these needs both intensify and multiply as they face the challenges of being ex-prisoners who are growing older. Older ex-prisoners
have often experienced long-term exposure to correctional regimes that
regulate their behaviour according to a set of norms (see Foucault 1979;
and Wahidin 2004). As they re-enter society after experiencing the
controlling environment of the prison, older female ex-prisoners often
feel overwhelming pressure to conform to their new environment and
to social expectations, even though they are often ill-prepared for these
challenges and unable to conform. However, the professionals who work
most closely with women exiting prison do not see a need for individual
change. Rather, they problematize the neoliberal policy environment,
and contemporary discourses that individualize and responsibilize citizens, highlighting a need for a broader social change in the treatment
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of older (re)integrating women. Drawing on governmentality theories,
I examine women’s struggles in the community by exploring how individuals, rather than the social environment, are responsibilized in order
to effect behavioural and lifestyles changes.

1. Olde r Wom e n an d (R e)I ntegration
The population of older female ex-prisoners consists of women aged
fifty years and older who have experienced imprisonment and who
are living in communities with or without ongoing state surveillance.
Women are considered to be “older” at fifty years, rather than the more
typical sixty or sixty-five years, because the harsh conditions in prisons,
the marginal lifestyles, and the lifelong poor health care that many
prisoners experience accelerate the ageing process, exposing them to
challenges normally confronted by seniors (see Uzoaba 1998; Wahidin
and Tate 2005; and Wahidin 2006). Ron Aday (2003) notes that many
older female prisoners suffer from chronic health conditions, some of
which stem from the poor diets, insufficient exercise, and detrimental
mental health impacts associated with incarceration. These women face
intersecting challenges based on their gender, age, abilities, and racial
and class markers (see Shantz, Kilty, and Frigon 2009). Any one of these
areas can constitute a disadvantage, causing women to face discrimination or criminalization. However, their cumulative effects can be much
stronger, causing women greater disadvantages and placing them at the
margins of society. These conditions pose unique challenges as older
women return to the community.
While communities can take many forms, including virtual
communities and kinship networks, here my focus is on physical,
geographical communities. Depending on where a woman is released,
she may benefit from special resources and support or encounter challenges and hostility. Thus, the community can be a significant factor
in determining whether or not a woman remains on the outside after
release (see Holtfreter, Reisig, and Morash 2004). Members of a community do not share the same advantages and opportunities within
their environments. Often, those who are relatively advantaged receive
the greatest benefits (see Bourdieu 1993). In addition, communities
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may ostracize those who “don’t belong” or do not fit in (see Brody
and Lovrich 2002). Community spaces are often considered to be the
property of the young and are sometimes seen as out of bounds for
older adults, who are depicted as frail and weak (see Shilling 1993; and
Tulle and Mooney 2002). While the acceptance of ex-prisoners into
communities varies, based on these and other local attributes, research
has shown that the communities into which ex-prisoners integrate are
often marked by a lack of resources (see Richie 2001; Robinson 2003;
and Maidment 2006). While communities can provide many benefits,
they can also create further challenges for (re)integrating ex-prisoners.
Researchers have challenged the notion of “successful reintegration,” arguing that the notion is misleading: many criminalized women
lack social ties and were never truly integrated into their communities
in the first place, making reintegration impossible (see Richie 2001;
Maidment 2006; and Shantz, Kilty, and Frigon 2009). The idea of
success is also contested. While the mission statement of Correctional
Service Canada (2007) links the term to desisting from crime, exercising
self-discipline, and engaging in pro-social behaviours, ex-prisoners themselves often view short periods of independent community living as successful (see Comack 1996; and Maidment 2006). The disparity between
these definitions highlights the dissonance facing ex-prisoners. They
often struggle to meet their own modest expectations, but are judged
based on standards set by correctional officials who have not faced the
same disadvantages and challenges (see Comack 1996; Hannah-Moffat
2000; and Maidment 2006).
Despite their marginal positions and limited social ties,
ex-prisoners are expected to rely on their families and communities for
support (see Silverstein 2001; and Maidment 2006). Ex-prisoners with
social networks and connections linking them to others can benefit
from these ties, which can help them to fit in, gain access to resources,
and structure their time (see Bourdieu 1993; Harm and Phillips 2001;
O’Brien 2001; Castel 2002; and Farrall 2004). However, community
ties, where they exist, are not uniformly beneficial. Generally, these ties
reinforce existing class positions, providing the greatest benefits to those
who are already advantaged (see Bourdieu 1993). For those without
these ties, communities can reinforce poverty and marginality, or exert
excessive pressure to obey dominant norms and values, resulting in
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exclusion or ostracism for those who are unwilling or unable to conform
(see Brody and Lovrich 2002; Reisig, Holtfreter, and Morash 2002;
Severance 2004; and Bezanson 2006). As neoliberal states shift responsibility for monitoring ex-prisoners to their families and communities,
their social ties are mobilized to extend state surveillance (see Foucault
1991; Garland 1997; and Silverstein 2001, 2005). Ex-prisoners who
lack friends or family ties experience stigma due to their criminalization, and enter marginal communities with few resources or with social
networks that promote criminal lifestyles. They may therefore find that
communities hamper their prospects for (re)integration (see Severance
2004; and Uggen, Manza, and Behrens 2004).

2. ( R e)I ntegration an d Gove r n m e ntality
Foucault (1979) described a broad shift in penal practices and social
control strategies in Europe in the 18 th century, as states moved from
physical punishment to mental discipline. Prisoners came to be subjected to routines that sought to shape and “normalize” their behaviour,
as well as surveillance to ensure their conformity and punish transgressions. These practices attempt to make prisoners internalize discipline,
transforming them into “docile bodies” acting in their “own” and society’s best interests. Docile bodies allow the state to govern at a distance
(see Foucault 1991; and Garland 2001), limiting the need for direct,
physical control. As professional rationalities of discipline have grown,
they have spread outwards from the correctional environment into communities (see Cohen 1985). Theorists have explored the manifestation of
disciplinary techniques in society, both through formal state mechanisms
of surveillance by police and parole authorities (see Silverstein 2001;
Maidment 2002; and Norris and McCahill 2006), as well as through
routinized discipline in other structures, including schools, workplaces,
and the home (Simon 1994; Adams 1997; Moore 2000; and Gleason
2003). More recently, according to the Foucauldian view, disciplinary
techniques have become entwined with governmental rationalities. Now
individuals are expected to internalize discipline and control their own
behaviour, acting in their own best interests without the intervention
of the state (see Foucault 1988, 1994; and Rimke 2000). Disciplinary
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techniques are not supplanted: rather, they are augmented, strengthened, and ultimately internalized. In practice, these rationalities are
enmeshed with discourses of risk, which attempt to identify and control
“dangerous” activities, situations, and individuals (see Garland 2001;
and Hannah-Moffat 2001).
Canadian correctional regimes use risk technologies and discourses
to assess women’s chances of reoffending, and subsequently use disciplinary practices and discourses of self-responsibilization, or “empowerment,” to transfer accountability for women’s social (re)integration
on to the women who are released and away from the state (see Rose
1996; Hannah-Moffat 2000, 2001; and Cruikshank 2001). To secure
release into the community, prisoners must enter a regime of selfresponsibilization, presenting themselves as “good risks” or as non-risky,
subjecting themselves to a myriad of surveillance regimes, and taking full
responsibility for their own “success” or failure upon release (see Rose
1996; Hannah-Moffat 2000; and Silverstein 2001, 2005). This process
isolates women from state and community support, individualizing risk
and denying collective responsibility (see Cohen 1985).

3. M ethodology
The research presented in this paper comprised an extensive review of
(re)integration literature and a small qualitative exploratory study of the
(re)integration experiences of older female ex-prisoners in Ottawa. As
there are very few older female ex-prisoners, and many of them are difficult to locate, interviews were conducted instead with five individuals
who work with this group of women. The participants were recruited
through referrals from, and requests to, non-governmental organizations,
including the Elizabeth Fry Society of Ottawa, the Canadian Association
of Elizabeth Fry Societies, and Lifestyle Enrichment for Senior Adults
(LESA), a non-profit group offering addictions counselling to adults
aged fifty-five and older. Based on variations in their own backgrounds
and in their clientele, these professionals discussed the experiences of
women who grew old in prison, those who were criminalized throughout
their lives, and those who were in conflict with the law for the first time,
this last category covering the majority of older individuals in conflict
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with the law (see Uzoaba 1998). In the transcripts of these interviews,
references to women’s friends, families, and social networks were coded
as “social capital,” while participants’ discussions of problems and challenges in the social environment beyond their control were coded as
“areas for social change.”

4. Pr e s s u r e to Con for m
While communities may be markers of freedom and sites of support for
(re)integrating ex-prisoners, they are also sites of surveillance, control,
and “risk” (see Garland 2001; Silverstein 2001; and Brody and Lovrich
2002). After prison, new and unstructured community environments
can create fear and anxiety. Risk discourses highlight increasing social
desires for safety, encouraging individuals to modify their activities
and behaviour to prevent potential victimization (see Rose 1999; and
Garland 2001). Indeed, (re)integrating women, now further from the
correctional gaze, employ surveillance and risk management to structure
their lives.
One interviewee, Mary, indicated that older women are particularly susceptible to these discourses, absorbing them and subsequently
curtailing their activities in response. In Ottawa, most community
programmes and services are based in the downtown core, exposing
older women to locations and situations that they consider dangerous:
I think that there’s more fear from elderly women, especially in
[downtown Ottawa, of ] going out alone. You don’t know, uh,
you know, if somebody’s going to mug you or rob you, uh, so
I think that fear is magnified in the elderly population. Not just
criminalized elderly women, but elderly women in general. So
I think that’s a factor that comes into play when you’re looking at
getting out in the community and becoming engaged in activities
and programmes.

Tania, another interviewee, also explored this idea, highlighting how
fear bars women from seeking help:

	Spare Some Social Change?

I know a lot of senior women are saying, “I don’t want to go on
OC Transpo [Ottawa–Carleton Regional Transit]. There’s a lot of
crime, there’s a lot of violence, and I don’t want to subject myself
to that,” especially in terms of theft, and thinking that, you know,
“I’m at the Rideau Centre, someone might try to mug me.”

Tania and Mary’s comments highlight a transition in the social representations of older women and in their perceptions of themselves. They
are transformed from being frightening prisoners (itself an exaggeration
of any risk they may pose) to being frightened women who experience
heightened concerns about their personal safety after their releases (see
Robinson 2003; Wahidin 2004; and Maidment 2006). This fear can
expand to extraordinary proportions for older women living in apartment buildings, as Tania points out with reference to the television
channel that allows residents to watch security-camera footage of an
apartment building’s lobby:
It’s amazing how many of them will just put on that Channel
63 that they have programmed in their apartment, and sit there
and watch it all day for fear of who’s coming and going from the
building.

These examples highlight how neoliberal discourses of risk affect older
women’s lives even after prison, as they discard regular routines in favour
of isolation and a perceived sense of safety.
Older women also internalize social and cultural discourses, which
similarly contribute to the self-regulation of their behaviour. These
women face extreme stress and strain when they cannot or do not live
up to the perceived expectations of elders, and are cast as “mad, sad or
bad” (Codd 1998, 187). This “failure” and the resulting shame can lead
women to limit their social networks. For example, another interviewee,
Kim, described the fear associated with revealing one’s criminal history:
“one of the women just recently was saying, ‘How am I going to tell my
grandchildren that I was in prison?’” Kim indicated that the woman felt
shame and feared rejection, despite having a supportive family. Tania
also illustrated women’s fears of being “found out” by their neighbours
and communities: “There’s always that concern of, ‘Am I being talked

165

166

Droits et Voix / RIGHTS AND VOICES

about? Am I wanted?’” While many ex-prisoners grapple with acceptance
from others, older women’s social scripts often demand higher levels of
conformity than those of younger prisoners (see Wahidin 2004; and
Mandell 2005). Older women internalize harmful social discourses,
limiting their lives and activities for fear of being “found out” and
rejected (see Maidment 2006).
While neoliberal rationalities and discourses attempt to turn
criminalized individuals into responsible, self-governing citizens (see
Hannah-Moffat 2000; Silverstein 2001; and Maidment 2006), the
people subjected to these tactics are rarely able to fully conform. Indeed,
the criminalized are expected to continually improve and voluntarily
submit to “experts” for advice, despite their often troubled relationships
with such experts (see Cohen 1985; Rimke 2000; and Maidment 2006).
When conformity breaks down and women come into conflict with
the law, they are pressured to isolate themselves, to remove themselves
socially and physically from their communities. Another interviewee,
André, indicated that in extreme situations neighbours may use harassment instead of ostracism to punish transgressions from social norms:
In a seniors’ building, uh, what you see on the schoolground for
bullying, it’s ten times worse in a seniors’ building, because for
them it’s recess, and noon hour is twenty-four/seven. And I had
a client where, you know, her doorknob was greased, they were
placing dead birds and animals in front of her door, they even,
somehow or another, got into the mailbox and opened her mail.
And she would be constantly bullied by her peers, because of the
justice system, because the police were knocking on her door,
because, you know, she had the parole officer coming . . . That’s
hard. And she lived in that environment. And it’s subsidized, and
it’s not really easy, it’s really difficult, to get subsidized housing,
but even if she would ask for a transfer, would it be different from
that building to another building? Probably not.

Here, neighbours’ surveillance, judgement, and punishment have
replaced the state’s penal regimes to control an individual who is seen
as non-conforming, and they have meted out a punishment that is
indefinite and much harsher. As a result, some older women limit their
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social interactions in order to protect themselves from potential negative
reactions from other members of the community.

5. Pu s h i ng Back: Social Chang e
Like all ex-prisoners, older women must attempt to integrate into communities that pressure them to conform to social norms. Many women
submit to these pressures, live up to their “low risk” labels, and neither
reoffend nor return to prison, yet they also limit their social interactions
and fail to integrate into community life. As the interviewees noted, these
experiences may harm older women’s lives and relationships, exacerbating
the punishment delivered by the justice system. Instead of expecting older
women to meet social norms, the interviewees problematized women’s
interactions with neoliberal discourses that assume that prison is an ideal
punishment, and that everyone has equal opportunities to make independent choices and succeed (see Rose 1999; Hannah-Moffat and Shaw
2000; and Rimke 2000). They indicated that social changes are needed
to limit the damage caused by neoliberal discourses and rationalities.
To counter women’s marginal positions, they need to be able to
live comfortably in the community, with access to programmes and
services as well as basic financial security (see Holtfreter, Reisig, and
Morash 2004). All five interviewees indicated that older women leave
prison only to enter extreme poverty, which limits the possibilities for
(re)integration. According to Mary:
CSC [Correctional Service Canada] grants an allowance of
four dollars and ten cents per day to all women and men on
parole, but I don’t think that the needs for the elderly women and
the younger women are the same, and cost the same. So, when
you’re elderly and you have to—you have to be more careful about
your diet, you may need vitamin supplements, you may need, you
know—this is being very stereotypical, but Depends [incontinence
diapers]—you may need—you need things that are different than
from when you’re younger, and tend to be more expensive, and I
think that, um, CSC might have to take a look at compensating
specialized populations for their needs.
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Contemporary discourses on ageing draw on neoliberal ideas of selfresponsibilization and autonomy, indicating that “healthy ageing” is a
product of individual choices and effort (see Rowe and Kahn 1997).
These discourses turn ageing into a “technology of the self,” meaning
that one must work on oneself to achieve a positive and successful old
age (see Foucault 1988). By prescribing activities necessary for healthy
ageing, these discourses make “health” a moral state, pathologizing and
devaluing older marginalized and criminalized women who cannot
conform to these ideals (see Reeve 2002; Holstein and Minkler 2003;
and Calasanti, Slevin, and King 2006). However, by restricting women’s
financial means the state also limits their ability to make choices, reducing the possibility of ageing successfully. Similarly, researchers have
noted that a lack of community resources disproportionately harms
the disadvantaged, resulting in further marginalization (see Comack
1996; Richie 2001; Chunn and Gavigan 2006; and Maidment 2006).
The five interviewees highlighted the lack of accessible and appropriate
programmes and services for older women, and recommended increasing
their quantity and relevance to ensure these women’s ability to function
in the community. Tania, for example, argued that the state should
offer more programmes and services, go on site, make it, um, you
know make it mandatory that every nursing home or every senior
building has community-based resources . . . and, obviously, more
mental-health-related services for them, or health care services.
I just think that the list goes on and on.

The interviewees pointed out that, if self-responsibilization is expected,
it must also be enabled and facilitated through adequate living allowances and much-needed services.
While the interviewees identified policy changes that could help
older female ex-prisoners, they also noted the need for ideological
changes. Contemporary society encourages autonomy, but also conformity, subjecting people who are unable or unwilling to make “wise”
choices to correction and monitoring (see Pratt 1999; and Brody and
Lovrich 2002). In addition to questioning the practice of criminalizing
older women as a whole, the interviewees stressed what they saw as the
need to educate the public regarding the needs of women, older adults,
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and individuals in conflict with the law to better serve older women and
facilitate their integration into communities. The interviewees noted
how discourses of self-governance have desensitized people to older
women’s needs and realities. For example, André warned that ignorance
limits society’s understanding and acceptance of different others:
We need to educate our society, get them to understand what,
you know, mental health, addictions, is all about. I mean, there
are some older women that, I’m sure, they get stuck in the justice
system that have no mental health and addiction problems, but
I think there are probably few of them.

Neoliberal discourses idealize youth and affluence, attempting to homogenize populations through consumption. As a result, social understandings of, and tolerance for, differences are replaced by harsh judgements
that deepen social rifts and reinforce inequalities, often causing disproportionate harm to women (see Adams 1997; Abu-Laban and McDaniel
2005; and Maidment 2006).
While one might expect other members of communities to lack
understanding, service providers’ ignorance of differences in individual
abilities and needs is more shocking, especially as they are often touted
as “experts” with specialized knowledge of their clients’ needs (see Cohen
1985). Indeed, service providers are often armed with knowledge of
older women’s low risks and high needs (see Uzoaba 1998; Aday 2003;
and Wahidin 2004), so one might assume that they would be eager to
facilitate their (re)integration. However, Kim noted that this is not the
case. She discussed ignorant professionals, sharing the story of an older
woman whose workers proposed unfeasible reintegration plans:
One woman . . . [was] just being hopping mad one day because
the issue—she was told by . . . her primary, who was the age of, as
she says, the age of her youngest daughter, [twenty-five] and she
was telling her, “You should think about going back to school.”
And you know, this woman was forty-nine at the time, and she
said, you know, “That’s all, like, great, how am I gonna pay for it?
And then what do you want me to do once I go back to school?
Like, who’s gonna hire me when I’m finished?” She would have
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had to upgrade her high school, then go to university. . . . By the
time she finished she would have been minimally fifty-five, more
likely closer to sixty. You know, the reality is, who is going to hire
you then?

Kim connects professionals’ ignorance with older women’s limited
prospects for (re)integration. Older women face the cumulative effects
of gender- and age-related discrimination in employment and education, limiting their options for self-sufficiency and (re)integration in
their communities.
Tania also examined the intersecting nature of older women’s
needs, many of which are misunderstood by care providers. When asked
how to better serve older women, she noted a need for education on
age and cultural issues, as well as the intersecting hardships affecting
older women:
I think it’s to have a better understanding of what types of issues
face these particular women, in terms of isolation being number
one, and understanding commitment back to family, you know,
and if they go and steal, and they’re trying to support their family,
that there’s another thing that needs to go with that, besides just
prevention around theft.

Some older women are harmed by ageist labels that presume
incapacities. Others suffer when their age, social circumstances, and
individual abilities to self-govern and integrate are not realistically considered (see Maidment 2006; and Grenier and Hanley 2007).
Neoliberal discourses affect all aspects of women’s lives after
prison. They are subject to surveillance regimes, risk discourses, social
ostracism, and a correctional system that responsibilizes them for their
own (re)integration. André connected these discourses, and asserted
that people in general should be made more aware and understanding
of intersecting challenges, including poverty, criminalization, marginalization, addictions, and mental illness, to create positive outcomes. In
particular, he referred to two provincial social assistance programmes,
the Ontario Disability Support Program (ODSP) and Ontario Works
(OW), as well as the Canada Pension Plan (CPP) and the Community
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Care Access Centre (CCAC), a health and independent living support
network, but the point he made applies more broadly:
I think that’s kind of a bigger-picture, kind of a systematic, societal, cultural thing. I think if we understand more, in our society,
I think we’d be able to serve them better, you know, and that means
our ODSP and OW and maybe CPP or whoever’s connecting with
them with their pension would judge them less, their doctors and
nurses might judge them less, their CCAC workers might judge
them less, you know, their peers in their senior buildings might
judge them less.

Conclu s ion

Neoliberal discourses construct individuals as autonomous citizens
who are responsible for their own care, control, and well-being. This
construction enforces conformity, largely ignoring individuals who are
unwilling or unable to meet these standards, and hiding social inequalities. Older criminalized women face intersecting challenges, which are
exacerbated by the neoliberal discourses that responsibilize them for
circumstances that are often beyond their control. If they fail to act in
“acceptable” ways, and do not submit to social expectations and norms,
they face marginalization and ostracism, and are further criminalized,
despite the minimal risk they pose. These pressures come not just from
society, but also from the service providers who are supposed to support and assist them. A broad rethinking of social expectations, and a
critical examination of neoliberal tactics and rationalities, are needed to
enable older criminalized women to live “normal” lives with acceptance,
adequate resources, appropriate services, and basic dignity.

note
1.

Doctoral student, Department of Criminology, University of Ottawa
(lshan013@uottawa.ca).

171

172

Droits et Voix / RIGHTS AND VOICES

R e fe r e nce s
Abu-Laban, Sharon McIrvin, and Susan McDaniel. (2005). “Aging, Beauty, and
Status,” in Feminist Issues: Race, Class, and Sexuality, ed. Nancy Mandell.
Toronto: Pearson, 100–26.
Adams, Mary Louise. (1997). The Trouble with Normal: Postwar Youth and the
Making of Heterosexuality. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.
Aday, Ron. (2003). Aging Prisoners: Crisis in American Corrections. Westport,
CT: Praeger.
Bezanson, Kate. (2006). “Gender and the Limits of Social Capital.” Canadian
Review of Sociology and Anthropology 423, 427–45.
Bourdieu, Pierre. (1993). Sociology in Question. London: Sage.
Brody, David, and Nicholas Lovrich. (2003). “Social Capital and Protecting
the Rights of the Accused in the American States: An Investigation of the
Dark Side of Social Capital.” Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice
18, 115–31.
Calasanti, Toni, Kathleen Slevin, and Neal King. (2006). “Ageism and
Feminism: From ‘Et Cetera’ to Center.” NWSA [National Women’s Studies
Association] Journal 18, 13–30.
Castel, Robert. (2002). From Manual Workers to Wage Laborers: Transformation
of the Social Question. Edison, NJ: Transaction Publishers.
Chunn, Dorothy, and Shelly Gavigan. (2006). “From Welfare Fraud to Welfare
as Fraud,” in Criminalizing Women, ed. Gillain Balfour and Elizabeth
Comack. Winnipeg: Fernwood, 217–35.
Codd, Helen. (1998). “Older Women, Criminal Justice, and Women’s Studies.”
Women’s Studies International Forum 21, 183–92.
Cohen, Stanley. (1985). Visions of Social Control. Oxford: Polity.
Comack, Elizabeth. (1996). Women in Trouble. Halifax, NS: Fernwood.
Correctional Service Canada. (2007, December 28). “Organization.” Online at
http://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/text/organi-eng.shtml [consulted June 1, 2010].
Cruikshank, Barbara. (1999). The Will to Empower: Democratic Citizens and
Other Subjects. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.
Farrall, Stephen. (2004). “Social Capital and Offender Reintegration: Making
Probation Desistance Focused,” in After Crime and Punishment: Pathways
to Offender Reintegration, ed. Shadd Maruna and Russ Immarigeon.
Portland, OR: Willan, 57–82.
Foucault, Michel. (1979). Discipline and Punish. New York: Vintage.
Foucault, Michel. (1988). “Technologies of the Self,” in Technologies of the Self:
A Seminar with Michel Foucault, ed. Luther H. Martin, Huck Gutman,

	Spare Some Social Change?

and Patrick H. Hutton. Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press,
16–49.
Foucault, Michel. (1991). “Governmentality,” in The Foucault Effect: Studies in
Governmentality, ed. Graham Burchell, Colin Gordon, and Peter Miller.
London: Harvester, 87–104.
Foucault, Michel. (1994). “The Ethics of the Concern for Self as a Practice
of Freedom,” in Michel Foucault: Ethics, Subjectivity and Truth, ed.
Paul Rabinow. New York: New Press, 281–302.
Garland, David. (1997). “Governmentality and the Problem of Crime.”
Theoretical Criminology 1, 173–214.
Garland, David. (2001). The Culture of Control. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.
Gleason, Mona. (2003). “Constructing ‘Normal’: Psychology and the Canadian
Family, 1945–1960,” in Making Normal: Social Regulation in Canada,
ed. Deborah Brock. Scarborough, ON: Nelson Thomson Learning,
104–20.
Grenier, Amanda, and Jill Hanley. (2007). “Older Women and ‘Frailty’: Aged,
Gendered and Embodied Resistance.” Current Sociology 55, 211–28.
Hannah-Moffat, Kelly. (2000). “Prisons that Empower.” British Journal of
Criminology 40, 510–31.
Hannah-Moffat, Kelly. (2001). Punishment in Disguise: Penal Governance and
Canadian Women’s Imprisonment. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.
Hannah-Moffat, Kelly, and Margaret Shaw, ed. (2000). An Ideal Prison? Critical
Essays on Women’s Imprisonment in Canada. Halifax, NS: Fernwood.
Harm, Nancy, and Susan Phillips. (2001). “You Can’t Go Home Again: Women
and Criminal Recidivism.” Journal of Offender Rehabilitation 32, 3–21.
Holstein, Martha, and Meredith Minkler. (2003). “Self, Society, and the ‘New
Gerontology.’” Gerontologist 43, 787–96.
Holtfreter, Kristy, Michael Reisig, and Merry Morash. (2004). “Poverty, State
Capital, and Recidivism among Women Offenders.” Criminology and
Public Policy 3, 185–208.
Maidment, MaDonna. (2002). “Toward a ‘Woman-Centred’ Approach to
Community-Based Corrections: A Gendered Analysis of Electronic
Monitoring (EM) in Eastern Canada.” Women and Criminal Justice 13,
47–68.
Maidment, MaDonna. (2006). Doing Time on the Outside: Deconstructing the
Benevolent Community. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

173

174

Droits et Voix / RIGHTS AND VOICES

Mandell, Nancy. (2005). “Making Families: Gender, Economics, Sexuality, and
Race,” in Feminist Issues: Race, Class, and Sexuality, ed. Nancy Mandell.
Toronto: Pearson, 188–225.
Norris, Clive, and Michael McCahill. (2006). “CCTV: Beyond Penal
Modernism.” British Journal of Criminology 46, 97–118.
O’Brien, Patricia. (2001). “‘Just Like Baking a Cake’: Women Describe the
Necessary Ingredients for Successful Reintegration after Incarceration.”
Families in Society 82, 287–95.
Pavlich, George. (1999). “Preventing Crime: ‘Social’ versus ‘Community’
Governance in Aotearoa/New Zealand,” in Governable Places: Readings
on Governmentality and Crime Control, ed. Russell Smandych. Aldershot:
Ashgate, 103–31.
Pratt, John. (1999). “Governmentality, Neoliberalism, and Dangerousness,”
in Governable Places: Readings on Governmentality and Crime Control,
ed. Russell Smandych. Aldershot: Ashgate, 133–61.
Reeve, Donna. (2002). “Negotiating Psycho-Emotional Dimensions of
Disability and Their Influence on Identity Constructions.” Disability
and Society 17, 493–508.
Reisig, Michael, Kristy Holtfreter, and Merry Morash. (2002). “Social Capital
among Women Offenders: Examining the Distribution of Social
Networks and Resources.” Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice 18,
167–87.
Richie, Beth. (2001). “Challenges Incarcerated Women Face as They Return
to Their Communities: Findings from Life History Interviews.” Crime
and Delinquency 47, 368–89.
Rimke, Heidi. (2001). “Governing Citizens through Self-Help Literature.”
Cultural Studies 14, 61–79.
Robinson, Vanessa. (2003). “A Review of the Needs of Federally Sentenced
Women on Conditional Release, and the Community Programs and
Services in Ottawa that Cater to These Needs.” M.C.A. thesis, University
of Ottawa.
Rose, Nikolas. (1996). “The Death of the Social? Refiguring the Territory of
Government.” Economy and Society 24, 327–56.
Rose, Nikolas. (1999). Powers of Freedom: Reframing Political Thought.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Rowe, John, and Robert Kahn. (1997). “Successful Aging.” Gerontologist 37,
433–40.

	Spare Some Social Change?

Shantz, Laura, Jennifer Kilty, and Sylvie Frigon. (2009). “Echoes of
Imprisonment: Women’s Experiences of ‘Successful (Re)integration.’”
Canadian Journal of Law and Society 24, 85–106.
Shilling, Chris. (1993). The Body and Social Theory. London: Sage.
Silverstein, Martin. (2001). “The Ties That Bind: Family Surveillance of
Canadian Parolees.” Sociological Quarterly 42, 395–420.
Silverstein, Martin. (2005). “What’s Race Got to Do with Justice?
Responsibilization Strategies at Parole Hearings.” British Journal of
Criminology 45, 340–54.
Simon, Jonathan. (1994). “In the Place of the Parent: Risk Management and
the Government of Campus Life.” Social and Legal Studies 3, 15–45.
Stone, Leroy, and Carolyn Rosenthal. (1996). “Profiles of the Social Networks
of Canada’s Elderly: An Analysis of 1990 General Social Survey Data,”
in The Social Networks of Older People: A Cross-National Analysis,
ed. Howard Litwin. Westport, CT: Praeger, 77–98.
Uggen, Christopher, Jeff Manza, and Angela Behrens. (2004). “Less than the
Average Citizen: Stigma, Role Transition and the Civic Reintegration of
Convicted Felons,” in After Crime and Punishment: Pathways to Offender
Reintegration, ed. Shadd Maruna and Russ Immarigeon. Portland, OR:
Willan, 261–93.
Uzoaba, Julius H. E. (1998, May). “Managing Older Offenders: Where Do
We Stand?” Paper for the Research Branch, Correctional Service Canada.
Online as http://www.csc-scc.gc.ca/text/rsrch/reports/r70/er70.pdf
[consulted June 1, 2010].
Wahidin, Azrini. (2004). Older Women in the Criminal Justice System: Running
Out of Time. London: Jessica Kingsley.
Wahidin, Azrini. (2006). “‘No Problems—Old and Quiet’: Imprisonment
in Later Life,” in Ageing, Crime, and Society, ed. Azrini Wahidin and
Maureen Cain. Portland, OR: Willan, 171–92.
Wahidin, Azrini, and Shirley Tate. (2005). “Prison (E)scapes and Body Tropes:
Older Women in the Prison Time Machine.” Body and Society 11, 59–79.

175

