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Abstract
Changes in penal policy which is a part of the neoliberal paradigm have political significance and social consequences within and outside prison communities. The prison population is growing despite the fall and stagnation of the crime rate in developed countries which creates a paradox mirrored in the politics of the neoliberal regulation. It is connected to the “new penology” which unlike the “old” penology sees the prison community as a statistical collective which entails and particular risk for the realization of the set governing goals. Since there is a shift from “hard” to “soft” power within prison communities, this paper discusses the disciplinary effects of this process. It showcases effects of various projects which have introduced philosophy into prison environments as a way to encourage individual identity growth and inspire return of practices of rehabilitation as a psychological, moral and social recovery of an individual. 
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ФИЛОЗОФИЈА У ЗАТВОРСКИМ ЗАЈЕДНИЦАМА 

Апстракт

Промене у казненој политици као део неолибералне управљачке парадигме имају политички значај и социјалне консеквенце унутар и изван затворских заједница. Затворска популација расте и поред пада или стагнације стопе криминалитета у развијеним земљама, што представља парадокс у коме се огледа стратегија политике неолибералне регулације. Она је повезана са “новом пенологијом” која у односу на “стару” пенологију, затворску популацију посматра као статистички агрегат који повлачи одређени ризик за остваривање зацртаних управљачких учинака. Унутар затворских заједница одвија се смена из “тврде” у “меку” моћ, те се у раду дискутује о идентитетским  и дисциплинским ефектима тог процеса. У том смислу, су приказана искуства истраживања која су филозофију у затворима увела као начин да се оствари индивидуални идентитет раста као подстицај за повратак некадашњих идеја и пракси рехабилитације као психолошког, моралног и социјалног опоравка појединца.

Кључне речи: неолиберализам, управљање, затвори, филозофија, идентитет


INTRODUCTION

Changes caused by the neoliberal ’wave of penalisation’ (Wacquant, 2010) make a specific part of the complex paradigm of the neoliberal governmentality[footnoteRef:1] and its central market perspective which has caused a significant rise in the prison population especially in the US and UK (Peacock, Turner, Varey, 2018)[footnoteRef:2]. There are major variations in the degree in which neoliberalism has inspired new visions of action, and the specific influence of neoliberal ideas is the most evident in the political sphere where the dominant views of the relationship between the public and the private sector have been changed (Hall, Lamont, 2013). Policies are refocusing on individualisation of risk, responsibility and reward, while the new public has built market competition in offering public services based on monitoring, ranking and comparing (benchmarking) (Miller, Rose, 2008). Since the consequences of neoliberalism cannot be simply defined as monolithic or as completely negative, it is evident that the neoliberal reform had profound retributive effects while becoming a difficult challenge for particular social groups.  [1:  Neoliberalism is and elusive and controversial notion, a hybrid term awkwardly placed between the laic concept of a political debate and the technical term of social science which is often mentioned without a clear meaning. Whether indivual or polymorph, evolutional or revolutional, the dominant concept of of neoliberalism is in its essence economical: it comprises a lineup of policies  adjusted to the market such as deregulation of labor power, mobility of the capital, privatisation, monetary agenda of deflation and financial autonomy, market liberalisation, internal competition and decrease of taxation and public expenses. But in order to fully understand neoliberalism, one must reach out of the economic core and investigate the wider notion  which identifies the institutional machinery and symbolic frameworks. In short, social consequences are related to economic deregulation with deliberate neglect of justice and equality; devolution, withdrawal and re-composition of the social state in order to ease, support and intensify comodification while treating lower classes through quasi contractual relationships as clients or subjects (who have to obey contracts); expanding, intrusive and proactive punishing machinery which penetrates to the field of social physical space to restrain deviations and disarray gnerated by dispersion of social insecurity and deepening of inequalitites; the culture of individual responsibility which attacks all spheres of life in order to constuct the self of an enterpreneur, spreading of the market and competition (Wacquant, 2010, p. 214). On the other hand, the self-interest of the market has created an environment which has legitimised previoulsy unthinkable behaviour (Hall, Lamont, 2013). Bigger freedom of choices is connected to redistributional consequences and the change of local social orders, while affecting the readiness of people to invest in certain kinds o communal relationships. Neoliberalism has inspired changes in dominant scripts of personality in a similar way by focusing them on individuality and productivity of an individual (Greenhouse, 2009 according to Hall, Lamont, 2013). The new criteria of evaluation have encouraged many people to access their lives. Forming of self-concepts is in accordance with changed narratives in which the social and economical status is often intertwined with the concepts of the moral status in the matrix which individuals see as their own value even though it has a considerable variations (Lamont, 1992, p. 2000).
]  [2:  The neoliberal penal strike and the altered prison population in England and Wales have dubled prison population in the last decade (85,106 prisoners). The number of prisoners has trippled over the period of 60 years (Ministry of Justice, 2015). This expansion of the prison community has occured in the time when crime rates were flat or decreasing (Prison Reform Trust, 2015). In addition to changes in legislation which have lead to a higher number of punishments there was also a change of attitudes towards certain types of crime. This is primarily the ’historical sexual violence’ and the majority of perpetrators are men with 40% of them being accused of sexual assault (Peacock, Turner, Varey, 2018). 
] 

The neoliberal social restructuring has been marked by the increase o the prison population and, according to Wacquant it isn’t a response to the rising insecurity related to crime, but a response to the diffused social insecurity caused by the fragmentation of wage work and glorification of ethnic hierarchy (Wacquant, 2009). The goal of the paternalistic penalisation is to control and stop the urban disorders caused by economic deregulation and disciplining the insecure fraction of the post-industrial work class (Wacquant, 2010). Hard-working and militant ‘law and order’ appear like the righteous and vigorous reaction of the neoliberal policies (spreading and glorification of the police, court and prison as well as tightening the prison measures) in both developed, ‘first world’ countries and post-transitional societies such as Serbia. By producing social insecurity and social helplessness, the neoliberal disciplining is at the same time resolving them while transforming social conflicts into criminal offences. In this way, they are enabling political elites to reconfirm the authority of the state while compensating the deficit of legitimacy acquired by social and economic protection of the Keynesian era and in the socialist states (Wacquant, 2010). The citizens movement of the rule of law under the neoliberal governance is becoming a technique for governing the marginal and the living laboratory of the neoliberals within which the prison is not a technical implementation of laws but a key organ of states whose selective and aggressive layout in the lower regions of social space is constitutively damaging the ideals of democracy (Wacquant, 2010, p. 200). Ritual confirmation of sovereignty of a state in a narrow theatrical domain of law implementation within which Wacquant sees a hidden purpose of the same state which is to admit and cover up its inability to control capital flows (mostly beyond borders) in the context of Serbian society becomes an attempt to restrain new and deep social conflicts caused by the neoliberal social agenda. Divergence of the diagnosis which translates social insecurity and anxiousness of the middle classes into fear and social insecurity caused by the rise of crime is what both of them have in common. In the context of Serbia, there are negative consequences of the unfinished decriminalisation of the society which is the heritage from the 1990s on the one hand and the neoliberal vision of the strengthened penal requests on the other. These two streams are accentuating the importance of the critical analysis of the ‘old’ and ‘new’ tendencies in penal politics.
Considering this specific need, this paper focuses on the discussion about possibilities of specific and relatively new programs within prison communities (philosophical discussions) with a reference to the narrower (sociology of prisons) and wider social context (neoliberal penal policy). The complexity of the interaction which stems from different sources of the social and cultural dynamics which is reflected in prison circumstances and narratives as well as impossibility to comprehend all the aspects (economic, political, social, cultural and media aspects) that are related to the ties between wider social and narrower prison community in one paper has resulted in one single purpose of this paper. It is an attempt to view possibilities of the internal transformation of prisoners through the discipline of philosophy and investigate whether these programs are part of the biopolitical ‘disciplining’ or they offer a possibility of distancing and critical analysis of one’s own identity and the global neoliberal identity. 

THE NEOLIBERAL PRISON DISCIPLINE AS THE (IM)POSSIBILITY TO TRANSFORM THE SELF 

A change in political evaluation of the penal policy is important and it is only one part of a deeper transformation of the concept of the penal process and its discourses, goals and techniques (Feeley,1992, p. 442). The ‘new penology’ is becoming managerial and loses its transformative character which was typical for the ‘old penology’. It does not refer to either punishment or rehabilitation of prisoners nor it is concerned about for individual behaviour and organisation of the community, but is exclusively concerned with the process of governance.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  The aim of the new penology strategy is not to eliminate crime but to make it bareable through a systematic coordination (Feeley,1992:455). One of the indicators of this change is a different understanding of the importance of recidivism rates which used to be the ultimate criteria for evaluating success of a prison treatment.  Governing the system rather than an individual success leads to lowered expectations related to criminal sanctions. Instead of caring for social norms such as elimination of crime, re-integration into the society or public security, public institutions are beginning to measure their own results as indicators of performance (ibid). 
] 

The neoliberal governmentality as a skill of governance is based on the technology of the self which entails accepting subjectivity which has been formed according to goals of neoliberalism (Rose, Miller, 1992; Rose, 1999). Governmentality is being carried out by regulation and control of individuals which is not direct but is based on instigating self-regulation, self-discipline and self-correction which are in line with the goals of neoliberal governance (Shore, Wright, 2011). The neoliberal agenda is penetrating into the organisation of prison life by replacing authoritarian surveillance with soft, indirect and negotiating regulation which requires ‘dynamic security’ as well as stable regimes within prison communities (Libeling, 2004; Peacock, Turner, Varey, 2018).
Corporative regulation of the self in the context of the prison community represents conducting neoliberal policies and their goal is reshaping of the self of the prisoners and the prison staff by transforming their identities as well as their traditional roles and relationships. Therefore it is important to acknowledge that the neoliberal project has fundamentally changed the nature of relationships in prison communities and, most importantly, altered the nature of power and the disciplinary discourse. The ‘reconstruction of power’ in prisons is followed by the transition from the ‘hard’ to the ‘soft’ power (Crewe, 2009). Members of prison staff are less and less confronting prisoners by taking the position of an ‘enemy’ which is manifested as the ‘hard power’ (aggression and antagonism). They are becoming the carriers of the ‘soft power’ which operates from a distance (Crewe, 2011). The psychological supremacy of the prison staff stems from the possibility to make decisions about issues that are important to prisoners (drug tests, reports that are affecting categorisation and premature release from prison). Soft power is faceless and does not require direct intervention and it is based on the introduction of self-regulation or self-disciplining of prisoners as a new component of the prisoner self. The lack of force does not make it less strong and efficient. This ‘soft force’ is a key component of the ‘neo-paternalism’ which is typical for the prison system of England and Wales and it is a sphere of power which makes the use of direct command or coercion obsolete or it precedes it (Crеwe, 2009). Reshaping of the prisoner’s self through aspects or treatment and regulation is being realised through direct relationships between staff and prisoners indirectly through policies which are motivating prisoners to regulate their behaviour thereby shifting responsibility for conduct of behaviour to prisoners who are turning to positive inclusion into the regime (Peacock, Turner, Varey, 2018). These policies which are essentially neoliberal (Garland, 1997), as the element of governance (Dean, 2006; Rose, 1999) are providing pseudo-anonymous space for prisoners and are training them to use this autonomy in specific ways while rewarding them for this[footnoteRef:4]. When prisoners are not regulating themselves according to this soft power, the prison authority is revealing itself through orders, controls and punishments on which prisoners cannot negotiate (Cerwe, 2009). Inside the prison community, the prisoners are expected to show loyalty and to change themselves through the active participation in accordance with the institutional goals which does not entail only passive existence in the system and avoiding troubles by abiding the rules but also understanding unclear criteria in the assessment of risks conducted by prison officers (Liebling and others., 1999; Liebling, Price, 2001; Attrill, Liell, 2007).  The scheme of deserved privileges is motivating prisoners to regulate their everyday behaviour which is adjusted to the soft power of the disciplinary policies which are by their scope and their goals different to the authoritarian strategies. They strive to realise wider and firmer surveillance over the behaviour of prisoners by overcoming the basic requirements related to order and obedience.  [4:  Prisoners start interacting with the staff as a part of the corporative management of ’dynamic stability’ which is motivated by instrumental purposes (Cerwe, 2009). Good relationships with prison staff members can lead to significant differences in the sense of getting small favours, privileges and positive reports. Relationships are thereby motivvated by distorted personal interests and expeditiveness as well as by true engagement (ibid.). The dynamic of domiantion is based on non-normative motifs as they are a part of the play of powers which is different to the one typical for the traditional prison culture. The feeling of cowardness, double-mindedness and instrumentalisation of relationships of convicts and prison staff is causing distrust on both sides. Double-mindedness of these relationships with everday use of authority can be a psychological threat to prisoners who are viewing their own survial in a prison as a mental game. Some prisoners have more ontological security by knowing their enemy thne in this insecure, shallow relationship (Cerwe, 2009).] 

‘Authoritarian rehabilitation’ (Rotman, 1990) which is being realised within the soft discipline has important consequences in the field of freedom, legitimacy and autonomy as it is an institutional standardisation and schematisation of individual faiths. Even though the focus on interpersonal decency and stability of the regime between the staff and prisoners as well as decreased authoritarianism leads to positive effects at least on the surface, the instrumentalisation of relationships between prisoners and the staff members leads to their artificiality and dishonesty (Cerwe, 2009).  The neoliberal practice of power and disciplining is visible in effective management and corporative activities based on calculations and balance between alliance, risk and responsibility (Gershon, 2011) and it penetrates into particular social segments and practices which are at the same time potential opportunities for slipping out of the system. 


BETWEEN CRIMINAL AND CONVENTIONAL IDENTITY 

This research narrows down the complexity of the problem of human identity to the question of identity in the specific context of the prison community. The question of the self and the philosophical dilemma of what it means to be human in this context means circumstances of deprivation of liberty. However, one of the key questions related to the identity of a person who has committed crime concerns the motivation of the perpetrator to begin to think about identity and life without crime. Different criminological theories, particularly the theories on desistence are considering transformations of identities as a road to a non-criminal future of perpetrators. There are different answers related to different dimensions of the complex construct of identity and the self, such as values, goals, human behaviour and the feeling of self. They are correlated with the structural characteristics of the wider and narrower environment within the prison community. The criminal identity is not in the self of the perpetrator but appears as one of the offered identities which can be temporary and interchangeable with other dimensions of the identity of perpetrators. Each of the identities is evaluating particular lines of action and motivating behaviour in different situations (Burke, Reitzes, 1991). The reflexive and interpretative self is not determined by fixed and one fold identity but is dynamic, reflexive and ready for a change. The majority of people have multiple views of themselves and these multiple identities are organised in a hierarchy of prominence (Sryker, Burke, 2000). The feeling of the self in present time can be a combination of several central or essential aspects of the self which are ‘chronically available’, and the access to self-knowledge entails an understanding of oneself in the present as well as orientation towards the self in the future. A ‘possible self’ can be viewed as a positive (wanted) self or as a negative (unwanted) self (Markus, Nurius, 1985 according to Paternoster, Bushway, 2009, p. 1113). Possible selves are concepts of the self-projected into the future and are comprised of goals, aspirations and fears.  They are not simple phantasies because they are connected to the present self and with the past experiences which can be largely determined by the prison experience. The improvement of the feeling of the self is very important under the circumstances of multiple deprivations such as a prison sentence while orientation towards a positive state of the self is a complex task to be completed through different prison treatments (education, psychotherapy, work etc.) Literature in the field of criminology, especially the one on desistance is speaking about the desired change of identity which is traversing from the identity of survival to the identity of growth (Liebling, Arnold, 2004; Haigh et al., 2012; Liebling, 2012; Szifris, 2017). Fundamental and intentional shift in the feeling of the personality  (Maruna, 2001) which are mirrored in the transformation of identity are viewed differently from the point of view of social ties and conventional roles that are, according to one approach, a condition for a change (the influence of family, employment, prison and treatment) (Giordano et al., 2002), while according to another theoretical approach the change of identity precedes social and structural changes (the change is caused by predicting horrifying future in the event of continuation of the criminal lifestyle) (Paternoster, Bushway, 2009). The intentional change of the self is crucial for giving up crime and it stems from the initial decision of the perpetrator to change themselves by altering the feeling of the self, motivated by the ‘horrifying self’ which is what the person does not want to become while it strives to transform the corrupted self (Paternoster, Bushway, 2009). Hope for a better future is focused on the realisation of the ‘ideal self’ which is not in line with the impression of the ‘real self’ (Higgins, 1987). However, there are profs that one can give up crime even without internalising conventional identity (Nugent, Schinkel,  2016) and that the perpetrators can carry on with criminal activities despite the positive prosocial identity and conformity values (Liem, Richardson, 2014). The fundamental difference between perpetrators who are abstaining from crime and those who are not is related to their ability to be persistent in abstinence and to go straight after it with the feeling for human agency (Burnett, 2013; Liem, Richardson, 2014).
The basic thesis of researching possibilities of transformation of identities in prisons relies on the presumption that the disempowering environment of a prison community promotes the identity of survival (hyper-masculinity of the macho subculture), while the positive surroundings are promoting the identity of growth (Liebling, 2012; Szifris, 2017). This thesis accepts the role of the person as a participator in forming and developing their own identity which is an important component of personal development. However, the neoliberal perspective is also using social relationships and strategies in forming identities. It requests acting as a reflexive attitude and the self as a project which is being consciously created through different alliances and despite different obstacles (Gershon, 2011). Individuals are reflexive managers of their capabilities and alliances. They are governing themselves while taking over skills and assets that are in their nature fragmentary, flexible and adjustable. The fragmented and nonessential asset of personality in Goffman’s concept of multiple selves[footnoteRef:5] which stems from the multiple short-lived roles in a continuum of social interactions and interchangeable contexts (Goffman, 1969; Collins, 1988) is different from the reflexive aspect of the neoliberal personality which exists before the particular relational context and it decides how will an individual be related to other people, institutions and contexts (Gershon, 2011). The neoliberal self is pre-existent, autonomous and socially constructed. It offers unequal partnership as a collective of the reflexive skills which can be developed by entering into social relations as market alliances (while being willingly deprived of certain aspects of autonomy). In that sense, the transformation of the self as a collective of usable skills and establishment of partnerships in unequal positions as it exists in prison communities in the neoliberal, corporate spirit actually isn’t a way to realise identity growth but to develop capacities for survival in the context of neoliberal rationality.  [5:  Goffman has suggested a tripple typology of identity: social identity, personal identity and identity of ego. The first one involves social categories, the other stands for characteristics related to the history of individual’s life, while the third one is the closest to what an individual really is and what makes it different from all the others as this is the core of its being, both general and central (Goffman,1963). The ego identity is the feeling of the self.
] 

A motivating environment which enables identity growth in conditions of a long prison sentence requires an opportunity for self-understanding through an identity transformation which entails more than the capability for self-help (Brown, 2006, p. 694) or other forms of the neoliberal subjectivity which is capable of survival in the circumstances of risk. The identity of survival in a prison community is in this sense connected to traditional concepts of hyper-masculinity and neoliberal reflexive self-management. Contrary to them, the desired process of transformation of identity formations (Shapland et al., 2016) is connected to the identity of growth which is fundamentally important for giving up crime and the change of the value self-reception which is essential for the life after a prison sentence. There is a possibility of development of the prosocial, positive identity which is characterised by the personal development based on elements of interpersonal relationships, trust, wellbeing and openness (Szifris, 2017). In this sense, the complexity of the identity construct can be viewed in relation to the concepts of self-help which is an indicator of survival and through the concept of self-development which is an indicator of the personal development.  
Having this difference in mind, we accept conclusions of previous researches which have shown that the relationship between the desire for conventional and normal life are not crucial for differentiating offender’s identity from the one who is not an offender (Bottoms, Shapland, 2011; Burnett, 1992; Farall, 2002;  Doekhie, Van Ginneken, 2019)[footnoteRef:6]. These conclusions are disputing theories which suggest that the role of identity and cognitive transformation in the process of desistence means acceptance of conventional aspirations because they are not able to grasp this change. A lack of ‘available scripts’ about what represents conduct of ‘good’ prosocial role was one of the key problems concerning transformation of the identity which points towards the fact that the conventional aspirations should be filled with content that is connected with true understanding of their importance for future identity of a perpetrator, even in less conventional circumstances. The findings of the study are disputing some of the theories of desistance which are stating the difference between criminal and conventional identity (Giordano et al., Maruna, 2001) because persistent perpetrators tend to accept the form of a criminal personality which coexists with other criminal identities while illustrating the perplexing ambivalence of conventional aspirations and criminal activities (Doekhie, Van Ginneken, 2019). Self-strengthening as development of positive component of the possible self which promotes optimism and offers hope for better future can also go in the opposite direction and let self-strengthening empower the dark and the negative component of the self (‘dark resistance’, Nietzsche, 1994) and place the image of the future with a power feeling of hopelessness. What will be the ‘map of the road’ depend form the self-regulation of the self (between current and possible) (Paternoster, Bushway, 2009), but also self-understanding or self-change which will suppress the fear of the self and for oneself, while picturing the positive self in the future.  [6:  These researches have shown that there is no connection between conventional aspirations and criminal behaviour because those who give up and the ones who carry on with criminal activities are expressing conventional goals inside the prison and after getting out; conventional aspirations are often shallow and they rely on conventional success (Farrall, 2002); many participators of this research did not have convetional role models or possibilities to build conventional identities due to the lack of social capital and possibilities to realise conventional roles; conventional aspirations and criminal lifestyle are not mutually exclusive. Persistant perpetrators have often been dedicated to using criminal ways to fulfill conventional roles (Doekhie, Van Ginneken, 2019).] 

When analysing what can open new roads, patterns and goals to a prisoner in the process of transforming the self towards a positive change, the focus is on the difference between the identity of survival and identity of personal growth. Possibilities for self-development of prisoners are limited to the measure which anticipates that the prisoners should spend their time purposefully, in a constructive way in order to develop their potentials, get a sense of direction and prepare themselves for the release from the prison (Liebling, Arnold, 2004). A true personal development includes personal transformation which fundamentally changes self-perception and future perception of the self. The prison and its moral principles (both formal and informal) make the element of quality of life in prison which is crucial for an understanding of effects of the prison life to experience, construction and reconstruction of the future self of a perpetrator. The environment which enables the shift from the identity of survival to the identity of personal development can be described as an environment that motivates self-inspection, self-interpretation, the establishment of trust, enabling space for positive and prosocial interaction and developing an intellectual climate of philosophical inquiry (Szifris, 2017). Philosophy as a discipline gets a new purpose and becomes relevant for the participants of group discussions which are developing a feeling of empathy and (partial) communion as an additional and important subcomponent of therapeutic work in prisons. 


IMPORTANCE OF PHILOSOPHY AND CRITICAL THINKING INSIDE AND OUTSIDE THE PRISON COMMUNITY 

According to the classic liberal paradigm, education is perceived as a liberating due to its intrinsic relation to the concept of autonomy as it enables oneself to find a sense of direction and regulate their own life (Winch, Gingell, 2008, p. 18). However, this is not true for every form of education or any type of knowledge. It is precisely critical thinking that fulfils this goal of education as it is preparing an individual for autonomy (Winch, 2006). As a method of thinking which is critical towards every assumption and every given, it is not conditioned by or limited with particular given frames. It questions even the given frames of thinking. 
Over the last years, there is a global tendency to introduce critical thinking to pedagogy and into all fields of education (Thomas, 2010). Supporters of the ‘critical pedagogy’ claim that critical thinking enables freedom and increases the capacity of human capabilities. It does to by revealing unequal power relations in the society and in this way offers methods for resistance to its repressive forces (Popkewitz, Flender, 1999). It does this by questioning power relations, criticising them and opening up new perspectives. From this point of view, it is clear that critical thinking can be useful for a prison community. Developing critical thinking should enable individuals to find strategies for the identity transformation in prison communities solely by enabling a different view of power relations in this environment. Critical analysis of the dominant power relations has the power to liberate individuals by enabling them to distance and mentally displace themselves in order to analyse their own deprivation of freedom from the outside or from a totally different point of view. Moreover, critical thinking can affect the psychological wellbeing of prisoners, motivate self-reflection or help develop new interests and capabilities (Szifris, 2018). 
	But how should this concept of critical thinking be understood? Critical thinking is often being defined as a particular skill or ability to think reasonably. This means accepting after critically assessing them instead of taking them without questioning them in the first place. This definition stems from the presumption that people normally don’t analyse facts and presumptions or their everyday tasks and logic that stands behind it. It is also assumed that questions about reasons for human lives are not questioned either (Popkewitz, Flender, 1999). Critical thinking is, therefore, the ability to use logical arguments, to check facts recognise false claims and groundless generalisations as well as to pinpoint unreliable sources and obscure concepts (ibid.). 
However, it can be debated on whether the concept of critical thinking originates from the philosophy of Ancient Greece (Fisher, 2011) even though it is usually associated with contemporary thinkers. Namely, the very beginning of philosophical thinking in Ancient Greece is a discontinuity, a big shift from the myth to logos which has transpired through the questioning of basic assumptions and through initiating discussions on issues that have never been questioned before. The arguments used in these discussions were logical in contrast to the myth which was irrational (Vernan, 1990, p. 101). In this sense, critical thinking is asking questions about matters that are accepted as givens and are not being questioned in normal circumstances. Philosophical thoughts of pre-Socratics which were followed by Socrates’s teaching and dialogues written by Plato have marked the birth of this tradition of critical thinking which received this title much later in history.
John Dewy was the first one to ever use the term “reflexive thinking” to explain the form of thinking which carefully analyses the given beliefs and knowledge while examining their fundaments and taking care of consequences that are stemming from them (Dewey, 1909 according to Fisher, 2011, p. 2). Edward Glaser transforms this concept into the concept of critical thinking and states that it represents an effort to question knowledge and beliefs in the light of evidence that supports them and consequences that stem from them (Glaser, 1941 according to Fisher, 2011, p. 3). 
But many definitions of philosophy as a discipline are in fact based on the idea that has been later used to create the concept of critical thinking. For example, Theodor Adorno claimed that philosophy is mercilessly critical about itself which is why it can be defined as a critical self-reflection (Adorno, 2004, p. 3-4). Eugen Fink claims that philosophy negates given and available ways of thinking and defends notions that have come from a natural relationship between a human being and the world (Fink, 1998, p. 15). Fink also says that philosophy emerges from the negation of the directness of human behaviour towards another human being by questioning directness itself (ibid. p. 16). Philosophy, therefore, questions everything that is directly given, goes beyond that and takes the thought to a speculative level. Gilles Deleuze has claimed that Philosophy is a creative discipline as it creates notions. Notions which are explaining phenomena always have to be new (Deleuze, 1994). In other words, philosophy is taking given notions in order to question them, analyse them and transform them or invents new ones to say something new about a particular problem. Hence, according to Deleuze, philosophy is not a simple contemplation, reflexion or communication as it creates notions that are necessary for these actions (ibid. p. 6).
The key question is in what way philosophy can be useful in the context of prison communities or how can it be useful in general.  Fink says that it is not useful at all as it keeps pushing one away from the everyday life where all the duties, sufferings and happiness is located while disturbing secure relationships with the outside world and acquires knowledge which has no purpose (Fink, 1998, p. 18). However, this futility of philosophy which stems from its meta position appears to be useful in certain ways. For example, Kristine Szifris’s research[footnoteRef:7] in UK prisons where she has organised philosophical debates are proving this point. The mere practice of philosophical thinking is a tool which can be useful especially in environments such as prisons.  [7:  The Conversation, Teaching Philosophy to Prisoners can Help Transform Macho Prison Culture https://theconversation.com/teaching-philosophy-to-prisoners-can-help-transform-macho-prison-culture-91023, 01.05.2019.] 

Szifris’s research shows that practising philosophy is useful because it is an open discussion on neutral and abstract topics. This activity can encourage positive interaction among convicts and also affect their readiness to act without aggression because it contributes to mutual understanding and sensitivity for understanding other points of view and different opinions[footnoteRef:8]. The author justifiably asks whether practising philosophical thinking through workshops and educational programs can actually ‘transform’ the entire prison culture and reduce violence. If nothing else, her experience has shown that participating in these activities alone makes convicts feel freer within the prison community which is essentially a place of detention and deprivation of freedom. This is because they are a part of the elite within the prison community which allows them to freely discuss issues related to the political system, ethics and society as a whole. By participating in these debates, convicts are creating metaphysical zones of freedom within the physical realm of prison which has the purpose to deprive individuals of their freedom along with all other human rights.  [8:  Ibid.] 

However, we must ask whether philosophy and education, in general, have a transformative and empowering effect or whether using it as a tool to discipline prisoners is actually a part of the neoliberal paradigm of the responsible subject who is in charge or its own development self-help.  Since the neoliberal subject is an entrepreneur (Rose, 1999) it has the power to develop and constantly adapt to circumstances (Buchowski, 2001), but it is also capable of resisting systems of power and thereby transform not only itself but also the system (Chandler, Reid, 2016). While speaking about self-development through reflexive practices and philosophy’s contribution to the individual’s development through researching complex and abstract topics (Szifris, 2018), Szifris could be speaking within the neoliberal discourse. However, since philosophy as critical thinking can refute all the given frameworks of thinking, it enables an individual to exit the neoliberal framework. This way of thinking enables changing perspectives and escaping the neoliberal ideology altogether. By questioning existing notions and points of view, philosophy can critically analyse any paradigm including neoliberalism itself, even though it seems to be an inevitable framework as a dominant lifestyle (Couldry, 2010) or even ethics (Harvey, 2005) which grasps all aspects of modern society.
Even if we disregard the idea of transformation of the prison culture and the concept of philosophy as a form of self-help which is a product of the neoliberal ideology, defining philosophy as a reflexive project means that it is capable of prompting a specific form of freedom. Namely, philosophy can displace an individual and move it away from the position of a neoliberal, governed subject through a critical analysis of existing power relations. In this sense, convicts who have a chance to practice philosophy or critical thinking are also getting a possibility to conquer new, liberated territories within the prison community, criticise the system as well as its ethical codes and mechanisms or even change and improve the prison system itself. Practising philosophy in prisons can, therefore, be a form of resistance which utilises critical thinking and logical argumentation as tools rather than the physical power. 
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SUMMARY
The content of a prison sentence as a form of punishment in the sense of a specific (political) response leads us to the question of the importance and purpose of rehabilitation. Rehabilitation appears as an antithesis of the prison sentence so, even when the goals of penal policy in the neoliberal governmentality practices are altered in the way we have shown in this paper, there is a demand not to give up on the idea of rehabilitation. The main thesis of the research on the possibility of identity transformation in prisons is based on the assumption that a disempowering environment in prison communities promotes an identity of survival (hyper-masculinity of the macho subculture), while a motivating environment promotes identity of growth. This thesis accepts the role of an individual as an actor in the forming and developing of its own identity while accepting the opportunity for self-understanding which is considered to be an important component of personal development. Considering this need, this paper focuses on the discussion about the possibilities of specific, relatively new programs within prison communities (philosophical discussions) with regards to a narrower (sociology of prisons) and wider social context (neoliberal penal policy)

REZIME

Садржај затворске казне као форме кажњавања у смислу специфичног (политичког) одговора води нас ка питању значаја и сврхе рехабилитације. Рехабилитација се појављује као антитеза затворске казне, те и у околностима промене циљеба пеналне политике у неолибералној управљачкој пракси која је приказана у раду, поставља захтев за неодустајањем од идеје рехабилитације. Основна и свеобухватна идеја истраживања могућности трансформације идентитета у затворима почива на претпоставци да онеспособљавајуће окружење у затворским заједницама промовише идентитет преживљабања (хипер-мушкост мачо подкултуре), док подстицајно окружење промовише идентитет раста. Ова теза признаје улогу себе као дејственика у формирању и развијању сопственог идентитета уз признавање прилике за саморазумевање које се сматра важном компонентом личног развоја. Сходно тој потреби, предмет овог рада је упознавање и дискусија о могућностима специфичних и релативно нових програма унутар затворских заједница (филозофске дискусије) са освртом на ужи (социологија затвора) и шири друштвени контекст (неолиберална пенална политика).






