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Restorative Justice as Social Innovation1

Giovanni Grandi and Simone Grigoletto
University of Padova – Area Science Park

1. Introduction

Restorative approach and social innovation: how can we connect these two 
topics? In what sense Restorative Justice is not simply an innovative practice 
for the public administration of justice, but also a paradigm for social inno-
vation? >estions like these have guided and characterized the 2018 Restor-
ative Justice International Conference at the University of Padova2. !e present 
volume collects some of the best contributions of that event and some other 
works that try to focus on a possible expansion of the reach of the Restorative 
approach. In these regards, the notion of Social Innovation is crucial. We live 
in an era characterized by a fast and revolutionary innovation. Although this 
innovation is mostly considered to be technological, we should not ignore the 
social changings that come with it. Our contemporary society casts upon us 
new challenges and goals even (and mostly some would say) from a social point 
of view. !e case of cyberbullying represents just one of the many examples that 

1? Giovanni Grandi is the author of the section entitled “%e Social Dimension of Restorative Jus-
tice”. Simone Grigole%o is the author of the sections entitled “%e Reach of a Con&ict: Restorative 
Justice as Social Innovation”, “Presentation of the Volume”.  Both authors have conjointly worked 
to the “Introduction”.
2? !e conference has been possible thanks to the support and vision of Antonio Da Re, Stephen 
Taylor, Giovanni Osti and Francesca Samogizio. !e editors of this volume want to express their 
deepest gratitude to all of them. 
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show how the dimension of con:icts has expanded beyond what we were used 
to think. Acknowledging this, also means to acknowledge the fact that we need 
to expand our con:ict-management tools. !e paradigm of Restorative Justice 
appears to be a good candidate for this sort of development (both on a theo-
retical and practical way) that our society very much needs. Although many 
theoretical e@orts have been carried out in order to implement such approach 
to Justice, they have mostly focused on its application to penal justice. !is col-
lection of papers wants to introduce a new possibility: Restorative Justice is a 
valuable tool to manage and handle con:icts in our everyday environment. !is 
will ultimately means to improve our lives and this sort of goals is what we take 
to be a social innovation.            

2. %e Social Dimension of Restorative Justice

Restorative Justice is a fruitful and rich approach to Justice. While its roots 
go back many centuries in the history of human kind, its formal a well-struc-
tured application is relatively recent. However, this paradigm of Justice still 
presents some unexplored potential. It is interesting to focus on possible imple-
mentation of the Restorative Approach outside the penal system. !is expan-
sion of the paradigm would certainly be innovative and looks like a promising 
and much needed upgrade for its social bene"ts.

If we aim to connect “innovation” and “restoration”, we probably have to 
discuss the pertinence of the restorative paradigm in justice to a wider range 
of human experiences, connected to con:ictual relationships. Probably, the "rst 
step in that direction should be the development of the philosophical re:ection 
on this topic, particularly looking at the anthropological thought.

It must be noticed that the expression “the philosophy of restorative justice” 
is quite o$en used meaning the general “thought perspective” of restoration in 
criminal ma%ers, or intending the theoretical re:ection on practices3, but it still 
lacks a solid connection between Restorative Justice and Philosophy itself, par-
ticularly between RJ and classic philosophical anthropology and moral thought.

!is lack is probably due to the history of the “restorative movement” – if 
we can use this expression –, that started in the late Fi$ies of the Twentieth 
Century form urgent and practical questions about the managing of wrongdo-
ings: the failure of punishment in reeducation of the o@enders was the problem 
of Albert Eglash4 for example. Similarly, later in the Eighties, caring about vic-

3? See for example the collective work Gavrielides T. and Vasso Artinopoulou V. (ed. by), Recon-
structing Restorative Justice Philosophy, Surrey, 2013.
4? See Eglash A., Creative Restitution. A Broader Meaning for an Old Term in “Journal of Criminal 
Law and Criminology”, Vol. 48, No., 1958, pp. 619-622.
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tims’ needs was one of the main issues in the "rst theoretical works of Howard 
Zehr. !e “clinical” approach connected to a general, and very sharp, re:ection 
on the di@erences between retribution and restoration guided to the de"nition 
of a “paradigm” of justice, which still works clearly, as very understandable 
mainframe for an increasing number of con:ict management proposal.

Simplicity is perhaps the principal theoretical strength of the restorative 
paradigm: the de"nitions of “Restorative Justice” used in the international insti-
tutional documents are now – a$er only more or less "$y years – convergent 
and o#cially recognized from public institutions5. 

However, theoretical simplicity of de"nitions risks to become a limit for the 
development of the debate: it could seem that we need no more work, no more 
exploration of the foundations. What basically remains to do – this could be the 
general perception – is to deepen the dialog between a stabilized theory and 
practices or new "elds of application, in order to expand the undoubtable good 
e@ects of restorative perspective in wrongdoing and injustice problems. Brie:y: 
“philosophy” is clear, what principally remains is to care about applications.

Nevertheless, what could happen if we consider “philosophy” not in its gen-
eral sense of “way of thinking” but in the sense of the philosophical thought, 
developed from the ancient Greek to our days? !e whole history of Philosophy 
– we can use the capital to distinguish from the term used as generic expres-
sion – deals with the problem of injustice, particularly from the perspective of 
the arising of “evil”. !e relation between “good” and “evil” is central in justice 
issues, but how deep is it explored?

If we simply consider the basis of the restorative approach, we can easi-
ly understand how a dialogue with the moral and anthropological tradition in 
Philosophy could be important exactly to deepen the paradigm and to broaden 
its strength.

Every kind of wrongdoing evocates a context in which all the actors are in-
volved in an experience of evil, and a restorative approach ultimately suggests 
that taking care of the situation should mean to increase the good where it lacks 
and shows, at the same time, that in:icting new forms of evil to people who 
acted evilly is not an e@ective strategy to manage wrongdoing.

In this perspective, it immediately appears that the context where the re-
storative approach applies, the context of relationships marked by evil, is not 
simply the one of public administration of justice, but it appears to be the hu-
5? See for example the de"nition included in the United Nations document ECOSOC 2002/12, Basic 
Principles on the Use of Restorative Justice Programs in Criminal Ma"ers: «“Restorative process” 
means any process in which the victim and the o'ender, and, where appropriate, any other individ-
uals or community members a'ected by a crime, participate together actively in the resolution of 
ma"ers arising from the crime, generally with the help of a facilitator. Restorative processes may 
include mediation, conciliation, conferencing and sentencing circles».
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man condition in itself.
Moreover, the great anthropological and moral issue of the ancients was not 

the question “why do we act evil?”, but the ordinary fact that in most occasions 
we act evil exactly when we are trying to answer to the evil that a@ects us, 
when we are trying to “put things right” as Howard Zehr says.

Augustin of Hippo elaborated for example the well-known concept of “orig-
inal sin” meditating on human condition and on the third chapter of the book 
of Genesis.

!is concept tries to take in account exactly the fact that when we act re-
sponding to evil, we are always already a@ected by experiences of evil, and this 
sort of moral burden that everyone carries within him or herself inclines us 
towards retribution. According to !omas Aquinas, “pena” means “every kind of 
deprivation that not allow to act something good”6 and in that sense is clear that 
the passive experience of evil – the experience of being a victim – a@ects exactly 
the capability of responding to evil in a non-destructive way.

Being passively involved in wrongdoings, we are inclined to answer to evil 
that a@ects us by introducing new evil, becoming active in this transmission, 
if we do not pay the necessary a%ention. We are inside a sort of chain, and the 
problem is exactly how can we break this chain, and which is the point we have 
to force to interrupt the transmission of evil.

Moreover, we have to notice that this chain is not so linear in its develop-
ment. As René Girard demonstrated7, evil and violence are not predictable in 
their lines of transmission. We are acting in a retributive way not only when we 
ask, as victims, to in:ict, "rst of all, severe punishment to perpetrators, or when 
in ordinary life we adopt the perspective “eye for an eye”. According to the les-
son of René Girard, we act in a retributive way even when we dump the evil we 
su@ered on other people, who have nothing to do with facts that made us su@er.

For example, when I come back to home very tired and, let us say, I have 
strongly argued with my colleagues, and I "nd chaos at home and the "rst thing 
I do is to scold my daughters and my son, I then act exactly in a retributive way: 
I transmit to my family an amount of the evil that was charged to me in a totally 
di@erent context.

Retributive approach and restorative approach are not two equally balanced 
possibilities in answering to evil. Retributive approach remains stronger insofar 
as we do not "nd how to break the chain that connects su@ering and perpetrat-
ing evil. !is is, for example, an anthropological and moral issue that should be 
very relevant for the “theory” of Restorative Justice. We can also notice that this 
problem a@ects potentially all our relationships. Every time and everywhere 

6? !omas Aquinas, De Malo, q. 1, a. 4, res.
7? See principally R. Girard, La violence et le sacré, Éditions Bernard Grasset, Paris 1972.
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evil touches our life, we are immediately ready to expand the chain e@ect, if we 
do not "nd a way to be aware of this dynamic and to contrast it. If retribution 
and restoration are two di@erent ways in answering to evil that a@ects our lives, 
we also have to observe that we have the most concrete possibility to break the 
chain exactly when we feel as victims. In every situation in which we have to 
decide how to react to an action that we feel o@ensive, we are concretely chal-
lenged, inside ourselves, to react to the inclination of retribution. And those are 
the situations that reveal us how strong or weak is our moral power to adopt a 
restorative approach.

From a moral point of view is quite easy to recognize that Restorative Jus-
tice concerns our ordinary life, the management of ordinary con:icts, and in 
that sense is a paradigm of living and not only an alternative way of managing 
crime within judicial systems. Some experiences of humanistic mediation con-
"rm this view. What does happen when restoration in a deep sense succeeds? 
People involved in criminal facts recognize humanity in each other. !e labels 
of “enemies” and “monsters” leave place to real su@ering faces. Anonymous 
social functions, impersonal presences, or social rules leave place to real in-
jured people. In some way, what happens through mediation is the discovering 
of common humanity su@ering from evil and the drama of remaining without 
power to break the chain. Criminal facts, always considering things from an 
anthropological point of view, are points in which perpetrators have lost both 
the awareness of the dramatic chain of retribution and the power, as victims of 
evil, to react in a di@erent way. !is sort of topics could be explored through a 
deeper dialogue between Restorative Justice and Philosophy and this dialogue 
could reveal the restorative approach as a social innovation path, as a perspec-
tive that – as Howard Zehr says – shows a di@erent way of living and solving 
ordinary life con:icts, also, beyond criminal justice systems.

As far as restorative approach takes fairly into account the human condi-
tion, it reaches – particularly thanks to the practices of humanistic mediation 
– the great result of rebuilding into people the power to break the chain of evil. 
Moreover, as a way of thinking, it shows to be a perspective that can also en-
lighten every sort of social initiative that arises as an answer to di@erent kinds 
of evil.

In that sense a restorative approach to social innovation could also mean a 
speci"c moral awareness: every time we introduce something new (a new social 
solution, new technologies applied to services, a new way to organize people’s 
work…) to solve problems or to “put things right”, "rst, we have always to pay 
a%ention to the dynamic of the evil chain, and particularly to its less predictable 
ways of reproducing experiences of deprivation and su@ering; every change, 
despite the best intentions, could produce losses or damages; second, we have 
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always to consider how an innovation could sustain or rebuild the power of the 
people to choose a restorative reaction to evil instead of a retributive one.

!is point of view represents the research program of the group of scholars 
of the University of Padua, that organized the international conference Social 
Innovation and Restorative Approach with the aim to introduce anthropological 
and moral perspective in the fascinating "eld of Restorative Justice studies.

3. %e Reach of a Con&ict. Restorative Justice as Social Innovation

It seems clear how the future of Restorative Justice let us envisage an ex-
pansion of its ordinary subjects. Expanding the area of competence and action 
of Restorative Practices, however, is both a theoretical and practical move. It 
is practical insofar as we have to make possible to share and apply Restorative 
Justice in di@erent ways than usual. It is also theoretical, as we need to focus 
more on the philosophical principles that ground these mediations tools. !e 
development of Restorative Justice along these lines is guided by well-estab-
lished belief: practice without a strong theoretical background can be misguid-
ed and theory without a reference to practice is empty. As moral philosophers, 
we think we can contribute to this development in virtue of a millennial tradi-
tion of conceptual and theoretical research on concepts that Restorative Justice 
considers of primary relevance. !e philosophy of Restorative Justice, however, 
has been generally overlooked (at least as an explicit standalone subject). In is 
important to remind that, as underlined above, the word “philosophy” can have 
at least two understandings. On the one hand, we could understand “philoso-
phy” as a general term that refers to any a%empt to identify the aims and the 
scope of a practice. In this regard, the debate on Restorative Justice has seen 
some interesting works8. On the other hand, “philosophy” could refer to the 
speci"c subject that has characterized the intellectual inquiry of human beings 
for over two millenniums and half. In the recent years, we have seen an increas-
ing spreading of Restorative Practices (and hopefully this will soon be the case 
in Italy as well), but how about the theoretical work that grounds and sustains 
these practices? I recall Jonathan Doak and his re:ection on the relationship 
between RJ theory and practice9. One of his claims has particularly struck me as 
I still remember it very well: “Restorative Justice Practices have outpaced theory”. 
!eories of Restorative Justice, Doak claimed, have not moved fast enough so as 
to deepen our understanding on why and how Restorative Practices work. !e 
second, more technical, understanding of philosophy can become very handful 

8? !e works of Howard Zehr, for example, are considered the most fruitful example of this sort of 
grounding investigation on Restorative Justice. 
9? As all the other active participants of the EFRJ 2018 International Conference in Tirana do.
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to guide the sort of practical and theoretical expansion that Restorative Practic-
es are ideally going through. Restorative Justice Practices deal with many theo-
retical concepts. Restoration, Forgiveness, Responsibility, Punishment, Agency 
are all concepts that have been addressed by the philosophical tradition. Sur-
prisingly, the Philosophy of Restorative Justice appears to be a quite unexplored 
area of theoretical knowledge. We suggest that bridging the gap between theory 
and practice means drawing from the philosophical tradition all the conceptual 
analysis that can support the existing practices of resolution of the con:ict.

A second more general question, then, arises: how can Restorative Justice be 
linked to Social Innovation? To (brie:y) answer to this question I think we need 
to expand the scope of RJ outside the "eld of con:ict management as intended 
by judicial systems. !is is possible if we highlight how RJ practices are typi-
cally focused on the reestablishment of damaged relationships. However, this 
relational damage is not an exclusive of con:icts that have led to formal judge-
ment and have been assigned a punishment by a code of law. A wide range of 
con:icts that produce a similar relational stress (even if with di@erent degrees) 
characterizes our everyday working and domestic lives. Claiming that the di-
mension of con:ict is wider than Penal Justice means to realize how relational 
con:ict characterizes many "elds of human life. Accordingly, all these cases 
would bene"t from Restorative Practices and its guiding principles. 

Before moving on and analyze how all this is relevant for Social Innovation, 
I want to focus on con:icts10. Take a broad de"nition of con:ict such us the 
following:

A con&ict is a relationship that has been damaged by the contrast of two (or more) 
parties who hold, in the given situation, opposing values.

Now, understanding a con:ict through the relational damage that comes 
with it allows us to see how deep and wide the dimension of con:ict is. Again, 
we could possibly face damaged relationships in most of the areas of our ev-
eryday life. Moreover, such a conception of con:ict makes us understand how 
much Restorative Justice can be helpful in these regards. !e primary goal of the 
restorative approach is to take care of the relationship between the stakeholders 
by reestablishing a relational equilibrium. To understand this point an analogy 
with the concept of health can be useful. In the healthcare professions, how can 
we consider a speci"c treatment to a patient to be pursuing her health? To an-
swer this question we need to focus on an appropriate conceptual rede"nition 
of health. Does the pursuit of health entail the going back to the pre-patho-

10? I consider con:icts to be at least of two kinds: interpersonal (con:ict between the others and 
me) and intrapersonal (con:icts with myself). I will refer here to con:ict in its interpersonal un-
derstanding.
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logical state? What if such a return to the original state is not possible? Some 
authors suggest that we need to understand health in a di@erent way. Georges 
Canguilhem has suggested a conception of health as the equilibrium of the vital 
functions of the patient11. Accordingly, if going back to the pre-pathological 
state is not possible, we need to aim at new equilibrium that allows the patient 
to live a healthy life. Similarly, Restorative Justice, in dealing with con:icts, is 
aiming at a relational equilibrium between the stakeholders of a given con:ict. 
If necessary, this might lead to a brand new way of relating with the other. In 
these terms, the focus of Restorative Practices remains the possibility of creat-
ing (rather than re-creating) a dimension that allows for a safe relationships of 
the parties involved.  

Following this understanding of Restorative Justice allows us to highlight a 
new possible role of this approach in socially-relevant issues. Social Innovation 
has been de"ned as follows:

“Speci$cally, we de$ne social innovations as new ideas (products, services and models) 
that simultaneously meet social needs and create new social relationships or collabora-
tions. In other words, they are innovations that are both good for society and enhance 
society’s capacity to act” 12

!e creation of new social relationships is an explicit goal of Social Inno-
vation. Given the ability of Restorative Justice in creating new relationships, 
we understand how much a valuable tool it can be. Nevertheless, this move re-
quires an innovative use of Restorative Practices. We need to expand the reach 
of the guiding principles of Restorative Justice even beyond its regular "elds 
of application, in deep connection with our everyday lives. Di@erently from a 
common perception of the word “innovation”, such an innovation on the use of 
Restorative Justice is not a technological one. Social Innovation, broadly con-
ceived as the enhancement of the wellbeing of a community through the im-
provement of its working and living places, services and educational processes, 
deserves a similar a%ention. Restorative Justice, by taking care of the relational 
equilibrium of related parties, appears to be a valuable tool that aims at the im-
provement of our living conditions. Again, if we want to consider Restorative 
Justice guiding principles as socially innovating, we need to expand the reach of 
Restorative Practices beyond the sphere of penal justice. Con:ict management 
is a much wider "eld, and we believe that Restorative Justice will provide us the 
proper tools to dig into this unexplored ground.

11? See Canguilhem G., %e Normal and %e Pathological, Zone Books, 1991 [1966].
12? Murray R., Caulier-Grice J., Mulgan G., %e Open Book of Social Innovation, !e Young Foun-
dation, 2010, p.3.
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4. Presentation of this volume13

!is volume includes a selection of papers that have been presented at the 
international conference Restorative Approach and Social Innovation: From %e-
oretical Grounds to Sustainable Practices held at the University of Padova the 
7th - 8th November, 2018. !is event has involved more than one hundred par-
ticipants in the discussion of how we can expand the reach of Restorative Prac-
tices. !e keynote speakers (that featured Howard Zehr, Brunilda Pali and Ivo 
Aertsen) introduced a series of questions that have been analyzed in di@erent 
panels. !ese sessions have dealt with issues that ranged from the theoretical 
aspects to the more practical challenges of Restorative Justice. 

!is volume o@ers a good sample of the variety and the quality of the pa-
pers presented at the conference. We are proud to start with an essay that sum-
marizes Howard Zehr’s opening speech. Zehr has been invited November, 6th 
2018 at the annual Jacques Maritain Lecture in Trieste. !e following days he 
was invited speaker and participant at the International conference held at the 
University of Padova. !e original paper presented here introduces his thoughts 
on the relationship between the Restorative Approach and Social Innovation.

Lucille Rivin, in her essay Restorative Justice: a Strategy for Disrupting the 
School-to-Prison Pipeline highlights the possibilities that the Restorative Ap-
proach has in the school environment. She claims that practitioners should 
undergo a speci"c Restorative Justice training in order to reintegrate those 
students who risk to drop school following serious cases of con:icts in their 
communities.    

Patrizi, Lepri and Lodi also focus on a possible expansion of the Restorative 
Approach at the community level. RJ, they claim, does not exclusively belong 
to a speci"c context. In order to explain this sort of expansion of the paradigm 
they focus on a study case of Tempio Pausania, the "rst Italian case of a Restor-
ative City.

Ana Pereira, analyzes the concept of de-radicalization in the prison context. 
In her essay, Imagining a Restorative Approach to Individual Reintegration in the 
Context of (de)Radicalization she claims that Restorative guiding principles are 
very much needed if we want to prevent prisoners to undergo a radicalization 
that would a@ect their possibility to be reintegrated in the society.

Another a%empt to expand the reach of Restorative Justice is suggested by 
Elena Militello who tries to highlight the possible role of this paradigm in the 
social dynamics of trust and inclusion with a particular a%ention to hate crimes. 
!ese phenomena, that are increasingly a@ecting our societies, seems to be han-

13? !is publication has been funded by Department of Philosophy, Sociology, Pedagogy 
and Applied Psychology (FISPPA) of the University of Padova and Area Science Park.
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dled more e@ectively according to the Restorative Pricniples.
Chiara Perini, with her article entitled Restorative Justice within Italian 

Criminal Law: Another Step Beyond Retributive Justice, analyzes the Italian penal 
system and reminds us that we still need to work on the theoretical background 
that grounds the relationship between Restorative Justice and Retributive Jus-
tice. !e two models of Justice should be considered to be compatible, while 
neither of them should be considered exclusive.

Ma%evi, Arieti and Holzner, drawing from the experience of the Restor-
ative Justice center of the Autonomous Region Trentino-Alto Adige / Südtirol, 
highlight the limits and the possible development of Italian probation. !e le-
gal framework is a crucial point when it comes to this alternative approach to 
Justice. !e second part of this essay focuses on the most signi"cant cases of 
Restorative Practices in light of future development of the legislation. 

Maria Beatrice Magro introduces, in an explorative paper, possible insights 
from the neuroscienti"c point of view. !is kind of research, she suggests, 
would allow us to dig deeper into the victim and o@ender psychology in order 
to understand new aspects of the con:ict management process. 

A similar path from practical needs to theoretical implementation is the one 
proposed by Adriana Michilli. In her Using Restorative Justice in Post-Con&ict Societies: %e Case of Bosnia-Her-

zegovina she takes into consideration the case of post-con:ict countries and the 
di@erent ways of dealing with the polarization of con:ict. !is interesting area 
of study, where Transitional Justice combines with Restorative Justice, wants 
to show how Restorative Practices can work along other forms of International 
Justice rather representing an alternative that rules out other forms of con:ict 
transformation.

Analyzing the same study case of Bosnia and Herzegovina Kazic and Cor-
ovic claim that Restorative Justice has witnessed a few decades of introducto-
ry work of the paradigm within the various national Penal Justice Systems. It 
appears helpful, they claim, to see now, a$er all these years, how much these 
practices have been accepted in the community and what their actual usage is.  

We believe, as editors of this volume, that these papers well represent a "rst 
step towards di@erent possible expansion of the Restorative Approach. It is our 
hope to see a further development of Restorative Justice that shows how this 
paradigm can become a useful tool of Social Innovation.
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SULQFLSOHV�DIIHFW�RXU�HYHU\GD\�OLYHV�DQG�LPSURYH�WKH�TXDOLW\�RI�RXU�
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WKH� ����� 5HVWRUDWLYH� -XVWLFH� ,QWHUQDWLRQDO� &RQIHUHQFH� DW� WKH�
8QLYHUVLW\� RI� 3DGRYD� HQWLWOHG� ŏ5HVWRUDWLYH� $SSURDFK� DQG� 6RFLDO�
,QQRYDWLRQ�� )URP� 7KHRUHWLFDO� *URXQGV� WR� 6XVWDLQDEOH� 3UDFWLFHVŐ��
7KH�SUHVHQW� YROXPH�FROOHFWV� VRPH�RI� WKH�EHVW� FRQWULEXWLRQV� IURP�
WKH� HYHQW� DQG� VRPH� RWKHU� ZRUNV� WKDW� WU\� WR� IRFXV� RQ� D� SRVVLEOH�
H[SDQVLRQ�RI�WKH�UHDFK�RI�WKH�5HVWRUDWLYH�$SSURDFK��

ISBN 978-88-6938-161-4

€ 40,00

:LWK� WKH� FRQWULEXWLRQ� RI�� 'DQLHOD� $ULHWL�� 5LDOGD� ÈRURYLÉ�� *LRYDQQL�
*UDQGL��6LPRQH�*ULJROHWWR��.DWMD�+RO]QHU��(QD�.D]LÉ��*LDQ�/XLJL�/HSUL��
(UQHVWR� /RGL�� 0DULD� %HDWULFH� 0DJUR�� (OHQD� 0DWWHYL�� $GULDQD� 0LFKLOOL��
(OHQD�0LOLWHOOR�� 3DWUL]LD�3DWUL]L��$QD�3HUHLUD��&KLDUD�3HULQL�� /XFLOOH�5LYLQ��
+RZDUG�=HKU�


	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_Hlk524568186
	_Hlk523320632
	_GoBack
	_Hlk530169434
	_Hlk4784913
	_Hlk4777321
	_Hlk524557329
	_Hlk524557352
	_Hlk4780169
	_Hlk524558264
	_Hlk524560055
	_Hlk530164424
	_Hlk530166488
	_Hlk530177283
	_Hlk530163944
	_Hlk530169282
	_Hlk530164461
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	Rialda Ćorović
	Authors’ Bio

	Ena Kazić 
	Adriana Michilli
	Restorative Justice Within Legal System of Bosnia and Herzegovina

	Maria Beatrice Magro
	Using Restorative Justice in Post-Conflict Societies: The Case of Bosnia-Herzegovina 

	Daniela Arieti, Katja Holzner 
	Neurosciences and Restorative Justice

	Elena Mattevi 
	Chiara Perini 
	Restorative Justice and Probation: Limits and Unexplored Opportunities – Considerations Based on the Experience of the RJ Center, Autonomous Region Trentino-Alto Adige / Südtirol

	Elena Militello
	Restorative Justice within Italian Criminal Law: Another Step Beyond Retributive Justice (with Some Contradictions)

	Ana Pereira
	Restorative Justice and social conflicts: a focus on the issue of hate incidents

	Patrizia Patrizi, Gian Luigi Lepri, Ernesto Lodi
	Imagining a Restorative Approach to Individual Reintegration in the Context of (de)Radicalization

	Lucille Rivin
	Restoring relationships, community building: from social inclusion to wellbeing

	Howard Zehr
	Restorative Justice: a Strategy for Disrupting the School-to-Prison Pipeline

	Restorative justice beyond crime:
A vision to guide and sustain our lives
	_GoBack

