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apartheid precluded a strict, juridical adjudication of individual guilt and punishideitiher
was a restoration of the apartheid criminal jussiggtem envisionedindeed, in the course of the
hearings, many of those initially regarded as perpetrators were revealed as victims of the
apartheid regimeln South Africa, restorative justice was conceived patato the constructin
of a democratic order, not merely a meliorative practice withirPierhaps the crucial question,
then, is just what is being restored.

Modern Roman Catholic Social Teaching, | believe, offers a rich, yet insufficiently
analyzed framework for intergting restorative justice and tfeemily of practices it inspires in
deliberative democratic polites« RQWHPSRUDU\ SROLWLFDO SKLORVRSK\ W
FKRLFH EHWZHHQ OLEHUDO 3SROLWLFV RI ULJKWVGSDQG FRPP
Modern Catholic social teaching, by contrast, introduces a solidarisic motiiiseits rights by
interpretingthe common good in terms basichuman rightstheethosof rights discourse, that
LV LV XQGHUZULWWHQ E\ WKH VWUXFWXUDO LPSHBWUUDWLYHV K
rights discoursender the rubrics of the common good, | beligreunds restorative justice in
modern Catholic social teachiAga conception thaeflects itsdistinctively religiousgenealogy.
Conceived thus, restorative justice constitutes a fundamental ethical motif running through the
design and critique of sociefV EDVLF VWUXFWXUH D FRQVWLWXWLYH GLI
democracy.

In collaboration with DCCIRP, | would hope éxplore this thesis by (i) analyzing
representative restorative justice programs and their rationale in thgatktiSularlythose
supported by the Roman Catholic Chur@,interpretingthese practices from the perspective of
restorative justiceleveloped irbroaderapproaches to social reconciliatjiang., the TREC(iii)
assegsg the distinctively religious (Christian) imphtions of restorative justice pluralist
democracieswith particular attention to theontributionsof modern Catholic social teaching.

Methodology:

| will draw upon sociascientific analyse of restorative practices, attendingnoat
Amartya Sen decribes as the evaluatiierpretationghat underlie thefa What are the
SUHYDLOLQJ HWKLFDO UDWLRQDOHYV LPSOLHG E\ HPHUJLQJ U
the broader politics of modern, liberal democracies? (In the restorative justice section of the
Catholic Theological Society of America cantion in 2009, | offered an initial sketch of
differing liberal, communitarian, and Roman Catholic approaches to restorative justice as it
pertained to the incarceration and depataof undocumented migrants.) Finallyyould offer
acritical, rightsbased ethical assessmgmunded in modern Catholic social teaching.

Background:
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attended hearings of the Truth Commission. | have subsequently spoken and published several
articles on the legguridical, ethical, and religious implications of sociatonciliation;and
regularly teach a eowse devoted to reconciliation and restorative justitih Prof. Stephen
Pope ofBostonCollege, | initiated the restorative justice section of the CTBastorally, | have
served for the past nine years as Roman Catholic ccpf R WKH HGHUDO :RPHQTYV 3
Dublin, California, where the majorityf the inmates arpoor, Hispanic/Latina migrants. | have
collaborated with the California Bishops Conference in planning a regional conference on
restorative justicen 2009, and am currently athair of the program committee for a national
conference on restorative justice to be held this sumn&ardt ClardJniversity. | likewise
serve on restorative justice commission of@adifornia JesuitProvince. In several tkks and
academic papers, | have, moreowenght to address the critical question of the role of religious
belief in modern, pluralist polities. A forthcoming contributionTteeological Studiedevelops
maxims for applying Church teaching to contested issues in bioethics.

Academic Contributions

Although the U.S. Conference GhtholicBishopshasadopted a restorative rationatlee
legal, ethical, and theological implications of restorajisgtice for a pluralist democracy have
yet to be systematically exploré@m the perspective of modern Catholic social teachifvg |
noted above, restorative justice is often seen as an alternative to more strictly retributive
practices in the criminal justice system. Victim/offender mediation, sentencing ciettes,
typically presume a clear delineation of victim and offendét some proponents of restorative
justicehave recognized the limits of such assumptipnsferring to s
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membership, but the formal rule of abstract right/{amwhich distinctive religious appeal is
strictly limited).



