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 THE MASCULINE SOCIOLOGY OF PRISON ESCAPES AND INMATE RECAPTURE 

EXPLORING THE DISCURSIVE REPRESENTATION OF PRISON ESCAPES IN SCOTLAND, c. 
1941-1978 

 

 ‘I have been very worried and depressed lately over my wife and after a conversation 
with Roberts, who is also upset about his having to face further serious military 
charges, we decided to try to get away. We let no other prisoners into the scheme.’  
(Prisoner Galloway).1 

 

Abstract 

This paper theorises historical prison escapes by male prisoners from Scottish prisons, arguing 
that they represent a form of hegemonic masculinity. That dominant masculinity parallels 
recapture narratives constructed by the official masculinity associated with military service 
and its transfer to the prison ethos. Manly soldiering cultivated in prison officers with previous 
military service suited them to security duties. Violence, cunning, determination and 
athleticism is reflected in the escape bids, and human needs. These escapes occurred before 
electronic technology secured prison estates, so the strength and vigilance of the prison 
officers was essential. The sociology of escapes and the prison community literature 
underpins the paper’s narrative analysis. It is concluded that escape data offers opportunities 
to understand the material nature of escape processes, and the representation of masculinity 
as reflected through accounts of technologies implemented in escapes, as well as to how the 
state represents prison escapes. By connecting masculinity to prison escape processes, a 
conceptual bridge is created between prison culture and concepts of masculinity. The latter, 
it is argued, are represented in narrative depictions of escapes. Escape narratives teach us 
about material forms of legal violence and embrace a tacit recognition of heterosexual 
manliness.  

Key words: culture, escape, masculinity, prison, violence.  
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HISTORICAL ORIENTATION 

The empirical focus of this article contributes to our emerging knowledge of the field of 
escapes. Giles Chantraine (2013) argues that prison is a political system not unlike a tyrannical 
regime, shaped by socio-historical factors that are punctuated by violent forces starting ‘from 
nothing’. It imposes upon inmates a legal despotism, a bureaucratically prescriptive order of 
life. Resistance to the naturalisation of this tyranny over others is explored in this article which 
attempts, through critical discourse analysis, to uncover power relations. The study presented 
is based upon prison escape files compiled by the British state and now open to the public, 
having previously been classified. The files are archived by the National Records of Scotland, 
Edinburgh. The source analysis utilises scholarship on historical methods and critical discourse 
analysis (Howell and Prevenier 2001; Cameron and Panovic 2014; Van Leeuwen 2008). Critical 
discourse analysis (CDA) foregrounds the social, cultural and political dimensions of discourse. 
Discourse, in this vein, shapes our understanding of reality and is integral to power and 
control (Cameron and Panovic 2014: 2).   

So, discourses shape our constructions of the world, creating a climate where we perceive 
things in a certain light. Some argue this analysis is an intervention to support the oppressed 
and that the objectivity that official discourses annex lacks neutrality, constructing a self-
serving political reality. From a ‘critical’ perspective the research question is: how do the 
prison escape texts assemble the nature of the escapes and how might that connect with the 
ideological motivations of the producer of the narrative? Approached in this way, discourse 
is seen as the re-contextualisation and apparent neutralisation of social practices (Van 
Leeuwen 2008). Dealing with matters of spatial transitions, escape accounts represent space 
and bodies undergoing transitions from incarceration to liberation. Through behavioural 
descriptions of escapes, it is argued in this paper, prison officers, and escaping prisoners, 
manifest forms of a distinctive yet overlapping hegemonic masculinity. The data set permits 
access to the official narrative ‘voice’. 

 Rather than stigmatising escapees as a uniquely different minority it is argued that it is 
misleading to separate their legally different hegemonic masculinity dichotomously from 
their captors. The formation of prison officers in the military also constructs a hegemonic 
masculinity oriented, in their case, to legal violence and displays of manliness against 
enemies.  Coyle (1991) describes how the social backgrounds of prisoners and officers overlap 
in socio-economic deprivation, and male gender.   

The official texts that are foundational to this empirical study were analysed through CDA and 
developed into an academic paper over a period of three years between 2014-17 in the 
National Record of Scotland’s (NRS) Historical Research Room, Edinburgh.2 A historical 
context in the first part of the article uses primary, and secondary sources. This material is 
important because it identifies the contexts from which some prisoners decide to flee. The 
paper’s focus is Scottish prison escape data of adult male prisoners from five prisons between 
the years 1941 and 1978, the archive holds prison escape files only for this period. A key 
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methodological issue affecting this area of research lies in the highly sensitive nature of the 
subject matter. Due to distance in time the reasons why these files were archived, and not 
others, and why they hold a particular content cannot be verified. The choice of a historical 
methodology allowed access to prison escape data which contains the names of prisoners 
and staff; once a period of 30 years data protection (‘closure’) has elapsed these files become 
available to researchers.3 Gaining access to conduct any research in custodial institutions is 
still notoriously difficult (Haddow 2013). The project aimed to contribute to academic 
research knowledge in history, criminology and sociology. The gap it aspires to fill lies at the 
intersections of these disciplines. Prison escapes are considered as multi-layered in meaning; 
it is proposed that masculinity is likely to be one factor involved in prison escapes, and it re-
enters the escape phenomenon through the de-briefing frame compiled by prison authorities 
during interrogations post-escape. 

For Foucault (1977) the prison is the perfect “disciplinary apparatus” developed by 
Enlightenment reformers to provide a panoptic gaze, allowing officers to keep prisoners 
under continuous observation. The effects of this panoptic gaze are exposed in the current 
article which engages with the materiality of escaping from the violence of this surveillance. 
Except for a recently published edited collection the phenomenon of prison escapes has 
evaded sociological engagement (Martin and Chantraine 2018). Tables 1-3 illustrate the scope 
of the data set which includes several preserved narratives presented later in the article. 
Prisoner Galloway’s ‘voice’ underscores that, even if he had avoided re-capture, he would 
have found himself in a more personal entrapment (Bandyopadhyay 2018). The mental health 
of prisoners was a concern of prison Scottish authorities and gained more recognition as the 
social workers and psychiatrists integrated their expertise with prison authorities (Scottish 
Home and Health Department 1967).  

Escapes arguably enact a cultural script of masculinity evident in theorisation of the prison 
community as well as the violence profile of inmate criminal offending in the history of 
Scottish prisons. Haddow (2013) has demonstrated in the contemporary Scottish prison 
setting how violence is driven by a type of masculine identity.  It will be argued that elements 
of masculinity emerge from the construction of these texts. Masculinity is produced in the 
‘partnership’ between the prison officers and inmates during interchanges around processes 
of escape, their presentation and elucidation. Coyle (1991) expressed surprise at the high 
percentage of Scottish prison officers with prior experience in the British military, a finding 
replicated internationally (Braggins and Talbot 2005; Souter and Williams 1985). In 1959 
prison officers who were former military employees gave as their main reason for joining the 
prison service the extension of service experience and security (Braggins and Talbot 2005: 
15). Many would have enjoyed working with and supporting inmates, some of whom they 
may even have met in the military. In the following image dated 5 April 1951 we see prisoners 
working within Saughton (Edinburgh) Prison learning new skills whilst overseen by officers 
and observed by the Governor and a visiting official.4 Whilst this culture of physical labour 
might forge trust between inmates and officers as a context, as the escape data suggests, it 
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offered settled opportunities to inmates to access precious materials for enabling escaping 
attempts. The panoptic gaze had limits.    

Figure 1 

Prisoners at work under training scheme – 1951 

 

© The Scotsman Publications Ltd. Licensor www.scran.ac.uk.  

A dominant hegemonic of heterosexuality is played out in Prisoner Galloway’s escape 
account. Emotions are validated as manly because their object of longing is a woman. Prison 
Galloway’s reference to “military charges” would reinforce his masculine ‘accomplishment’ 
and be understood by the prison official (Duncanson 2015). The characteristics of military 
masculinity include aggression, courage and endurance, cultivated during basic military 
training. In many societies the biological male reaches the status of a man following his 
military service (Burland 2009; Duncanson 2007). To confine this masculinity, or its civilian 
equivalent, against its will, however legally, risks opposition. Prisoner Galloway served in the 
military, as did prisoners Foucault and Sebire (Table 2). Godfrey (2008: 203) argues the 
military is a gendering organisation with wider discursive effects “on the lived experience of 
masculinity”. Many of the prison escapes discussed in this article took place during the period 
of the Second World War suggestive of a validation of Godfrey’s (2008) discursive impact 
claim. Johnny Ramensky (1905-1972), for example, a Scottish career criminal with expertise 
in explosives, was recruited into the commandos during the War after his first prison term 

https://www.scran.ac.uk/database/image.php?usi=000-000-043-382-R&cusi=000-000-043-382&scache=5tfoq4cqie&searchdb=scran
https://www.scran.ac.uk/database/image.php?usi=000-000-043-382-R&cusi=000-000-043-382&scache=5tfoq4cqie&searchdb=scran
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release. He conducted sabotage mission In Europe and was reputed to be the first to escape 
from Peterhead prison.5  

Previous research on prison escapes in the US and Canada found younger inmates are more 
escape-prone; the significance of physical fitness is self-evident (Culp 2005: 272). High profile 
British prison escapes, such as those of the ‘Great Train Robbers’ and the spy George Blake, 
highlight physicality, cunning, risk-taking, violence and external support networks. George 
Blake’s escape from London’s Wormwood Scrubs Prison in the 1960s succeeded due to the 
cover offered by the density of London’s streets and population allowing him a “rapid get-
away after scaling the wall”, and inadequate numbers of prison officers allowed him to slip 
away in the evening during ‘free association’ when he kicked out the previously-weakened 
iron frame of a main window, while the rope ladder thrown over the wall by his associates 
was invisible to patrolling guards due to poor weather conditions (Mountbatten 1966). 

The first principle of legal confinement is security, which exists to prevent inmates from 
escaping (Culp 2005: 270; Culp & Bracco 2005). Preventing prison escape has challenged the 
British penal establishment (Kemp 1996) despite the laws and policies that exist to punish and 
deter escapees (Peterson 2015). Escapes are an area of serious state concern as they impact 
the effectiveness of prisons, criminal justice, and community safety. It is important to limit 
knowledge of how escapes occur, their location and who conducted them, otherwise the 
state’s capacity to incarcerate securely becomes unnecessarily vulnerable. Table 1 
summarises prison escapes for 1941-78, listing each prisoner’s age, sentence length and 
location of escape. Due to the limited data preserved the variables in Table 1 are illustrated 
in Table 2 and 3 only for Perth and Edinburgh prisons, the prisons for which official escape 
narratives have been preserved.  

Overview: Scottish prison escapes 

TABLE 1 OVERVIEW: 1941-78 (N=83) 

Prison Period Average Age 
of prisoner 

Tariff  Escape: from 
inside prison 

Escape: from 
outside prison 

Greenock 1941-47 20 6-36 months 2 7 

Barlinnie 1942-78 24 5 months-5.8 
years 

11 10 

Perth 1944-46 22 2 years - life 9 1 

Peterhead 1945-61 20 NA 10 26 

Edinburgh 1961-62 30 18-36 months 5 2 
 

    Total: 37 Total: 46 

Escapes occurred both from within the five prisons, and, with more frequency, from outside 
its walls, while prisoners were on officially escorted expeditions. Tables 2 and 3 give brief 
descriptions, collated from the source files, of the methods of escape from HMP Perth, 
Scotland’s general prison for more serious offenders, which was previously a military prison 
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during the European war against Napoleon., and Edinburgh prison, which was constructed in 
the late nineteenth century. The data illustrate the intense physicality required to escape by 
these young men convicted of diverse crimes foregrounding a muscular masculinity involved 
in the violence deployed to destroy hard barriers or physical prowess to win liberation; in two 
cases violence was used to overpower prison officers by inmates committed to life sentences. 
The absence of data in several of the tables reflects that it was not recorded in the escape 
files or retained. Analysis of narrative accounts relating to Perth and Edinburgh prison 
escapes, compiled after the re-capture of inmates, follows later in this article.  

TABLE 2: HMP PERTH 1944-46 (N=9) 

NRS Archive File Prisoner Age Criminal Offence & 
Sentence 

Escape date Nature of Escape 

HH57/1016 Foucault 
 

28 Military Desertion 19/2/45 Through roof light 

HH57/1016 Henderson 24 Theft  
 2 years 

1/12/44 Forced open door 
and climbed wall 

       HH57/1016 Crichton 23 Theft, fire-raising, 
assault 

19/5/42 Escaped from field 
party 

HH57/1016 McArthur NA Theft  
2 years 

6/12/44 Managed to break 
out with tool 

HH57/1016 Hancock NA NA 22/1/46 Removed ventilator 
railings in cell 

HH57/1016 Mackey 17 3 years 24/1/46 Removed ventilator 
grating in and out 
cell 

HH57/1016 McDonald 25 HM Pleasure 
Murder 

24/6/45 Used tools to 
remove screws and 
overpowered 
officers 

HH57/1016 Ball 18 HM Pleasure 
Theft 

24/6/45 Used tools to 
remove screws and 
overpowered 
officers 

HH57/1016 Sebire 20 3 years 
Military Desertion   

19/2/45 Through roof light 

 

                                      TABLE 3: HMP EDINBURGH: 1960-63 (N=7) 

NRS Archive File Prisoner Age Criminal Offence & 
Sentence 

Escape date Nature of Escape 

HH57/1008 Shields NA NA 21/11/61 Hacksaw cell 
windows 

HH57/1008 Logan NA NA 21/11/61 Hacksaw cell 
windows 

         HH57/1007 Sutherland 41 Theft  
18th months 

21/6/61 Escaped from 
Gardening Work 
party 

HH57/1009 Macpherson 34 NA 12/3/62 Removing roof light 
section 

        HH57/1006            Brennan                 25 Fraud 16/12/60 Sawed through 
window bars 

HH57/1010 Wilson 24 Robbery 
 3 years 

14/3/62 Forced open 
joiner’s door and 
climbed fence 

HH57/1011 Burnside 34 NA 8/4/63 Escaped from 
building site 
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CAPTIVITY IN THE SCOTTISH PRISON 

In Scottish prisons ninety-seven percent of prisoners and a similar proportion of staff are male 
(Coyle 1991:10). They are closed and secretive worlds. According to Coyle (1991), a former 
prison governor in Scotland, the Scottish prison system evolved through three phases: firstly, 
centralisation occurred during the period 1835-1877 under William Breber, the father of the 
Scottish prison Service and governor of two prisons, whose philosophy of ensuring prisoners 
did not deteriorate mentally or physically led to mandatory work and the provision of 
education for inmates (Coyle 1991: 38). The Prisons Act 1835 imposed a uniform system that 
stratified and separated prisoners into categories, such as Star Class which included those 
with no criminal history. That Act established the General Prison at Perth and set uniform 
Prison Rules (General Board of Prisons 1869; Historic Environment Scotland 2015). During the 
second period, 1877-1929, when the Prison Commission consolidated earlier reforms, the 
Elgin Report described an increasing prison population with many convictions for petty drink 
related offences (Prison Commissioners for Scotland 1877). The key purpose of the Prison was 
“secure custody” (Coyle 1991: 18) and rehabilitation was a secondary aim. The twentieth 
century prison was foreshadowed in the Prison Act 1898 which abolished pointless forms of 
labour, introduced less solitary confinement, more books and education. Thirdly, between 
1929 and 1991 the administration of the prison system shifted from its location in criminal 
justice to within the civil service, and ideas of rehabilitation became more significant.  

A militaristic regimentation was still evident in the descriptions of routine and punishments 
in the mid-twentieth century. An account of a prisoner’s daily routine in 1950 is as follows: 

‘He is roused at 7 o’clock in the morning and his first duty is to “slop out” … The prisoner is 
served breakfast and is again locked in his cell so that the prison staff may return to their 
quarters for their morning meal.’ (House of Commons 1950-51: 9). 

As this extract illuminates, the inmate has become an object which is moved through a daily 
processing routine. At 8.30am prisoners are “marched off to the workshop”, then at 11.30am 
they are “marched back” to the cell for mid-day meal. They are returned to the workshop at 
1.30pm, then have 30 minutes exercise before 4.30pm when they are returned to the cell and 
served with a meal and a mug of cocoa at 7pm, remaining locked up until the following 
morning. It was noted that the “only disturbing feature is that there has been a fairly sharp 
rise in the number of assaults on officers and fellow prisoners” (1950-51: 13). Corporal 
punishment, without legal representations for the prisoner despite its severity, was used “for 
the graver offences” to safeguard officers “against savage acts of violence” (1950-51: 29). 

During the 1960s increasing numbers of convictions led to more punitive prisons, longer 
sentences, over-crowding, less education and dilapidated internal conditions (Historical 
Scotland 2015). In 1961 the Prisons in Scotland Report recorded 5,472 offences for that year, 
classified as: “Violence” (438), “Sexual” (208), “Housebreaking” (2071), “Theft” (1842) and, 
iconic of aggression, “Breach of the Peace” (2540) (Scottish Home and Health 1961). 



8 
 

The 1961 Report states that: 

‘The fundamental reason why prisoners should work was that every person should make the 
best contribution he could to the community; suitable work, if properly organised, was a most 
valuable part of a prisoner’s training.’   

In 1967 the prison population was 3,959 and over-crowding was a serious problem (Scottish 
Home and Health 1967). Single cells frequently housed three prisoners. Barlinnie Prison had 
a capacity for 950 prisoners, but it housed 1,500 inmates. Crimes against property, Breach of 
the Peace and violent crimes represented the more common convictions. Many inmates 
arrived with fracture injuries, personality disorders and some had attempted suicide prior to 
incarceration. Alcoholism and relationship difficulties are highlighted in the 1967 Report.  

The Scottish Home and Health Department’s 1971 Report Prisons in Scotland noted the 
exceptionalism of the size of Scotland’s prison population: “two out of every 1000 of the 
whole male population of Scotland are now in custody …at any one time. This is higher than 
in most other Western countries” (1971: 1); between 1964-1971 the number of prisoners of 
both sexes rose from 3,250 to 5,338. Overcrowding was recognised as a problem - “many 
inmates had to sleep two or three to a cell …designed for occupation by one person” – but 
the authorities argued that in “many cases” this was advantageous, helping “to relieve 
tensions engendered by captivity” (1971: 2).   

Crimes of violence and Breach of the Peace continued to rank high in inmate convictions. In 
1976 fourteen males escaped, five from inside, two failed to return from home leave, two 
from training, one absconded from a working party, two during escorted home leave and two 
whilst attending hospital under escort. Over the period 1929-1976 an average of ten inmates 
escaped annually. In 1976 at Perth Prison, to improve the security area, lighting was 
established inside the inner wall, and in other Scottish prisons telecommunications were 
established. The 1977 Scottish Home and Health report on prisons described punishments 
within prison for a total of 4,991 offences, of which 1,342 were for “Disobedience and refusal 
to work”, 657 for “Bad or indecent language and disrespect”, 140 for “Assault”, 713 for 
“Committing any nuisance”, 431 for “Having, giving or receiving forbidden articles”, and 316 
for “Damage to property”.  

A SEMIOTIC OF PRISON ESCAPES 

Martin and Chantraine (2018: 2) argue prisons are situated within a socio-political and spatial 
fabric with the purpose of containing an internal enemy, the inmate. The prevention of 
escape, they claim, is the “raison d’etre of prison”. Escapes challenge the anti-escape design 
of prisons and the extent of the state’s power of citizens judged not to conform. Material and 
symbolic violence is deployed against inmates who in turn demonstrate resistance to 
emasculation imposed by the “pains of imprisonment” as Gresham Sykes (1958) argues. 
Escapes disrupt a bureaucratic order whose masculine province in the Scottish context takes 
the form of a militaristic zeitgeist noted in the citation above (Historic Environment Scotland 
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2015). Many former governors and inspectors of Scottish prisons had previously held 
leadership roles in the British military.  The legal violence, a core part of the military trade 
craft confronts, within the prison regime, the dynamic of an ‘enemy’ harbouring a violent 
hegemonic masculinity with which it is in constant struggle.  

Bandyopadhyay (2018) argues in his contemporary ethnographic study of escapes in India 
that the escapes illuminate governance, resistance and institutional boundaries. Santorso 
(2018) proposes escapes are psychologically significant as they offer the opportunity to boost 
self-belief and agency giving purpose to a prisoner’s confined identity. Others he studied 
experienced prison life as a relative haven from a harsher world on the outside and were less 
defined by the “pains of imprisonment”. The act of escaping he hypothesis “transports the 
prisoner into a new and radically different everyday” (2018: 52). Besides the breach of trust 
with the prison authorities the process and outcome of an escape are inherently uncertain. 
Escape privileges freedom of neo-liberal movement offering the prisoner the chance to re-
work his individual agency and take control from the hegemony of the prison. The very 
architecture of the prison is the material expression of its capacity to utilise engineering 
expertise to thwart any breaks from custody. Perimeter walls, sensors and razor wire 
obstacles symbolise its readiness to hurt those attempting to commit the crime of escaping. 
Escape, then, is a type of relief whose benefits are contingent upon previous lives on the 
outside and how a prisoner re-encounters them during his sentence and after the escape.  

Santorso (2018) proposes we see prison escape as indexing a failure to make those ‘secondary 
adjustments’ to the prisonization process that involve accepting compliance with the regime. 
In this case the inmate constructs his own ontologies of self-worth and control. Escapees, on 
the other hand, harbour “hidden transcripts” that develop ‘off-stage’ beyond the reach of the 
knowledge of prison authorities, hence their aura of secrecy. Hegemonic masculinity in the 
West is associated with aggressiveness, violence and intolerance of emasculating conditions 
that deny agency. The fact that it is typically young men who attempt to escape connects with 
the proposition that resistance to emasculation is more likely in what the military call “fighting 
years”. Escaping from incarceration can also be theorised as being a form of gender 
accomplishment which exploits situationally available resources including materials and 
accomplishments (Connell 1995; Messerschmidt 1993, 2000). As scholars of the sociology of 
prison escape do not theorise it sufficiently with the ideals and pressures of constructions of 
masculinity, the next section is required which also places masculinity within an analysis of 
the studies of prison as a community and therefore a set of relationships.  

HEGEMONIC MASCULINITY AND INCARCERATION  

High profile prisoner escapes are an endorsement of Clemmer’s (1958) analysis of the prison 
as a community porous to society outside. For some men, prison “has become a familiar and 
comfortable space. For others, it is a scary and threatening place” (Comack 2008: 28). Sykes 
(1958) described the “pains of imprisonment” to which prisoners are subject as loss of liberty, 
autonomy, security, goods and services, and hetero-sexual relations. The prison, according to 
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Goffman (1968) is a “total institution” being governed through uniformity, strictly imposed 
rules, and carefully calibrated punishments covering a wide domain of behaviours. John Irwin 
(1985: 2) argues prisoners are “not well integrated into conventional society, they have few 
ties to conventional social networks”, but they do have some ties and those may be 
sufficiently compelling to inspire escapes.  

Duncanson (2015) focus on masculinity in the military theorises army culture in the context 
of contestations about hegemonic masculinity. Her positioning of masculinity into this martial 
framework offers parallels to prison and masculinity. In each social space the concept of a 
hegemonic masculinity resonates. Hegemonic masculinity understands gender as relational 
and dynamic (Connell 1995). Prison escape may be constructed as an ultimate test of the 
inmate’s masculinity. Duncanson (2015) foregrounds strands of masculinity in the military - 
aggression, fitness and strength – which are also valued by prisoners. Heterosexual 
masculinity is prized in both spheres. The Scottish communities from which prison “recruits” 
(Houchin 2005) have, historically, supplied the non-officer class in the British army. In 1916 
two Scottish borstal prisons, Polmont and Barlinnie, liberated on licence 344 fit young male 
volunteers to the army and one to the Navy, at the behest of the Secretary of State for 
Scotland.6 Their ‘escape’ served State interests and allowed a channelling of their masculinity 
into combat. Other scholarship demonstrates the international nature and longevity of the 
military’s utilisation of class, and a martial masculinity in recruitment practices (Conley 2009; 
Brown 2012).   

Clemmer (1940: 301) characterises prison escape through a concept he terms ‘prisonization’, 
an assimilation into prison culture which immunizes inmates from the will to escape.  In this 
analysis an escape demonstrates a dislocation from the social milieu of the prison community. 
Clemmer (1940: 1) argues that although inmates are “walled-in”, this is geographic rather 
than social isolation. Irwin (1970: 86) identifies the importance of the outside in the “prison 
meaning world” in a study “concerned primarily with the socially constructed perspectives, 
realities and moral systems of groups” (Irwin 1970: 5). His analysis of the prison, accepting 
prison as masculine-gendered social space, pushes us to recognise the subjectivity of 
identities: gender is the cultural performance of a sex identity (Butler 1990: 7). According to 
Comack (2008) there is a toxic connection between masculinities and violence within prisons 
which she symbolises through the coinage of the verb ‘prisoning’. 

The designation of the social geography where a cultivation of a protesting masculinity occurs 
is the urban for prison sociologists: the “streets” as Irwin terms it, outside in society, are 
“dominant concerns of time-doers”. This trope of freedom and sociality represents what is 
denied by the “pains of imprisonment” (Irwin 1970), and the extent of that state-sanctioned 
infliction of pain must not be underestimated: Carlen (1994) argues it causes severe 
psychological injury and undermines physical health. According to Irwin, submission to 
incarceration is tantamount to feminization, emasculating of agency. Johanna Bourke’s (2007: 
347) discussion of masculinity references sexual aggressors in prison who evade a feeling of 
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emasculation by retaining physical and sexual prowess. Perhaps, paralleling her thesis, 
attempting to escape allows men to retain core identities. The prison, argues Sim (1994: 101), 
rather than emasculating men as Sykes (1958) famously maintained, is a ‘celebration of 
masculinity’. Considering the shame imprisonment brings on families and communities the 
idea of ‘celebration’ suggests the presence of a localised code of honour in the male social 
circle of a criminal community.  

There is a normative expectation that the demography of males within prison will resort to 
physically assertive violence to accomplish their masculinity especially, if legal avenues are 
remote (West and Zimmerman 1987). Although physical violence against prison officers is not 
a component of all escapes, most entail breaching physically robust impediments. 
‘Engineering’ and enterprise and stamina are required to propel the escaping self, and push 
the material universe out of the way. For Comack (2008), although ‘prisoning’ bruises 
masculine identities, it can also fortify them; risk builds manliness rather than undermining it. 
Brown (2007: 291) found that during the Dartmoor inter-war prison riots armed robbers and 
professional criminals, who sit at the apex of masculine hierarchy in prison, were particularly 
active. Prison culture will afford different opportunities for escape, bringing, as it does, 
privileges related to inmate hierarchies. Frank Mitchell, for example, who escaped from the 
outside working party at Dartmoor Prison in December 1966 was deemed the prison “boss”, 
and with his reputation from a violent criminal history and his muscular build he terrorised 
both officers and prisoners. One officer told the official enquiry into the circumstances of the 
escape: “I know of non-one who would argue with Mitchell on their own” (Mountbatten 
Report 1966: 43). 

Clemmer (1940) suggests that the more tenuous the connection that a prisoner has with 
fellow inmates the higher that prisoner’s escape risk. Attenuated ties to the prison community 
would suggest that, if sentence duration builds ties to the prison community, shorter term 
prisoners, as opposed to those with longer tariffs, are a higher escape risk cohort. Scholars 
working on prison escapes have identified their predictors, which include age and sentence 
length. These dimensions are nuanced by gender, tariff and age, strong predictors of escape 
from prisons as well as high and medium secure special hospitals (Peterson 2015; Moore 
2000; Dolan and Snowden 1994). Young men   with physical prowess belong to the group with 
the highest escape risk. A request by the author to the Ministry of Justice in London 
concerning contemporary prison escapes under Freedom of Information (FOI) legislation 
revealed that for the period 2004-15 thirty escapes occurred from English prisons by young 
men serving mainly sentences of six years or less for various serious offences. The commonest 
methods of escape required physical effort.7 

MASCULINE MENTALITIES IN ESCAPE FORENSICS 

Any prison escape is a threat to the rationale for the existence of imprisonment, so it must be 
subjected to careful analysis, otherwise the vulnerability identified may be exploited by 
others. The contents of some files deposited in the NRS give accounts of escapes and a post-
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escape analysis, others hold hand-drawn maps by prison officers illustrating the escape route. 
The source files are official memoranda written by prison officers at their Governor’s request. 
The prison officers in all five prisons were male, many of them former members of the British 
Armed Forces. Sovereign dominance recurs as a theme in Jefferson’s (2018) qualitative study 
of escapes in contemporary England: a state’s sovereignty, he argues, is revealed through 
escapes as performed and constructed. The recapture of the prisoner extends its hegemonic 
reach into practices of pursuit. The discourse analysis of this section explores processes of the 
discursive representation of social action (Van Leeuwen 2008) in eight separate escape 
discourses.   

HMP PERTH: REFUSALS TO ‘DO TIME’ 

Location - Field Party: Prisoner Crichton 

 

 

 

 

Crichton made his escape from a farm work field-party outside the perimeter wall in the 
company of nine other prisoners, benefitting from an outdoor context beyond the internal 
walls. He tried to conceal his tracks by removing his boots, then scaled a high iron fence at a 
point where it was obscured by vegetation. Escaping, while an act of desperation is, in its 
masculine re-telling, framed as adventure and arduous chase. Risk-taking provides status, 
showing a manliness and self-reliant toughness (David and Brannon 1976).  

The discursive idiom adopted by the Governor removes the humanity and moralising in the 
ideological representation of the escape. It is a “field party” that the prisoner breaks from, 
not the pains of imprisonment and the escapee is identified through his “footprints” in a “type 
of boot”. This prisoner is subject to a discursive exclusion (Van Leeuwen 2008: 1). His socio-
semantic representation casts him as limited to material reference points about objects in 
space: walls, fields, fence, footprints and tracks stand in for this individual. The setting is 
foregrounded. Moral evaluation is eschewed. His purposefulness is restricted to the discourse 
of place, over which the prison continues to exert its power.  

Location – the Boiler-Room: Prisoner Macarthur 

 

 

 

“…the prison break was between 2.25am and 2.55am on 1/12/44 by forcing open the door of the Boiler 

House where he was employed as a night stoker, climbing over the outer wall of the prison by means of a self- 
made ladder…the prisoner got over the outside wall at a place 23 yards south of the office building by placing 
a wooden box at the base of the wall made by pieces of wood together to form one length, with short pieces 
tied together…” 

Memo: Governor to Director 1 December 1944 

“…Escaped from field party at 9.35am…one of 9 inmates…the only mark found on the fence was on a 
bolt nut at the corner where the field fence joins the Garden Wall. Footprints corresponding with the 
type of boots in wear were found opposite the point and indications of a recent track northwards 
outside the Garden Wall…Believed to have escaped by climbing the prison Garden Wall, a ten-foot-high 
iron fence. Used cover of the willows growing in the field… they were collecting vegetables…” 

Memo: Governor to Director 19 May 1942 
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In this extract Prisoner Macarthur, a “night stoker”, draws upon muscle and the cover of 
darkness to take his chance. He was aged twenty-five, with a prison job authorising legitimate 
activity at this hour and the autonomy and strength to design and manufacture escape 
apparatus. Yet this analysis sits uneasily with his discursive representation: he is merely “the 
prisoner” whose personal identity is anonymised, and he is represented by descriptions of 
objects and movement in space. Critical discourse analysis refers to the domain of visual 
representation. The images in this discourse of the forced door, the scaling of an outer wall 
and makeshift ladder demonstrate the state’s gaze falling upon these inmates as generic. It 
assimilates them into a mechanical discursive framework. For the working-class male, 
physical strength is paradigmatically masculine (Messerschmidt 1995; Parker 1996). However, 
the linguistic account by this Governor in restricting itself to a scientific mechanical vision of 
the escape process elides from consideration personal agency, and yet even that ‘neutral’ 
idiom positions this interchange within a masculine order of science and engineering. 

Location – Prison Roof: Prisoners Foucault and Sebire 

 

 

 

 

This joint escape of two French prisoners, Foucault and Sebire, highlights violent struggle and 
pursuit by the authorities. Their resistance to re-capture suggests that prison had not 
emasculated these men, but the discursive representation interferes with an empathic 
response. Besides an implicit masculinity of risk-taking and physicality embedded within these 
discourses the foreground of a mechanistic plot illuminates another masculine hegemony 
around practices of capture, injury and successful pursuit. It is a hegemonic masculine agentic 
state actor that grabs our gaze.   

The “medical injuries” discourse circumvents the recognition of individual pain and suffering 
experienced during the escape struggle. The rise during the nineteenth century of penology 
as a science is arguably inflected in the escape report discourse, which is attentive to aspects 
of prison vulnerability rather than subjectivities. The French prisoners’ escape symbolises a 
mixture of subterfuge and physical dexterity, but during the final phase, which put them in 
view of the guards, their reliance upon running speed was unsuccessful. The “cabbage plot” 
would have been familiar, as prisoners undertook farm work to alleviate food shortages 
during wartime. The medical injuries evoke the sanitization of this violent event. Connell 
(1987) argues institutional practices maintain a hegemonic masculinity which, within the 
prison, involves the mixing of the martial with the street masculinity imported by the 

“…they attempted to escape through the roof light of bathroom – glass removed from roof light. Foucault asked 
for permission to go to the lavatory in the Hall…one officer returned to where Foucault should have been sitting 
and had disappeared. Sebire was found running across a cabbage plot towards the east part of the wall…the 
prisoner was quickly overpowered despite some resistance. Shortly Officer Proudfoot saw someone running 
past him which proved to be Foucault. He closed in with this prisoner who put up a bit of a struggle but was 
overpowered. Both prisoners suffered medical injuries in the recapture…” 

Memo: Governor to Director 13 Feb 1945 



14 
 

prisoners. Crewe (2009) argues prison culture reinforces and preserves a masculine persona 
(see Sim 2006). If that is so, it is a contributory factor to an escape mentality which collides 
with a military masculinity of violent containment by officers. 

In the next narrative Prisoner Ball, aged 18, makes his break through a trap door. His 
accomplice, MacDonald, aged 25 is a convicted murderer. 

                          Location - Trap Door: Prisoners MacDonald and Ball  

 

 

 

 

 

This prison officer’s adoption of a militaristic masculine discourse maintains the state’s 
hierarchic power. Prison security is exposed as vulnerable by Ball’s ability to breach the cell 
doors using improvised tools. Once the “boss head” is off and they move along inside the 
prison hall they employ violence to attack and overpower the guards then steal the keys. 
Masculinity, in this extract, is a performance of engineering capability: the glass removed 
from a roof light draws attention to physicality, the sand stuffed stocking testifies to violence.  
Jefferson (2018) argues imprisonment is grounded in the authority of violence whose power 
escapes contest. An escapee he interviewed described the use of a mock fight, tools and 
concrete paste as strategically justified to progress escape from an alleged unjust sentence.  

HMP EDINBURGH: MASCULINITY AS ILLEGAL ENGINEERING 

Scientific masculinity adorns a basic form in the escape process (Ellis 2017; Milan and Nye 
2015). The escapee utilises natural resources and mobilizes them in the ‘conflict’ with a 
security apparatus as a kind of ‘war effort’. Besides violence, escapes pitted the prisoner’s 
engineering against the state. The process of strategizing escape entails knowledge of 
materials and how they can be ‘softened’ and re-constituted, but that scientific capacity 
relies upon resilience and risk-taking. Duncanson (2015) argues that the constructions of 
masculinity and femininity in the military context shape the entire gender order. Violence is 
shared in these cultures. The notion of combat is pivotal to the construction of manhood 
and male superiority; the soldier, like the prisoner, inhabits a milieu where violence is to be 
expected, but he must nevertheless remain subservient to authority. It is the possibility of 
combat that is the ultimate test of masculinity (Enloe 1983). Combat with the focus on self-
liberation from an ‘enemy’ desirous of imposing custodial containment is illustrated through 
the following discursive representation involving a difficult escape bid from within the 
prison. 

“…Ball informed me he had opened the trap in his room door which had been an easy matter and with the aid of a 
spanner which he had made from a piece of hoop iron, he unscrewed the nuts of the boss head which is on the outside 
of the door and easily reached from the inside when the trap is open. This enabled him to leave his room and go to 
MacDonald’s room and free him by removing the boss head of his door. After they had overpowered the officers and 
gained possession of their keys, they intended waiting for the sleeping-in-officer coming on duty at 9pm, attack him 
and make a getaway in the hope of their absence not being discovered until the day shift took duty…but as the alarm 
was quickly raised, they escaped immediately they had overpowered the officers…A stocking partly filled with wet sand 
was found at the locus of the attack… 

Prison Officer report 24 June 1945  
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                                   Location - Prison Cell: Prisoners Shields and Logan  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The prisoners’ presumed motivations for this attempted escape are Logan’s “outstanding” - 
the possibility of additional jail terms for crimes for which he has still to be tried - and Shields’ 
further 30 months to serve in prison, coupled with a “bad prison record”. The escape involved 
tricking prison officers and using violence against another prisoner in the dark and cold of a 
winter’s night. The moral framings by the state representatives position the escapees as 
enemies. Shields has a bad prison record”, duplicity is invoked to screen the escape bid, there 
are knives, cuts, punching, smashing. Escaping requires battling fear and the systems 
designed to thwart attempts. Layers of violence communicate the visceral force of the 
aggressive enterprise.  

Location – Prison Cell: Prisoner Brennan 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Brennan exploited the features of the building’s roan pipe to reach the ground and his 
strength then allowed him to scale the perimeter fence. This escape also occurs during the 
hours of darkness when the cells are not usually inspected. His escape is judged to be 
motivated by desiring to evade a further 3 or 4 years in prison for outstanding charges against 

“…Logan had outstanding to face …. And Shields had still to serve 30 months. He had a bad prison record in England…At 10.35pm my 

attention was drawn to a noise in cell E.2.9. I investigated this noise and prisoner Logan said that Corr was trying to commit suicide. I 
then contacted the outside party and when they arrived the sealed keys were broken and I entered the cell with officers Stark and 
Morris. We removed prisoner Corr to the separate cells and prisoners Logan and Shields to E.2.15 then I went back with Officer Morris 
to see what damage had been done. 

We then discovered two knives cut out to act as hacksaws, and on further examination we found the whole of the window had been 
loosened from the frame, also the bar on prisoner Logan’s bed had been removed…Prisoner Corr stated that Logan and Shields had 
threatened to cut his throat and had also punched him on the eye. On being asked how Shields had the cut on his face Corr said Shields 
cut himself to make out that I had gone mad. Shields stated that he had cut his face while on the floor. A piece of wood from the 
window was also found under Logan’s mattress…a piece of bed could have been used as a gemmy to force the bars. Shields had used a 
mug to cut his own face. The mugs were smashed to draw attention of the prison officer to the patrol officer. 

Memo: Prison officers to Governor 21 November 1961  

“…It appears that he sawed through a bar on his cell window…and moved the bar sufficiently to allow him to squeeze through the aperture. 
He clambered along the roof to a point at which he could descend to the ground by means of a roan pipe and then scaled the perimeter 
fence. He had arranged his bedding in such a way that his absence could not readily have been detected from outside the cell, but it was 
not in any case the practice in normal circumstances to inspect cells between the hours of 9.30pm and 6.30am. The fact of his escape 
became known only when the prisoner’s mother to whose home he had made his way, telephoned the police at about 5am…the reason for 
escaping is he faced charges in London which he thought would carry a sentence of 3 or 4 years…The prisoner appeared to be upset about 
the fact he had no correspondence from the girl friend in London and admitted this did hasten his attempt to escape…On examining this 
cell it was found one of the iron stanchions fitted on the outside of the window had been sawn through and stanches bent outwards 
sufficiently far to allow the accused to escape. He then secured a length of rope to the remaining stanchions and lowered himself to a 
guttering immediately underneath his cell window and then apparently descended to the ground via a soil pipe…The week preceding his 
escape he had managed to remove a piece of hacksaw blade from the prison workshop and had been gradually sawing his way through the 
iron stanchions…the rope which had been found in his cell and used by him in his escape had also been removed from a workshop…” 

Memo to Governor from Prison Officer 16/8/61 
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him in London. In both this and the previous cases, situational pressures lying outside of the 
prison also impacted upon the agency of the prisoners. Brennan’s romantic relationship, his 
“girl-friend in London” caused anxiety. Bandyopadhyay (2018) recommends that we 
conceptualise prison escapes as an expression of the ordinary lives of prisons in the sociality 
of the prison regime. There is, he argues, a porosity between the social world of the prison 
and the community beyond its walls. Bandyopadhyay (2018: 37) proposes escapes are an 
expression of the desire to return to life prior to incarceration, and yet recognises the paradox 
that escapees might invoke “an entrapment” throughout the pursuit, intensified surveillance 
and extended sentence on re-capture. Escape can then be seen to offer a purpose to some 
prisoners living with an intense and numbing boredom. For Santorso escapees experience 
prison as unjust and dysfunctional and by resisting domination they generate a self-integrity 
oriented to personal survival.     

Location – Workshop: Prisoner MacPherson 

 

 

 

 

 

Once again, opportunities are identified and acted upon: MacPherson surmised a workshop 
full of prisoners would impede the guards’ effective surveillance. The theme of trust adds to 
our grasp of the conditions of the society of inmates, but, as the interests of prisoners 
generally conflict with the system’s goal of secure custody, trust is inevitably provisional. 
Santorso’s (2018:88) ethnographic analysis of contemporary escapes from Italian prisons 
characterises them as adjustments to prison life: “escapes are a process of adaptation and 
resistance to the penal power.” According to Coyle’s (1986, 1991) history of the Scottish 
system, prison is a negative experience for prisoners and staff. The adjustment for 
MacPherson took the form of an escape bid.  

Location – Timber Store: Prisoner Wilson 

 

 

 

 

“…The layout of the Joiner’s Shop on which the handicrafts are held makes it extremely difficult to exercise effective supervision over 20 
odd prisoners at one time…he made the attempt to escape after a dream in which he was commanded to set Scotland free from the 
scourge of Whitehall…he escaped by removing a section of the roof light in the handicraft room at approximately 8.25pm….he had access 
to roof by ladder…he got on the roof and removed the bolts of the wire grille over the window. Thereafter, he made for the south 
perimeter fence. With the aid of a jacket and mailbag he got over the fence and made his escape…Relaxed supervision and greater trust of 
those premises in the workshop contributed to the escape…” 

Governor’s and Prison Officer report 13 March 1962 

“…Wilson made his escape from the Timber Store at the rear of the Joiner’s Shop. This store was very secure. The 
only door is strongly padlocked and the roof is reinforced. Wilson had been given the task of sorting timber in the 
store. He was in there alone and took the opportunity of forcing the lower part of the door off the runners. He did 
this by means of a wooden wedge and batten. He could force the door away from the wall and crawl through the 
small opening. He used a length of timber to scale the corner of the perimeter fence. This corner is to a certain 
extent concealed by the incinerator. It is suspected that his wife was in the vicinity of the prison at the time the 
escape took place…” 

Letter from Governor to Prison Director 15 March 1962 



17 
 

Wilson’s starting point for escape is the masculinized setting of a “Joiner’s Shop” and “Timber 
Store”, transition points into the world beyond. He exploits the arrangement of objects in the 
space of the regime to reach his wife waiting nearby. Milan and Nye (2015) argue that the 
social construction of masculinity differentiates “kinds” of men. In their gender analysis of the 
history of science and exploration their conjecture connects with the technological dimension 
of the prison escapes: they argue scientific masculinity is associated with social spaces of 
technological labour. Whilst manliness is refracted through the arduous demand of risk-
taking, it pre-exists in these gendered prison spaces of manual employment. That Prisoner 
Wilson and others have mentioned in the escape accounts their heterosexuality re-
contextualises the escape narrative as belonging within the eligibility conditions of a 
normative male sexual life (Van Leeuwen 2008).   

CONCLUSION 

It has been argued in this paper that officers and inmates hold a common ground in terms of 
a hegemonic masculinity. For officers this is imputed in relation to previous careers in the 
military and their reconstruction of the escape process through discursive representations. 
For different purposes both officers and inmates require strength and vigilance. The physical 
struggle to escape confronts inmates with the resilience of the officers and the security 
barriers. Partly due to the inadequate nature of prison security the importance of the human 
barrier is foregrounded. Soldiers are trained to fight enemies; in their new profession as 
guards of prisoners and protectors of secure custody they must fight against what sociologists 
suggest is the enemy within, namely those convicted to imprisonment by the court. However, 
restricting the analysis of prison escapes to this interpretation of a dynamic clash of 
masculinities amounts to denying the prisoners’ social worlds, including how meaning is 
forged through processes of incarceration (Comack 2008).   

Wacquant (2002: 388) is justified in arguing that the prison it not a “world unto itself”; what 
circulates inside is connected to wider societal processes linked to family, friendships and the 
status of individuals in communities. A hegemonic masculinity is intrinsically resistant to 
subjugation, and to that extent it is inevitably oppositional to incarceration where it confronts 
a similar masculinity in the service of the state. If the prison meaning is heavily infiltrated by 
outside commitments and their attractions, escape represents the aim of participation in that 
world, rather than the desire to depart the prison meaning. Those ambitions might also 
include the impetus of hegemonic masculinity. In these situations, the interpretive knowledge 
of inmates, used by them to navigate society in the outside, is imported into the prison and 
retained, effectively dislocating inmates from developing new attachments inside prison. 
Some escapes may reflect that bifurcation of social ties. There is a risk in over-statement: 
many inmates, especially those who corresponded or received prison visitors would maintain 
two social worlds simultaneously. It is the emphasis of one or other of these social identities 
that in altering may act to trigger an urge to escape. Irwin (1970: 115), discusses the 
disorientation of the ex-convict through the lens of Alfred Schutz’s stranger “approaching a 
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foreign social world”, a lens that can also be reversed to explain the experience of the inside. 
If the ex-convict is a stranger outside the prison, in terms of finding resettlement 
problematical, then prison institutionalisation may have taken place, or it could simply be that 
returning to the outside, having had time “frozen” in prison, is unsettling. Becoming 
immersed in what Irwin terms the “new meaning world” of the prison may be contingent 
upon a prisoner’s biography and networks. Homogenizing the prisoner’s life and adjustment 
is likely to misrepresent the complexity that characterises every human life.  

Comack (2008) demonstrates how masculine meanings of violence are constructed in the 
prison as a male gendered space “in here”, and “out there” in the community. Her term 
“prisoning” resonates with ‘poisoning’, which she argues is what the meaning system of the 
prison imposes upon young men in prison custody. Comack’s analysis is strengthened by 
recognising that the linguistic apparatus attached to the depiction of the prisoner and escape 
attempts de-humanises the gendered space of “in here”, and intensifies the emasculation 
identified by Gresham Sykes in his concept of pains of imprisonment. Rejecting an 
essentialized notion of masculinity, Comack (2008: 10). claims a gendering penal experience 
places intense pressures on men to “do” masculinity. Escapes may therefore illustrate men’s 
effort to frame their identities within a broader structural context, but on the other hand 
escape may signal an evasion or inability to adjust to a disciplinary regime intended to offer 
therapeutic value. The act of fleeing from a context which has become threatening may 
suggest prison escape is, contrary to received wisdom, a cowardly endeavour illustrative of a 
breakdown of the manliness connected with hegemonic masculinity. 

The gendered identity of the criminal male embodied in escape discourse, for some, 
represents a “situated accomplishment” signalling to the self and others a hegemonic, rather 
than submissive, masculinity (Messerschmidt 1993: 79). Escaping from prison is also intensely 
technical in terms of developing ‘tools’ to attack and destroy security technology or 
overpower prison officers. Connell’s (1987, 1995, 2000) notion of “hegemonic masculinity” 
refers to a historically gendered societal order of power relations, where the ascendency of 
this idealised masculinity is dominant and framed in opposition to femininity, which is defined 
in terms of the values of compliance, nurturance, and empathy. In this vein, strongly physical 
or athletic features, that characterise the prison escapes by young men, are particularly 
recognised by theorisations of masculinity; physical embodiment matters in this socially 
inflected account of gender (Connell 1995: 52; Messerschmidt 2004: 49).  

Although males occupy both dimensions of the legal divide in the prison context explored in 
this article, it is arguable that those on one side ‘accomplish’ their masculinity differently from 
those on the other. The legal violence of the captors is couched within an impersonal verbal 
idiom; as reporting captors the prison officers embody state power to narrate the ‘life’ of the 
escapees. Although the data adduced for this paper gives the researcher an opportunity to 
explore prison escapes through the lens of scholarship about prison culture on the one hand, 
and notions of masculinity on the other, what has survived in the official archive of escapes 
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may provoke interpretative bias. We do not know why these sources were preserved nor do 
we know if officials destroyed or otherwise removed other data about the escapes.  

The confidentiality that accompanies the field of security and legal custody means scholarly 
judgements based upon what is publicly available once a data protection period is over is 
provisional at best.  We were not party to the collaboration of officers who interrogated re-
captured prisoners, so it is difficult to appraise this construction. Primary sources about 
prisons from Scotland’s past are indicative of regimes that are, in their harshness and 
violence, not unlike today’s carceral settings. There is also historical continuity in the 
demographic of class that populates the prison system.  

To conclude, the orientating origins of this enquiry lay in the serendipitous discovery of prison 
escape files in Scotland’s national archive. The nature of this qualitative evidence has enabled 
an original investigation of masculinity. The interpretation of the sources embraces escape 
processes and their discursive representation by male officials. It has been argued that the 
social world that emerged from this conjunction suggests some degree of shared meaning 
whereby hegemonic and military masculinities encounter one another. Despite their lying on 
different sides of the legal worlds this conjunction encourages the dismissal of the view that 
prisoners are a unique sub-culture, a thesis associated with literature about the prison 
community. Whilst prison escape illustrates a background of pain and suffering it is also a 
desire to share in the freedoms held by those guarding and confining them. Incarceration 
through physical barriers did not penetrate sufficiently the beings of escapees. Through its 
failure to remove a masculine orientation to the world, secure custody was unable to 
circumvent this vulnerability of its architecture.   
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