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SW770 Social Work and Social Justice: Theoretical Tensions
September 6 to November 29, 2018, Thursdays, 1:30-4:20pm.
Instructor: Professor Y. Rachel Zhou
Location: KTH #308
Office hours: by appointment (KTH 322)
Email: zhoura@mcmaster.ca
Phone: 905-525-9140 ext. #23787
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Course Overview

Course Description
This course addresses the fundamental tension in social work’s location within social programs and state practices that have the potential both to redress and to deepen social inequalities. Theoretical and practical dimensions of this tension are explored in the contemporary context in which social programs in the public and voluntary sectors are the focus of neoliberal restructuring and of the struggles and claims of marginalized populations.
Course Objectives
· To develop an understanding of the major debate within social work and social justice literature

· To develop an understanding of the major theories and theorists shaping the debate in the social work and social justice literature

· To explore the substantive tension in the social work profession and the potential to engage in emancipatory practice
· To foster a critical understanding of the tension and potentials in the changing historical, social, economic, political, and theoretical contexts

· To develop a capacity to identify and conceptualize social justice issues in everyday worlds in relation to macro-structural forces and dominant social relations

The basic assumptions of this course concur with the broader curriculum context set by the School of Social Work's Statement of Philosophy:

As social workers, we operate in a society characterized by power imbalances that affect us all. These power imbalances are based on age, class, ethnicity, gender identity, geographic location, health, ability, race, sexual identity and income. We see personal troubles as inextricably linked to oppressive structures. We believe that social workers must be actively involved in the understanding and transformation of injustices in social institutions and in the struggles of people to maximize control over their own lives.
Course Format

Each class of this seminar course will consist of an approximately 30-minute presentation followed by a group discussion of the weekly readings.
Required Texts

More information about how to access the readings will be provided in our first class.
Course Requirements/Assignments
Requirements Overview and Deadlines

1. Participation (10%)
2. In-class presentations (25%)
3. Response paper (20%) due on the sessional date of your chosen topic, by Thursday, November 22, 2018
4. Final paper (45%) due on Monday, December 10, 2018
Requirement/Assignment Details
1. Participation (10%)
· Students’ attendance and participation are crucial for this course.  You are expected to come to class on time, complete the required readings, and take an active part in the discussion.
2. In-class presentations (25%)
· Each student will be responsible for giving two presentations based on the readings of two selected weeks. The individual presenter should also prepare critical questions to be circulated in advance for class discussion. Please sign up before our second class.
· The questions that will be circulated in advance are expected to lead to a discussion that can facilitate and enrich students’ understanding of individual articles, as well as the week’s topic. Students may send the questions to the instructor at least one day before the class for feedback before sending them to all students before the class.  

· The main objective of this presentation is to share your understanding – such as interpretations, “discoveries”, questions, critiques, and confusion (if applicable) – of the readings. The maximum length of the presentation is 30 minutes. Please respect the time limit to ensure that we will have enough time for discussion.  

· Major evaluation criteria: clarity, relevance, quality of discussion questions and analysis, respect for time, and capacity to initiate and facilitate discussion.
3. Response paper (20%)
· In the response paper you are expected to develop your own argument on an issue arising out of the readings of a particular week through a review of all of those readings (excluding optional readings).  This paper is NOT a summary of these readings but YOUR in-depth and critical understanding of the readings and the topic of that particular week. Your discussion might be guided by such questions: How is a particular issue conceptualized or theorized? What are the strengths and limitations of a certain theory or concept? How are social work and social justice defined or understood in these readings? What are the connections and disconnections between social work and social justice suggested in these readings? How should we understand and tackle the related barriers, tensions, contradictions, and complexities under discussion in order to pursue social justice? 

· The topic you select should NOT overlap with those you choose for your in-class presentations.  The paper (in hard copy) must be submitted in class on the day we address those readings.  No outside research is necessary for a response paper.  The paper should be double-spaced, 10 pages (about 2,500 words).  The last day to submit the response paper is Thursday, November 22, 2018. 

· Major evaluation criteria: Structure and coherence; relevance; quality of argument and analysis; originality of ideas; and quality of communication and presentation (e.g., grammar, clarity, and reference style).
4. Final paper (45%)
· Aiming to develop your own theoretical framework, in the final paper students are expected to bridge what you have learned from the course with an issue or questions from your own area of study. You should present the issue/ question(s) that are central to your inquiry of the social work or social justice endeavor and a theoretical framework that best engages with these questions.  Your analysis should illustrate how this theoretical framework takes up the issue/ questions and walk the reader through the strengths and weaknesses of the framework. 
· Consultation can be arranged to help students prepare this assignment. 
· The paper should be double-spaced, 20 pages (about 5,000 words, excluding references), and submitted both electronically via email (zhoura@mcmaster.ca) and in hard copy.  It is due on Monday, December 10, 2018. 

· Major evaluation criteria: Structure and coherence; relevance; quality of argument and analysis; originality of ideas; and quality of communication and presentation (e.g., grammar, clarity, and reference style).

Assignment Submission and Grading

Form and Style 

Please adhere to the following criteria for assignment preparation:
· All assignments must include a title page with all relevant course information, adhere to the page limits specified, be formatted with 12 pt. font and standard margins, and be stapled;
· The citations and references in all assignments (if applicable) must use APA style: more information is available through the e-Resources link on the library home page http://library.mcmaster.ca and at http://www.apastyle.org.
Submitting Assignments 

Assignments must be submitted on the due date. Students who require accommodation should communicate with the instructor in advance.
Privacy Protection & Grading
In accordance with regulations set out by the Freedom of Information and Privacy Protection Act, the University will not allow return of graded materials by placing them in boxes in departmental offices or classrooms so that students may retrieve their papers themselves; tests and assignments must be returned directly to the student. Similarly, grades for assignments for courses may only be posted using the last 5 digits of the student number as the identifying data. The following possibilities exist for return of graded materials:
1. Direct return of materials to students in class;
2. Return of materials to students during office hours;
3. Students attach a stamped, self-addressed envelope with assignments for return by mail;
4. Submit/grade/return papers electronically.
Arrangements for the return of assignments from the options above will be finalized during the first class.
Course Modification Policy

The instructor and university reserve the right to modify elements of the course during the term. The university may change the dates and deadlines for any or all courses in extreme circumstances. If either type of modification becomes necessary, reasonable notice and communication with the students will be given with explanation and the opportunity to comment on changes. It is the responsibility of students to check their McMaster email and course websites weekly during the term and to note any changes.
Student Responsibilities and University Policies
· Students are expected to contribute to the creation of a respectful and constructive learning environment. Students should read material in preparation for class, attend class on time and remain for the full duration of the class. A formal break will be provided in the middle of each class, students are to return from the break on time.
· In the past, student and faculty have found that non-course related use of laptop computers and hand-held electronic devices during class to be distracting and at times disruptive. Consequently, during class students are expected to only use such devices for taking notes and other activities directly related to the lecture or class activity taking place.
Attendance

Students are expected to attend all classes of this courses and come to class on time.
Academic Integrity

You are expected to exhibit honesty and use ethical behaviour in all aspects of the learning process. Academic credentials you earn are rooted in principles of honesty and academic integrity. Academic dishonesty is to knowingly act or fail to act in a way that result or could result in unearned academic credit or advantage. This behaviour can result in serious consequences, e.g. the grade of zero on an assignment, loss of credit with a notation on the transcript (notation reads: “Grade of F assigned for academic dishonesty”), and/or 6 suspension or expulsion from the university. It is the student’s responsibility to understand what constitutes academic dishonesty. For information on the various kinds of academic dishonesty please refer to the Academic Integrity Policy, specifically Appendix 3 at http://www.mcmaster.ca/academicintegrity. The following illustrates only three forms of academic dishonesty:
a) Plagiarism, e.g. the submission of work that is not one’s own or for which other credit has been obtained;
b) Improper collaboration in group work; or
c) Copying or using unauthorized aids in tests and examinations.
Academic dishonesty also entails a student having someone sign in for them on a weekly course attendance sheet when they are absent from class and/or a student signing someone in who is known to be absent.
Academic Accommodation of Students with Disabilities

Students who require academic accommodation must contact Student Accessibility Services (SAS) to make arrangements with a Program Coordinator.  Academic accommodations must be arranged for each term of study.  Student Accessibility Services can be contacted by phone 905-525-9140 ext. 28652 or e-mail sas@mcmaster.ca.  For further information, consult McMaster University’s Policy for Academic Accommodation of Students with Disabilities.

http://www.mcmaster.ca/policy/Students-AcademicStudies/AcademicAccommodation-StudentsWithDisabilities.pdf
Accessibility Statement

The School of Social Work recognizes that people learn and express their knowledge in different ways. We are committed to reducing barriers to accessibility in the classroom, and working towards classrooms that welcome diverse learners. If you have accessibility concerns or want to talk about your learning needs, please be in touch with the course instructor.
Religious, Indigenous and Spiritual Observances (RISO)

The University recognizes that, on occasion, the timing of a student’s religious, Indigenous, or spiritual observances and that of their academic obligations may conflict. In such cases, the University will provide reasonable academic accommodation for students that is consistent with the Ontario Human Rights Code.
Please review the RISO information for students in the Faculty of Social Sciences about how to request accommodation.
Academic Support Services

We’ve collected the following useful links that will assist you in accessing student resources at the University:

Information for International Students: International Student Services
Advising and Counselling Services: Student Wellness Centre, Graduate Student Life, Student Success Centre, Student Accessibility Services, Ombuds Office, Chaplaincy Centre
My Grad Skills: Professional Skills Development for Graduate Students
E-mail Communication Policy

Effective September 1, 2010, it is the policy of the Faculty of Social Sciences that all e-mail communication sent from students to instructors (including TAs), and from students to staff, must originate from the student’s own McMaster University e-mail account. This policy protects confidentiality and confirms the identity of the student. It is the student’s responsibility to ensure that communication is sent to the university from a McMaster account. If an instructor becomes aware that a communication has come from an alternate address, the instructor may not
 reply at his or her discretion. Email Forwarding in MUGSI: http://www.mcmaster.ca/uts/support/email/emailforward.html
Forwarding will take effect 24-hours after students complete the process at the above link (Approved at the Faculty of Social Sciences meeting on Tues. May 25, 2010).
Course Weekly Topics and Readings

Week 1: September 6
Topic:

· Introduction to this course and the assignments. (No readings)
I. SOCIAL WORK AND SOCIAL JUSTICE: “THE SOCIAL” IN A CHANGING CONTEXT

Week 2: September 13
Topic:

· Theories on social justice: Conditions, responsibility, and perspectives 
Readings:

· Hudson, K. D. (2017). With equality and opportunity for all? Emerging scholars define social justice for social work. British Journal of Social Work, 47(7), 1959–1978.
· Fraser, N., & Naples, N. A. (2014). To interpret the world and to change it: An interview with Nancy Fraser. Signs, 40(1), 1103-1124.
· Petoukhov, K. (2013). Recognition, redistribution, and representation: Assessing the transformative potential of reparations for the Indian residential schools experience. McGill Sociological Review, 3, 73-91. (*In class, we will also talk about a Canadian movie Indian Horse. No need to watch it in advance.)
· Young, I. M. (2006). Responsibility and global justice: A social connection model. Social Philosophy & Policy, 23 (1), 102-130.
Recommended readings (optional):

· Fraser, N. (2011). Social exclusion, global poverty, and scales of (in) justice: rethinking law and poverty in a globalizing world. Stellenbosch Law Review, 22(3), 452-462.
· Nicholas, J. L., & Young, I. M. (2012). Responsibility for justice. The Review of Politics, 74(3), 521-524.
· Offe, C. (2014). Shared social responsibility: A concept in search of its political meaning and Promise. Trends in Social Cohesion, 24, 29-48. (http://www.coe.int/t/dg3/socialpolicies/socialcohesiondev/source/Trends/Trends-24_en.pdf)
Week 3: September 20
Topic:

· Social welfare and social justice in the contexts of neoliberalism and austerity
Readings:
· Brodie, J. M. (2007). Reforming social justice in neoliberal times. Studies in Social Justice, 1(2), 93-107.
· Smith, A. M. (2008). Neoliberalism, welfare policy, and feminist theories of social justice. Feminist Theory, 9 (2), 131-144.
· Moffatt, K., Panitch, M., Parada, H., Todd, S., Barnoff, L., & Aslett, J. (2016). “Essential cogs in the innovation machine”: The discourse of innovation in Ontario educational reform. Review of Education, Pedagogy, and Cultural Studies, 38(4), 317-340.
· Webb, S. A. (2010). (Re) assembling the left: The politics of redistribution and recognition in social work. British Journal of Social Work, 40(8), 2364-2379.
Recommended readings:
· Miller, R. J., & Piven, F. F. (2012). Poor peoples' movements and the power to disrupt: An interview with Frances Fox Piven. Journal of Poverty, 16(3), 363-373.
· Ayers, A. J., & Saad-Filho, A. (2015). Democracy against neoliberalism: Paradoxes, limitations, transcendence. Critical Sociology, 41(4-5), 597-618.
· Dean, M. (2014). Rethinking neo-liberalism. Journal of Sociology, 50 (2), 150-163.
Week 4: September 27
Topic:

· Social work in the context of neoliberalism: Tensions, challenges, and re-imaginations 
Readings:

· Marston, G., & McDonald, C. (2012). Getting beyond “heroic agency” in conceptualising social workers as policy actors in the twenty-first century. British Journal of Social Work, 42(6), 1022-1038.
· Aronson, J. and Smith, K. (2011). Identity work and critical social service management: Balancing on a tightrope? British Journal of Social Work, 41 (3), 432-448.
· Garrett, P. M. (2014). Re-enchanting social work? The emerging “spirit” of social work in an age of economic crisis. British Journal of Social Work, 44(3), 503-521.
· Wilson, T. E. (2017). Repairing what’s left in social work, or, when knowledge no longer cuts. British Journal of Social Work, 47(5), 1310 -1325.
Recommended readings:

· Schram, S. F., Soss, J.  Fording, R. C., & Houser, L.  (2009). Deciding to discipline: Race, choice, and punishment at the frontlines of welfare reform. American Sociological Review, 74(3), 398-422.

· Todd, S., Barnoff, L., Moffatt, K., Panitch, M., Parada, H., Mucina, M., & Williams, D. (2015). Performativity culture in universities: Social work fabrications. British Journal of Social Work, 45(2), 511-526.

· Liebenberg, L., Ungar, M., & Ikeda, J. (2015). Neo-liberalism and responsibilisation in the discourse of social service workers. British Journal of Social Work, 45(3), 1006-1021.

· Garrett, P. M. (2014). Confronting the “work society”: New conceptual tools for social work. British Journal of Social Work, 44(7), 1682-1699.
II. SOCIAL INJUSTICE/JUSTICE: LINKING THEORIES AND PRACTICES

Week 5: October 4
Topic:
· Understanding “culture”:  A Bourdieusian perspective  

Readings:

· Bourdieu, P. (1984). “Introduction”. In Distinction: A social critique of the judgement of taste (pp. XXIIII-XXX). London & New York: Routledge. 

· Garrett, P. M. (2007). The relevance of Bourdieu for social work: A reflection on obstacles and omissions. Journal of Social Work, 7(3), 355-379.

· Hawkins, R. L., & Maurer, K. (2012). Unravelling social capital: Disentangling a concept for social work. British journal of social work, 42(2), 353-370.

· Sayer, A. (2011). Habitus, work and contributive justice. Sociology, 45(1), 7-21.

· Walter, M., Taylor, S., & Habibis, D. (2011). How white is social work in Australia?. Australian Social Work, 64(1), 6-19.
Recommended readings:
· *Bourdieu, P. (1984). “The aristocracy of culture”. In Distinction: A social critique of the judgement of taste (pp.3-89). London & New York: Routledge. 
· Fowler, B. (1995). Pierre Bourdieu's sociology of culture: Critical investigations (Doctoral dissertation, University of Glasgow). 

· Hawkins, R. L., & Maurer, K. (2012). Unravelling social capital: Disentangling a concept for social work. British journal of social work, 42(2), 353-370.

· Anderson, J. M., Reimer Kirkham, S., Browne, A. J., & Lynam, M. J. (2007). Continuing the dialogue: Postcolonial feminist scholarship and Bourdieu—discourses of culture and points of connection. Nursing Inquiry, 14(3), 178-188.

· Lynam, M. J., Browne, A. J., Kirkham, S., & Anderson, J. M. (2007). Re‐thinking the complexities of “culture”: What might we learn from Bourdieu?. Nursing inquiry, 14(1), 23-34.
Week 6: October 11 – Midterm recess (No readings)
Week 7: October 18
Topic:
· Foucault, governmentality, and social welfare 
Readings:

· *Bambury, B. (2017). “Data mining firm behind Trump election built psychological profiles of nearly every American voter”. CBC Radio (9-minute-long). Available at: http://www.cbc.ca/radio/day6/episode-359-harvey-weinstein-a-stock-market-for-sneakers-trump-s-data-mining-the-curious-incident-more-1.4348278/data-mining-firm-behind-trump-election-built-psychological-profiles-of-nearly-every-american-voter-1.4348283
· Foucault, M. (1977). “Discipline and punish, panopticism”. In A. Sheridan (ed.), Discipline and punish: The birth of the prison (pp. 195-228). New York: Vintage Books. Available at: https://foucault.info/doc/documents/disciplineandpunish/foucault-disciplineandpunish-panopticism-html
· Zhou, Y. R. & Coxson, K. (2017). “Resilient” social workers: A new spirit in human services, or a new form of governmentality?” Globalization Working Papers, 17/1, 62-66. Available at: https://globalization.mcmaster.ca/documents/ighc-working-paper-series_17_1_reworking-resilience.pdf
· Whitworth, A., & Carter, E. (2014). Welfare-to-work reform, power and inequality: From governance to governmentalities. Journal of Contemporary European Studies, 22(2), 104-117.
· McKee, K. (2009). Post-Foucauldian governmentality: What does it offer critical social policy analysis? Critical Social Policy 29 (3), 465-486.
Recommended readings:
· Varma, K., & Ward, A. (2014). Social assistance fraud and zero tolerance in Ontario, Canada. Canadian Review of Social Policy, 70, 78-92.
· Chambon, A. (1999). “Foucault’s approach: Making the familiar visible”. In A. Chambon, Irving, & L. Epstein (Eds.), Reading Foucault for Social Work, pp.51-82. New York: Columbian University Press.  
· Gilbert, T., & Powell, J. (2010). Power and social work in the United Kingdom: A Foucauldian excursion. Journal of Social Work, 10 (1), 3-21.
Week 8: October 25
Topic:

· The Other: The politics of recognition and framing
· Readings:

· Gökarıksel B, & Smith S. (2017). Intersectional feminism beyond US flag hijab and pussy hats in Trump’s America. Gender, Place & Culture, 24(5), 628-644.
· Chambon, A. (2013). Recognizing the Other, understanding the Other: A brief history of social work and otherness. Nordic Social Work Research, 3(2), 120-129.
· Baum, B. (2014). Feminist politics of recognition. Signs, 40(1), 1073-1102.
· Rossiter, A. (2011). Unsettled social work: The challenge of Levinas's ethics. British Journal of Social Work, 41(5), 980-995. 
Recommended readings:
· Hölscher, D. (2014). Considering Nancy Fraser's notion of social justice for social work: Reflections on misframing and the lives of refugees in South Africa. Ethics and Social Welfare, 8(1), 20-38.

· Cedersund, E. (2013). Categories of otherness: on the use of discursive positioning and stories in social work research. Nordic Social Work Research, 3(2), 130-138.
· Snee, H. (2013). Framing the Other: Cosmopolitanism and the representation of difference in overseas gap year narratives. The British Journal of Sociology, 64(1), 142-162.
· Beresford, P. (2013). From ‘other’ to involved: User involvement in research: An emerging paradigm. Nordic Social Work Research, 3(2), 139-148.

Week 9: November 1
Topic:
· The complexity of identities and identity politics: The personal and the political

Readings:

· Butler, J. (2001). Doing justice to someone: Sex reassignment and allegories of transsexuality. GLQ: A Journal of Lesbian and Gay Studies, 7(4), 621-636.
· Greensmith, C., & Giwa, S. (2013). Challenging settler colonialism in contemporary queer politics: Settler homonationalism, pride Toronto, and two-spirit subjectivities. American Indian Culture and Research Journal, 37(2), 129-148.
· Phipps, A. (2016). Whose personal is more political?: Experience in contemporary feminist politics. Feminist Theory, 17(3), 303-321.
· *Roediger, D. (2016). Making Solidarity Uneasy: Cautions on a Keyword from Black Lives Matter to the Past. American Quarterly, 68(2), 223-248. 
Recommended readings:
· Mulé, N.J., Lowik, A.J., Teixeira, R., Hudler, R. & Hader, D. (2014).  Engaged queer scholarship: Probing a new paradigm of knowledge creation. Scholarly and Research Communication, 5 (3), 1-15. http://src-online.ca/index.php/src/article/viewFile/160/327
· Keddie, A. (2015). ‘We haven’t done enough for White working-class children’: Issues of distributive justice and ethnic identity politics. Race Ethnicity and Education, 18(4), 515-534.

· Glick Schiller, N. (2012). Situating identities: Towards an identities studies without binaries of difference. Identities, 19(4), 520-532.

Week 10: November 8
Topic:

· Precarity, vulnerability, and coalitions 
Readings:

· *Oxfam International (2018). “Richest 1 percent bagged 82 percent of wealth created last year - poorest half of humanity got nothing”.  https://www.oxfam.org/en/pressroom/pressreleases/2018-01-22/richest-1-percent-bagged-82-percent-wealth-created-last-year (Its full paper is available at: https://d1tn3vj7xz9fdh.cloudfront.net/s3fs-public/file_attachments/bp-reward-work-not-wealth-220118-en.pdf)

· Schram, S. F. (2013). Occupy precarity. Theory & Event, 16(1). Available at: http://urban.hunter.cuny.edu/~schram/occupyprecarity.pdf
· Butler, J. (2014). Bodily vulnerability, coalitions, and street politics. Critical Studies, 37(1), 99-119.
· Glasius, M., & Pleyers, G. (2013). The global moment of 2011: Democracy, social justice and dignity. Development and Change, 44(3), 547-567.

· *Müller, M. (2015). Assemblages and actor‐networks: Rethinking socio‐material power, politics and space. Geography Compass, 9(1), 27-41. 

Recommended readings:
· Coulthard, G., Simpson, L. B., & Walcott, R. (2018). Situating Indigenous and Black Resistance in the Global Movement Assemblage (Video Presentation). Studies in Social Justice, 12(1). Video is available at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vfuBOA_Yqzg
· Butler, J. (2012). Precarious life, vulnerability, and the ethics of cohabitation. The Journal of Speculative Philosophy, 26(2), 134-151.
· Knight, A. (2014). Disability as vulnerability: Redistributing precariousness in democratic ways. The Journal of Politics, 76(1), 15-26.
· Fadaee, S., & Schindler, S. (2014). The Occupy Movement and the politics of vulnerability. Globalizations, 11(6), 777-791.
· Lightman, E., Mitchell, A., & Herd, D. (2010). Cycling on and off welfare in Canada. Journal of Social Policy, 39 (4), 523‐542.
Week 11: November 15
Topic:
· Intersectionality and the interdependence of social justice 
Readings:

· Mehrotra, G. (2010). Toward a continuum of intersectionality theorizing for feminist social work scholarship. Affilia: Journal of Women and Social Work, 25(4), 417-430. 
· Erevelles, N., & Minear, A. (2010). Unspeakable offenses: Untangling race and disability in discourses of intersectionality. Journal of Literary & Cultural Disability Studies, 4(2), 127-145.
· Joseph, A.J. (2015). Beyond intersectionalities of identity or interlocking analyses of difference: Confluence and the problematic of “anti”-oppression. Intersectionalities: A Global Journal of Social Work Analysis, Research, Polity, and Practice, 4(1), 15-39.

· Zhou, Y.R. (2013). Toward transnational care interdependence: Rethinking the relationships between care, immigration and social policy. Global Social Policy, 13(3), 280-298.
Recommended readings:
· Leong, N. (2012). Dawson, M. C., & Francis, M. M. (2016). Black politics and the neoliberal racial order. Public Culture, 28(1 78), 23-62.
· Melamed, J. (2015). Racial capitalism. Critical Ethnic Studies, 1(1), 76-85.
· Bancroft, K. H. (2012). Zones of exclusion: Urban spatial policies, social justice, and social services. Journal of Sociology & Social Welfare, 39, 63-84. 
· Anthias, F. (2013). Hierarchies of social location, class and intersectionality: Towards a translocational frame. International Sociology, 28(1), 121-138.
· Gibson, M. F. (2015). Intersecting deviance: Social work, difference and the legacy of eugenics. British Journal of Social Work, 45(1), 313-330.
III. WAYS OF KNOWING, DOING, AND IMAGINGING: COLLECTIVE REFLECTIONS AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

Week 12: November 22
Topic:

· Epistemic (in)justice and the politics of knowing
Readings:

· Fricker, M. (2003). Epistemic justice and a role for virtue in the politics of knowing. Metaphilosophy, 34(1‐2), 154-173.
· McConkey, J. (2004). Knowledge and acknowledgement: “Epistemic injustice” as a problem of recognition. Politics, 24(3), 198-205.
· Anderson, E. (2012). Epistemic justice as a virtue of social institutions. Social epistemology, 26(2), 163-173.
· Carel, H., & Kidd, I. J. (2014). Epistemic injustice in healthcare: A philosophial analysis. Medicine, Health Care & Philosophy, 17(4), 529-540.
· Bostwick, W., & Hequembourg, A. (2014). ‘Just a little hint’: Bisexual-specific microaggressions and their connection to epistemic injustices. Culture, Health & Sexuality, 16(5), 488-503.
Recommended reading: 

· Fricker, M. (2010). Replies to Alcoff, Goldberg, and Hookway on epistemic injustice. Episteme, 7(2), 164-178.
· Pohlhaus, G. (2012). Relational knowing and epistemic injustice: Toward a theory of willful hermeneutical ignorance. Hypatia, 27(4), 715-735.
· Dotson, K. (2011). Tracking epistemic violence, tracking practices of silencing. Hypatia, 26(2), 236-257.
Week 13: November 29
Topic:
· Imagining social work and social justice in a changing world
Readings:
· Carey, M. & Foster, V. (2011). Introducing “deviant” social work: Contextualizing the limits of radical social work whilst understanding (fragmented) resistance within the social work labour process. British Journal of Social Work, 41(3), 576-593.
· Sinding, C., Warren, R., & Paton, C. (2014). Social work and the arts: Images at the intersection. Qualitative Social Work, 13(2), 23-38.
· Schubert, L., & Gray, M. (2015). The death of emancipatory social work as art and birth of socially engaged art practice. British Journal of Social Work, 45(4), 1349–1356.
· Robinson, W. I. (2017). Global Capitalism: Reflections on a Brave New World. Available at: http://www.tellus.org/pub/Robinson-Global-Capitalism_1.pdf
Recommended readings:
· Lerner, R. M. (2017). Overcoming Trump-ism: A new strategy for progressives. Tikkun, 32(1), 4-8. Hanley, M. S. (2011). You better recognize!: The arts as social justice for African American students. Equity & Excellence in Education, 44(3), 420-444. 

· McArdle, F., Knight, L., & Stratigos, T. (2013). Imagining social justice. Contemporary Issues in Early Childhood, 14(4), 357-369.

· Sobré-Denton, M. (2015). Virtual intercultural bridgework: Social media, virtual cosmopolitanism, and activist community-building. New Media & Society, Online Advance Publication. Doi: 1461444814567988.
* To help you prepare for the final paper and to seek peer feedback, in this class you can consider giving a short presentation (5-10 minutes) of your proposed paper. The presentation can be guide by, for example, the following questions:  What is/ are the question(s) you will explore in your paper? Why is/ are the question(s) important? What is/ are the theory or theories that you will draw on to construct your conceptual framework? Why does this framework seem to be the most appropriate? What are its strengths, gaps, and/ or shortcomings? Are there other theories you will draw on to fill in those gaps?

Additional Resources
Some useful references

· Fraser, N. (2009).  Scales of justice: Reimagining political space in a globalizing world. New York: Columbia University Press.
· Fricker, M. (2007). Epistemic injustice: Power and the ethics of knowing. Oxford University Press.

· McDonald, Catherine. (2006). Challenging social work: The institutional context of practice. Palgrave Macmillan, Houndmills, Basingstoke.
· Young, I.M. (2011). Five faces of oppression. Princeton: Princeton University Press.
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