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Chapter 11

Marxism, and dialectics, Progress in

Justice

Syracuse University, Syracuse, New York, USA .

‘ ‘ Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere. (Martin Luther King, Jr.)

; I Notions of rightness, fairness and justice are so firmly entrenched in our vocabularies, that we
1l seem powerless to make any political decision without appealing to them. (Harvey 1996 332)

| '” Justice is an ideal, a contested term, and a fluid and open concept. Justice invokes notions of
fairness, of equity, and of doing the “right” thing. Justice also evokes principles by which the
‘” ! benefits and burdens of society should be distributed among people. Social justice crusaders
. such as Martin Luther King, Jr. and Mahatma Gandhi are well known for their tireless efforts
to bring justice to oppressed groups in their respective countries. Both also have global appeal
to social justice advocates across the world. Numerous disciplines have approached theorizing
and discussing justice, ranging from philosophical debates to activist-oriented work. Justice is
an interdisciplinary topic and scholars from across the spectrum have contributed to debating
| and enriching it ontologically, epistemologically, and methodologically in recent years. The §
f 1 goals and definitions of equality and a just life have thus been critically debated across
‘ academic disciplines (Kymlicka 1990). While justice is often associated with the criminal jus- “

i

tice system, most social sciences tend to focus on social justice.

Generally viewed as a universalized notion that is supposed to exist above the fray, justice
is expected to be a guiding principle for a just social order and a humane society. However, the
1 word is more a signifier than an absolute concept. Justice risks being an all-encompassing

term for progressive politics without clear content or meaning. As a normative ideal, justice is
[ 1 not placeless or timeless, but is rather produced through social processes, historical legacies,
[ and political overtures. Distributive justice is often invoked to underscore the spatial, political,
! and social distribution of resources, rights, and opportunities. Processes that produce unfair-
1‘ ‘ ness, inequities, and injustices are often identified and deconstructed in an attempt to produce
more meaningful understandings of justice that are contextual and realizable. Human same-
ness in needs and rights is seen as central to overcoming the unequal, arbitrary distribution of |
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_the e:?r.th’s resources as well as socially constructed enact
tnequities (Smith 2000). Social and political imaginaries of a
can drive research and the framing of analysis as well as e
contexts. Issues of power, democracy,
other institutions, and social struggles

This chapter will engage with the v

ments of difference that create
universalized ideal of justice thys
al . xpose contradictions in different
political subjectivity, citizenship, role of the state and
ar.e all thus opened up for further critique.

arious notions and theorizations of justice across disci-

geographers bavs st honce aFe )ystice are then examined as key advances that
- similarly, gender justice and race justice are explored through which
R ic

1emiIliSt and iti
(0] \% V' W
Ci ltlcal SCh lars ha € been pa mg the ay to uﬂderstanding justice in more

nuanced and intersecti
uar b sectional hways. The chapter concludes with possible avenues of f h
gagement by geographers in theory and practice. i

Scope and definitional challenges

John Rawls’ ] i
oo nw: s A Y;hfzor)'/ of Justice (1971) is generally considered to be the foundational text
ol 0 ;on? ol justice. Rawls argued that rational people would have a common y don
13 T M ” M . . M n )
& of a “sense of justice,” even if it is difficult to define precisely how just instituti o
ions

tified as important for a just society,
) ) ) 3
Justice is used to define parameters
benefit from the rules (

such as the “origi iti i
the “original position,” where a distanced view of

such that, since no one knows how they individually will

L.e., as they are operati “veil of i
y perating under a “veil of Ignorance”), people are more

society. However,

» and whether it should be viewed individ-

u: i i in li
ally or not, remain contentious in liberal notions of justice

quate by scholars who focus on a broader
as well.as a more comprehensive set of social
1ty, environment). Such scholars generally argue

Cural inequiies oo 4115 address justice. Marxist scholars point to struc-
Y the class system, whereby class is seen to be a source of injusti
ice

in soci ; I
ciety (Peffer 1990; Smith 1994). Oppression is not viewed as merely a problem of

redistribution but r: '

o b t rather as a symptom of capitalistic logic and a market econ h
. p.01ts abor. In contrast, Iris Marion Young (1990) tion of
!usmce as plural and respecting of difference g
ideas of justice that focus more on redistributio

range of issues thatr encompass justice,
dtffer_ences (e.g., class, gender, race, sexual
that simple redistribution is insufficient to

advances a conceptualization of
nd multiplicity, contrasting with Rawls’s
n. She places a greater emphasis on social
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structures, institutions, and relations that systemically create and perpetuate injustices, and
social justice is theorized and understood more pragmatically and less ideationally. Young
stressed the importance of deconstructing and heeding complex issues around exploitation,
marginalization, powerlessness, cultural imperialism, and violence. More recently, she
focused further on responsibility and social processes that lead to collective action and
shared responsibility to address social justice beyond a politics of difference (Young 2011).
Understanding processes of marginalization becomes important for excavating the causes
of injustice along a range of intersecting social positions (e.g., children, the elderly, disabled,
racial groups). Similarly to Young, Nancy Fraser (1997) has also argued that a focus
on the misdistribution of benefits and burdens needs to be viewed simultaneously with
“recognition” (i.e., redressing the imposition of the norms of dominant groups on others.
By engaging with insights from a range of philosophical debates, such articulations of
justice open up the possibility of exploring the meanings and practices of in/justice more
broadly and in more nuanced ways.

Justice is often understood as equal status or a recognition of equality, so that different
groups can expect the same opportunities and treatment as any other group. A sense of jus-
tice or feeling of justice is a prevalent way to describe the goals of achieving solidarity and
equality around a common humanity (Barnett 2010). It would be a morally appropriate
action to treat groups in the right or ethical way. Differential treatment can thus raise calls
for addressing injustice, both under the law and in society (e.g., rights to same-sex marriage).
However, since notions of what is “right” or “ethical” are often derived from socially held
norms (e.g., religious belief) and not merely an abstract notion of justice, such calls often
conflict with different notions of morality and ethics, which are also then claimed to disallow
equal status. Justice as a process can thus become conflictual and contradictory. Scholars
have further posited that injustice may be necessary for justice to be imagined and acted on
(Nagel 2005).

Since there is no real metric for justice, it is more comprehensible in its negation; that is,
then we are able to identify and measure injustice more readily and widely (e.g., systemic
ostracization of groups of people, violation of rights of individuals, structural violence that
deprives some groups based on race; Barnett 2010). The multitudinous ways in which justice
could be achieved in each instance is far more difficult to agree on, let alone enact. While a
reduction in overall cases of injustice or inequality can be viewed as an accomplishment, there
will always be complexities and challenges to any articulation of having achieved social jus-
tice, as other axes of injustice may exist simultaneously. The complexities contained in any
definition of justice thus require critical theoretical analysis as well as grounded empirical
work (Hay 1995).

Fears of absolutism or authoritarianism make it nearly impossible to have one concretized
definition of justice. Justice must always be held in a constant state of flux, with a general
embeddedness in ideals and desires of fairness and rightness. An example of a universalized
sense of social processes of justice is enshrined in the United Nations (UN) charter on human
rights. However, any notion of justice must be understood and enacted within particular
contexts where the universal signifiers come to bear meaning. Even then such meanings of
justice may be partial, contested, and heterogeneous. The broader political economy, historical
legacies, cultural practices, and social processes are all imbricated in formulating any under-
standing of justice, especially social justice. The roles of place and scale are equally important,
especially for geographers, as justice operates across places and scales in different ways and
can bear different meanings and outcomes (Harvey 1996; Waterstone 2010).
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Harvey (1996: 330) defines justice as:

a socially constituted set of beliefs, discourses, and institutionalizations expressive of social rela-
tions and contested configurations of power that have everything to do with regulating and
ordering material social practices within places for a time. Once constituted, the trace of a
particular discursive conception of justice across all moments of the social process becomes an
objective fact that embraces everyone within its compass. Once institutionalized, a system of jus-
tice becomes a “permanence” with which all facts of the social process have to contend.

Since justice must thus be seen to be contextual and situated, rather than only universal and
abstract, tension between particularities and universalism creates challenges for the way in
which justice as a concept is defined, interpreted, and contested (Waterstone 2010). Justice
thus often remains a vague ideal that should shape political and social society, but is difficult
to articulate in specifics outside of its context and relational meaning to other discourses (e.g.,
rights). The fluidity and malleability of this esoteric term can propel political mobilization and
action as much as it can confound them. While universal notions of justice can drive goals of
secking fairness and equality, they can also be challenged by multiple interpretations and prac-
tices of what constitutes such normative goals in each location and society. Given a general
lack of what could count as a universal metric for measuring justice, it becomes imperative to
focus on the processes and structures that create injustice and to configure what could be con-
sidered to redress such situations.

The dialectical relationship between universality and particularity is mediated through
institutions and practices. Harvey (2000: 242) argues that

the notion of justice ... acquires universality through a process of abstraction from particular

instances and circumstarnces, but becomes particular again as it is actualized in the real world
through social practices.

Struggles for social justice in a range of places can inform broader notions of justice. Justice is
very much a social process and thus this social and context contingency necessitates that the
meanings and practices of justice anywhere must be open and flexible (Waterstone 2010).
Given this, cultural differences and political variances must be accounted for without falling
into relativism, which can be counter-productive. The uneven geographies of injustice must be
seen not only in relation to universal norms but also within its socio-historical geography, and

this tension - the balancing act between universals and particulars — remains a challenge in
geography. Smith (2000: 1157) thus argues:

if the definition is grounded in a particular culture, or “thick” conception of the good, this under-

mines its universality and the possibility of considering justice in distribution at a broad, even
global, scale.

While the core content of justice is simultaneously contextual and controversial, a common
theme has emerged in geographical debates about justice. The capitalist system’s inherent pro-
duction of uneven geographies of development and equity has become a topic of exploration
and analysis since Harvey’s groundbreaking work in Social Justice and the City (1973). An
understanding of the scalar and spatial processes that produce and reproduce injustices and
difference through the logic of capital has influenced geographers to advance conceptualiza-
tions on a range of issues, from the urban sphere to broader political geographies. Smith’s
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seminal work Geography and Social Justice (1994) f.urther (?laborated on how ll\iar};a:riz?i
raphy can inform different theories of justice. Marxian ‘I‘lOt.lOITS Of. clas}s; meqbueae ! y,rofound -m
for justice as a way to address issues of poverty and discrimination, . ave beer cl))f o
geography. However, as further theoretical work emerged on the various

iti i i ivi ism), the field
across scales and spaces (e.g., critiques of sexism, racism, heteronormativity, ableism),

of inquiry expanded to account for and accommodate a range of philosophical positionings
and empirical analyses (as detailed later in this chapter).

Rights and democracy

i ial justice, but
Advances in legal and political rights are often seen to be foundational tc(l) s.czicmi ]l.ISE ,
i j ieties. Individual rights may
d to more progress toward just socie s m:
they do not necessarily lea ‘ St O A ghts may
enable certain claims, but can exist in tension with collective rights and claims. Soc:)al j :
1 1 instru-
may be thwarted by competing claims and goals. Moreover, rights d1scourse; can be e
1 imiti coopted 1nto
mentalist, utilitarian, technocratic, and limiting (Arendt 1994). They can a1.so e tptO e
neoliberal discourses and politics. The constraints of rights discourses are importan " s
ir li i iti i i can enable
while at the same time exploring their liberating opportunities. Rights ld1sc<?urs;s " s
ial justice. Furthermore,
i tect the vulnerable and pursue social jus
legal instruments to be used to pro : thermore:
rights can be morally claimed, and are not necessarily enforceable or legal (Chatterjee )
The following insight captures this conundrum (Smith 2000: 1154):

ife, it mi rywhere
If certain things are needed to live a human life, it might be argued that all people e\.fe yd e
i i i i ciated wi
should have them by right. If social justice is to prevail, the moral imperative oft;n assf)ua ;‘:‘ff b
i i tion of rights raises difficu
i 1 ticular entitlements. However, the no
rights can give strength to par er, th e
issues, with respect to what they are, how they should be prioritised, who bears them (an )s
£l

and who have the consequent obligations to ensure that the rights are fulfilled.

Another aspect of rights in justice debates is the role of acto.rs with Yariqus age;lldast.)’l"th;r:iz
of the state in its policies and approaches is critical ir.1 enablu}g or dlsabl.mg 1'v1§hts, uonberal
the roles of private corporations, civil society, and.mtc_ernatlona.l agencies. gn ncch bere!
policies allow accumulation by dispossession, social j .ustfce narrr?\tlves can be use tsd Violenie
such processes through exposure of the denial of basic rl.ghts. Given thatlp}(:vert;f a 1 viclene®
have increased globally with a concomiltl;u;t grov.vtlh. mt ‘ ext;ercnhep\lz\;z :) pe:;nposps ibﬂit,ies <
ictions often give rise to greater calls tor social justice. Su :

:}(:: tizs:ctiEZSiZn or gexamination of political contr(?l and diseflfrancll.'n.serlnent,d :::C O\i\:glicjls
economic policies that foster injustices that are social, economic, pz mc;l i)and Consensus.
Thus, while a desire to focus on rights and democracy may lead to a broad-base ,
it does not necessarily produce social justice (see also Merrett 2004).

International development and global politics

. . -
Ihnlkl‘ng about )ustlce lllte“lati()l lally raises a h()St ()f lnte][elated concerns. [ustlce 18 d681red
by ahnOSt all global mstitutions alld Ilatl()n-StatCS, even lf these Ve[y entities are Often lI"pll'

1 injusti ing justice via
cated historically and spatially in various forms of injustice. Frequently, addressing |

iti jevi oals in the
alleviating poverty is seen as a critical component of achieving development g
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measure it, and how to ensure its sustainability. While a vast percentage of humanity lives in
dire conditions and faces chronic starvation and political strife, the global consensus on the
need to pull people out of suffering and thereby achieve social justice remains trapped in con-
tradictory actions and policies. The rise of poverty and homelessness in the global North and
the increasing impoverishment and marginalization of people in the global South are subject
to similar but different sets of political and economic factors that make achieving social justice
a complex and controversial task, which is not only context based but also subject to a range
of political posturing and policy-making internationally (Escobar 1995). Given the political
implications of economic globalization, and uneven geographies of distribution of gain and
loss, increasingly rapid globalization can exacerbate social inequality and injustice across the
globe through a combination of the policies and practices of a range of actors and institutions
(Fraser 2008; Kerner 2010). Instances of corporate control, labor rights violations, unfair
trade practices, and state-sanctioned violence abound in the news and in academic literature,
highlighting the infractions of notions of justice through processes of economic globalization.
Demands for justice, reparation, and due process are becoming increasingly common.
Similarly, historical injustices are often invoked to highlight current social conditions (e.g., the
African slave trade and its legacy in racial discrimination and structural violence in the con-
temporary Americas and Europe). Colonial legacies of persecution, expropriation, genocide,
and war continue to affect postcolonial societies to this day.

One of the most important arenas of international justice is perhaps connected to the rela-
tions of power between nation-states and the international development industry (Pogge
2008). Current postcolonial nation-states that are “developing nations,” historically colonies
of European imperial control, are now subject to international development policies and aid
politics. International institutions such as the United Nations, World Bank, International
Monetary Fund, and World Trade Organization, which were established in the post-Second
World War era, are enormously powerful players in global aid, trade, and the policies of devel-
oping nations. While development assistance can be seen as morally imperative and ethically
correct to make reparations for colonial exploitation, existing practices of international
development have been the subject of much debate (Corbridge 1998). The goal of achieving
social justice through loans and interventions may seem laudable, but such control is often
critiqued as unfair and even deemed to be neocolonial. More importantly, threats to territorial
control and the sovereignty of the nation-state are brought to the fore, thereby raising con-
cerns about whether international interventions in the name of development can undermine
international social justice or fracture it in unknown ways. While some scholars have argued
for a focus on enhanced capabilities and rights to ensure socially just development processes,
these remain controversial (Sen 1999; Nussbaum 2003).

To political geographers and related scholars, global injustices also occur through dis-
courses of terrorism, whereby some countries/peoples are marked as threats to specific inter-
ests and emergent problematic discourses of global democracy and peace, and by which
military intervention is deemed to be justified (Flint & Radil 2009). Post-9/11, the United
States and its allies have carried out extensive assaults and warfare in Afghanistan and Iraq as
part of the War on Terror. Similarly, a rise in Islamophobia globally has resulted in
discrimination, violence, and death among Muslims who are tainted as “Other” and thereby
deemed to be a threat (Esposito & Kalin 2011). Hegemonic constructions of who is worthy
or valid or who counts in global politics thus place many communities and individuals in
perpetual harm through the rhetoric and tactics of “liberation” or “democracy” on the part of
countries and entities that claim political and moral superiority. However, the broader linkages
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to colonialism and Cold War geopolitics are often erased in such discourses,v therebz gosmg
grave injustices to the lives and voices of people as violence is enac?ted materlagy an 1scu(:f
sively. As such, these historical conjunctures must be seen against a .broa erﬂ‘can\-ras °

Orientalism and colonial anxiety (Said 1978; Chatterjee 2004). Ongoing con 1cts.m .t e
Middle East, Southeast Asia, and parts of Africa are closely linked to these .concern§. In]fljtll?ebs
of never-ending wars, warfare, and occupation thus continue to confound international delib-

erations about fairer adjudications and resolutions.

Time, space, scale

Other philosophies of justice that are relevant for geographers and social theorists ;nve;jt;%i:e
and explore not only institutions and social structures, but .alsc? the processes }(1). acd i lrg—
justice over time and space. Amartya Sen (2009) argues thaf justice ha? to be z;c 1et\)/e }:nc e.S
mentally, that it is not absolute or dichotomous (i.e., ther'e is never a binary w e;ed y t eree ;f
the full presence or full absence of justice). Rather, he Pomts out that the gradua‘ ecreaz o
injustice is significant to achieving social justice over time, and that a compalllra_twe aptprrlce -
is important. For geographers, this insistence on time may seem to .overlool.< t e m‘l‘poli a e
space (discussed later in this section), but the salience of the aSSCI‘tl(.)I.I that ]LlSthC. ta ej .
cannot be overlooked, especially given ever-increasing complex.pohtlcal—eco.nomlc con. itions.
Barnett (2010) argues that such a notion of justice also unties It from certain norr'naF;ve co.n—
tainments of achieving a perfect theory of justice (see also Nussbaum 2006). In ? 51m1da‘r ve.m,
temporal aspects of justice are captured in concerns about intergenerational equity and justice
rations (Meyer 2004). .
acr(llf)srgg?;eg:aphers(, spztial justice has recently emerged as a body of scholarship that. f?cuses
on links between social justice and space. Geographers h.zwe.focused'on .the spatiality or
spatial formation of various injustices. The spatiality. of .m]usnc?s and ]ustlc.e m_ovementi ;sl
often the key focus of such research and conceptuah.zatl.ons. (Soja 201(.)).. Brllnfglflg a spa}xt
perspective to understanding and conceptualizing social ]u§t1ce and political 11. ehf chentrati aol
this, as are recent counter-mapping and participatorAy projects that.seek to hlg h1g t ;paCit
injustices. Spatial justice is often linked to broad bodies of scholarship on the rig t.;c(o t ;00137'
as well as radical justice movements in particular places (e.g., Harv'ey .1973; Dikec ;
Marcuse et al. 2009; Fincher & Iveson 2012). The focus of spatial justice is related. to debates
around territorial justice and geographies of injustice, but it focuses more .o'n the 1_mp9rtance
of the production of space and spatiality in theorizing justl‘ce, whereby p(.)htl'cal .ob]zc':zvesnaée
not merely to address spatial fixes for injustices but to thmk. about social justice ditfere . y
vis-avis conflict, difference, and politics. Philippopoulos—M1ha‘lopoulo‘s (.201(.)) grguf:s tbat
spatial justice should not be seen as “add space and stir” in relatlon.to (fllStI‘lbuthe ]LLSUCC;] ut
rather as a more radically informed notion of emplacement and 1.us't1ce. Geo.gr:%p érs ave
thus also studied the relationship between law and space in the spat'lah'ty‘ of s.ocufll ]t?st(lic:f(e.g.,
Blomley, Delaney, & Ford 2001). It has been stressed that legal and juridical ]ust1c§ is di eFent
from social justice, and that procedural justice is therefore not tbe same as the v.arlousdnotlctl)ns_
of social justice. While the two are related, it becomes imperative to en.g.age with anl under
stand the ways in which social justice is imbricated with tbe con?p'le)qtles of soc?a syst;ms
across scales and sites. While advances may be made in official political and legal rights, there
may not be a commensurate enhancement of social justice across all places.. ot analveis 0
More recently, postcolonial and feminist scholars have broade.ned the field of ana ys;)sll'
address issues of identity politics, culture, and various forms of difference (e.g., Young 2011;
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Fraser 2001). Greater intersectional understandings of oppression and injustice are brought
into the discussion on justice, rather than territorially bound or class-based analyses (both of
which are dominant and important modes of analysis in political geography, but can also
thwart more nuanced comprehensive analysis). Social justice is more broadly debated now
and more specifically considered in issues related to gender, race, sexuality, and environment.
Ideologically divergent groups have rallied around the vague concept of justice in order to
rescue it from relativism by grounding it in a non-oppressive and inclusive dialogue. This is
most developed in the fields of environmental justice and gender justice, which are discussed
in turn in the following.

Environmental justice and ethics

Environmental justice has emerged as a way to bring nature and society under the rubric of
social justice. The distribution of environmental harm has historically been skewed, such that
poor and minority communities have been disproportionately exposed to toxic dumps and
environmental pollution (Cutter 1995, 2006). Tactics such as NIMBY (not in my backyard),
which enabled communities with class and race privilege (i.e., wealthy white neighborhoods)
to shift pollution on to more marginalized groups (by class and race), led to a systematic pro-
cess of discrimination across the United States and Canada. Such geographical and social ineq-
uities gave rise to environmental justice as a movement and as a conceptual framework to
assess and understand environmental inequities and the spatiality of harm (Pulido 2000). The
production of vulnerability, exacerbation of health impacts, and inequities of decision-making
processes that unevenly distribute harm are central concerns for environmental justice advo-
cates (Gleeson 1996; Holifield, Porter, & Walker 2010). Scholars have advanced a multiplicity
of notions of environmental justice and environmental racism, from scalar politics to urbani-
zation and the splintering of environmental harm (e.g., Low & Gleeson 1998; Swyngedouw &
Heynen 2003; Forsyth 2008; Schroeder et al. 2008). Increasing attention is now being given
to environmental justice at a global scale and to the differences connecting scales of analysis
and the issues at stake, as well as to impacts for future generations (e.g., Clark 2010).

Linked to, but separate from, the discussion above is the increasing attention being paid to
an environmental ethic that heeds the needs of non-human others (Whatmore 2002). The
impacts of human actions on species and ecosystems are becoming important to scholars and
policy-makers concerned with sustainability. Declining biodiversity and species loss raise
important questions of social justice, in that the uneven distribution of the globe’s resources
means that different places face different impacts. For instance, the demand for monocultures
of cash crops can displace people from agricultural communities and reduce the growth of
food crops, thereby increasing food insecurity and poverty in the area. This form of affecting
“distant others” is increasingly being considered with “others” that are animals and plants in
accounting for interspecies justice (Low & Gleeson 1998). Calls for engaging in a discourse of
justice invoke the need to recognize and address such spatial destruction of habitats (of
humans and non-humans), as well as to link these to the broader injustices of rapacious
capitalism. Similarly, given the unequal allocation of important natural resources, the
increasing neoliberalization of the governance of such critical nature is a growing concern and
area of study for geographers. While some places have different endowments of different criti-
cal resources (oil, forests, water bodies), the entire globe is increasingly governed through a
capitalist logic that seeks to capture and commoditize resources for global consumption. The
privatization and capture of water constitute perhaps the most glaring injustice that exists, as
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the poor are pushed out of the market when water becomes a commodity for market purchgse
linked to private gain. Given water’s non-substitutable and life-giving nature, growing conflicts
have arisen as a result of injustices resulting from its being transformed from a public good to
a private commodity (Bakker 2010). As a result, to reverse such trends to inequity, a global
call for the right to water emerged, articulating that water should be held in the common§ as
it is necessary for survival. Global water justice movements have been demanding more just
and equitable governance of this necessary resource (Sultana & Loftus 2012).

Related to such global efforts, climate justice is a recent development, and is relateq to
environmental justice more broadly. Whereas environmental justice discourses and activism
focus on environmental racism and injustices in the ways in which pollution and ecological
degradation affect communities of color and other disenfranchised groups, emergent climate
justice discourses and activism highlight environmental harm across the globe and the
unevenness of the benefits and burdens of climate change. Countries of the global South (or
developing nations) have pointed out the historical responsibility in regard to greeflhouse.ga.s
emissions of countries of the global North (or developed nations) stemming from industriali-
Jation and economic growth, whereas the deleterious impacts of climate change are largely
experienced in the countries of the global South. Climate justice thus draws attenFlon not only
to spatial injustice, but also to historical injustice in the production of wealth in the globe.ll
North, often at the expense of the global South through colonialism, imperialism, and exploi-
tation for centuries. Ironically, the dramatic impacts of global climate change make
geographical areas of the global South particularly vulnerable, through more intense and
uncertain weather-related events (violent storms, sea Surges, erratic rainfall, etc.) as well as the
worsening of agriculture, food security, water availability, territorial integrity (1.e., loss of land
to the sea with sea level rises), migration, loss of biodiversity, disease outbreaks, and a host of
interrelated socio-ecological concerns (Adger 2001; Burnham et al. 2013). As a result, dis-
courses of climate justice have entered policy debates and no longer remain only in the realm
of academic activist work. Geographical and historical injustices are exacerbated through
climate impacts that affect different groups of people differentially and thereby wors.en social
justice and sustainability concerns across and within countries. While concrete acthns f'md
efforts are harder to delineate, the overarching point of climate justice remains to highlight
inequities and differences that exist socio-spatially and are likely to worsen over time' on a
global scale (Clark, Chhotray, & Few 2013). Climate justice scholarship has also investigated
various scalar, social, and place-based differences to enhance debates that often get reduced to
North-South frameworks. For instance, gendering the impacts of climate change demon-
strates the connection between gender justice and climate justice, whereby an intersectional
understanding of gender informs the variegations of climate injustices on the ground (e.g.,
Sultana 2014).

Gender justice

Drawing from a broad range of feminist scholarship, gender justice has becon'le comrflf)n par-
lance among feminist scholars and activists who highlight the inequities and meguahnes that
exist across genders around the world. Thus, feminist scholars have sought to interpret and
explain justice through a gender framework (e.g., Okin 2004; Fraser .2007% Young 2011;
Seguino 2013). Young (1990) argued for two important interrelated dlmf:nsmns of gender

justice: first, a distribution dimension that involved equal access to material distribution of
resources, goods, and services; second, an instirutional dimension that focused on equal access
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women and girls. Indeed, an international collaborative effort around gender injustice resulted
in the UN-sponsored CEDAW (Convention to Eliminate All Forms of Discrimination Against
Women). A range of issues have thus become important to scholar activists who are interested
in addressing concerns of gender justice not only locally but also globally, especially in relation
to capitalist patriarchy (Seguino 2013).

Differences across places and spaces are particularly poignant in the context of developing
countries, where gender-based discrimination, exploitation, and violence continue to defy the
overarching goals of human rights and equality as espoused in development discourses
(Molyneux & Razavi 2002). This is not to be reductionist in reifying injustices in postcolonial
socicties, or to trivialize gender injustices in developed societies, but to bring to the fore the
commonalities and differences that exist across places, as well as to highlight the gendered
impacts of colonialism, capitalist neoliberal globalization, power politics at international
scales, and the impacts of various development interventions (e.g., structural adjustment pro-
grams, SAPs). Insofar as these factors play forceful roles in the lives and livelihoods of women
and men in marginal places, it becomes important not to analyze gender justice in isolation or
in contained ways, but to trace and identify the ways in which local issues are incredibly
connected to global issues, both temporally and spatially (O’Neill 1990). Simultaneously,
engagement with issues of representation, sexuality, difference, identity, and belonging has
been significant in broadening and nuancing debates around gender justice. Given the prolif-
eration of lip service to gender issues globally, feminist scholarship thus also attempts to
expose the normative concepts and meanings attached to any reification of gender justice and
its appropriation in neoliberal discourses (Mukhopadhyay & Singh 2007). Bell and O’Rourke
(2007: 44) argue for more “substantive and material justice for women” as a way to approach
transnational justice that takes into account various forms of feminist struggles and unequal
power relations. Thus, the debates around gender justice have embodied greater concerns
about citizenship and belonging, and the various ways (formal and informal) in which these
come to have a bearing on gendered well-being (e.g., Sultana, Mohanty, & Miraglia 2013).

Conclusion

This discussion has highlighted some important strands in the plurality of theorizations and
practices of justice. Overall, the notion of justice has to be grounded in knowledge and expe-
rience and to develop out of context. No idealized definition is truly possible. This vague yet
alluring term has been used in a variety of ways (as noted in the chapter) and has been subject
to theorizing from a range of perspectives. Thus, the debates around the meaning and content
of an abstract term such as justice are multistranded and complex. Perhaps the growing calls
for social justice can be interpreted as a shorthand way of critiquing neoliberal globalization,
rapacious capitalism, and the unjust use of power. The injustices and inequities arising from
social, cultural, and environmental degradation that are linked to a global economy are
increasingly receiving attention from scholars within and outside of geography. Making con-
nections across places and scales, and engaging with a range of theorizations of justice, thus
make for more robust critiques of existing realities and gesture at possible alternatives that are
more just and fair. Invocations of social justice can also be seen as a call for action and soli-
darity. In exposing the roots of oppression and marginalization, and articulating the ways in
which a range of injustices are linked or related, geographers are able to expound on different
responsibilities and options for profound political and social change. Appeals to justice thus
can be political moments that foster the envisioning and acting on of democratic and radical
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alternatives. This is increasingly so in political and social movements that are fighting for
democracy and rights in countries across the world. Calls for justice are galvanizing those who
are marginalized and oppressed, whether it is related to voter suppression in the United States,
dictator rule in the Middle East, or gender-based violence anywhere.

Geographers thus have enormous opportunities to enrich and advance existing debates and
scholarship on social justice as well as to contribute to ongoing struggles and praxis. In the age of
the Anthropocene, when humans control the fate of the earth unlike any other time in history, it
behooves geographers to engage in this area diligently and meaningfully. Emerging research
topics can address persistent challenges regarding the ongoing exclusion and marginalization of
most of the world’s poor, transnational injustices in global geopolitics, existing injustices across
gender, race, and class in local landscapes, and scalar connections across ecological injustices.
Geographers can thereby continue to contribute to spatializing and placing justice debates, and
to demonstrate the connectivities across universalities and particularities. Scholarship and
activism on the various forms of environmental injustice and the politics of climate justice, across
sites and scales, are also arenas that can benefit from greater geographical analysis. Critical race
geographers and feminist geographers can further advance nuanced understandings of how inter-
sectionalities and power operate across injustices and spaces. The ever-increasing complexities of
geopolitical crises globally, with links to neoliberalism, capitalism, and notions of development,
continue to be topics with which political geographers need to engage to reach better explana-
tions of the ways in which justice is challenged and reconfigured. Geographers can thus make
great contributions to the existing debates around justice, both theoretically and empirically,
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Chapter 12

Power

Joe Painter
Durbam University, England, UK

Politics is about power and power lies at the heart of political geography. Ind.eflrd, Mark
Haugaard and Stewart Clegg identify power as the central‘concept of all the socia sc1enceis
(2009: 1). At first glance, power seems straightforward — in eve.ryda}f language son;eone s
powerful if they can achieve their goals despite opposition. Yet, dig a little de.eper al-ld power
turns out to be rather more difficult to grasp. Is it a thing,- a‘ substan.ce, a qua)llty,'an 1l ea, or zi
relationship? Can it be won and lost? Does it exist when it is not ‘bglng used? Is it only a n}i:g>
ative force, or can it do good? And how does it affect, and how is it affected by, geogra[l) y?
Power certainly shapes political geographies, and yet, while political Tgeogr.e.lphers have }(:n.g
studied in depth the geographical basis and effects of power on their subject mat;er, their
discussions of the nature of power itself have been much rgrer (Low 2005). Indeed, o.r m;)st
of the history of the discipline power has been an unexamined .conc‘ept, vxfhos.e meaﬁmg as
been assumed to be sufficiently obvious not to warrant‘ detailed 1gvest1gat10n. .T ere arel
already numerous books surveying theories of power in the social sciences mh genie;:r
(e.g., Clegg 1989; Clegg & Haugaard 2009; Scott 2001), so rather than rehear;e. the ?ftical
debate on power, this chapter will focus on how the concept has been understood in poli

geography, broadly conceived.

Taking power seriously

It is often said that power is the stuff of politics and that political geography originated }1111 thce1
study of the power-laden conflicts between the mos.t .powerful states of the n;net;ettlt O:\Z !
early twentieth centuries. Such talk contains an implicit th'eory of power; namely, tha E v
is a substance (“stuff”), which is present in political conflicts and of which states can le ul

or, by implication, empty. Until relatively recently, pOllFlCal geography has beer? resosutet y
state-centric, and power meant state power, and in partlculaF .the control of territory. State,
power, and territory formed a kind of Holy Trinity for political geography. The state was
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