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1. Short summary of the Copenhagen case
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• Participatory Action Research

• New green infrastructure project 

• Strong focus on procedural and recognition justice



2. Linkages to WP5, SETs and overall principles and aims
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Does a S-T focused online PPGIS survey increase inclusiveness in community participation and 
thereby a potential re-authoring of the area?



3. ST- Justice and Care?

• Main Question: how to design and manage just, safe and secure cities 

through SMARTer technology?

• Context: initial findings point towards both structural and relational 
drivers at our site. There is a need to expand our theoretical and analytical 
scope. 

• Knowledge gap: care has predominately remained absent from debates 

about justice in the city. Urban theory has largely missed the call to 
recognise care as a transformative ethic that can guide our thinking on 
what constitutes the just city (Williams, 2017) 

• Lens: an inter- twined ethic of “care-full justice” (Williams, 2017). 
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Williams , M. (2017). Care-full Justice in the City. Antipode Vol. 49 No. 3 2017 ISSN 0066-4812, pp. 
821–839 doi: 10.1111/anti.12279 



3. Overview of “care” as working concept

• As an ethic, care is often distinguished from justice as its binary opposite: 

care as particular, emotional and embodied versus justice as universal, 
rational and exterior. (Williams, 2017). 

• In contrast, feminist philosophy challenges this conceptualisation by 
arguing that humans are relational, connected and situated beings that 

make decisions in response to relationships (Moriggi et al., 2020; 
Harcourt and Bauhardt,2019; Williams, 2017)

• An ethics of Care has diverse conceptualizations but generally can be 
understood as: 

Vision: a call to change the way we understand ourselves and our 
interaction with others, human and more-than-human. 

Practice: recognizing and learning from one’s place, being embedded
in a web of relationships

23/03/2021 6



Care economic and ecologically just futures
Harcourt and Bauhardt (2019)

• Attends to care in terms of the organization of communities and their 

livelihoods.

• Strong emphasis on “moving beyond capitalism” to a more sharing and 
distributive economy (Gibson-Graham, 2008) reflecting responsibility for 
humans and ecosystems

• In contrast to neoliberal framing where care is primarily a personal 

responsibility, occurring in homes and families

• A feminist ethics of care understands care as a responsibility that arises 
from innate interdependency – this demands a collective structural 
response instead of an individualized response
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Feminist Political Ecology and the Economics of Care
In Search of Economic Alternatives (2019) Edited By Christine Bauhardt, Wendy Harcourt. Routledge



Operationalizing care in the context of transformative change
(Moriggi et al., 2020)
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A care-based approach to transformative change: ethically-informed practices, relational response-
ability & emotion awareness. Moriggi et al. 2020 doi.org/10.1080/21550085.2020.1848186

• Ethically informed practices: 
• the personal is political and everyday 

actions are key
• re-framing and transforming relations of 

power
• Relational responsibility:

• care for the distant and the unknown other
• frames responsibility in terms of what can 

be done as a proactive commitment to the 

future – a hopeful approach
• Emotional awareness: 

• links to the capacity for transformative 

imagination
• Emotions as triggers for change agency
• Closing the gap between knowing and

feeling



How can we conceptualize care in SETs? West et al (2018)

22/03/2021 9

• Care as emergent from S-E- relations

• Care as embodied and practiced

• Care as situated and political



5. Care-full justice in SETs?  (1)

“Care-full justice” is an inter-twined 

ethic that stresses the importance 
of a more intuitive grounded 
response to everyday injustices 

(major and minor). It seeks to disrupt 
the binary between justice (as public) 

and care (as private), to highlight the 
situated, practiced, variable 
entanglements of everyday justice 

and care work. 
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Care-full justice in SETs (2)

• S-T Justice: 

• Knowledge brokers as relational 
brokers

• Relational responsibility& tech 
responsibility

• S-E Restoration: 

• Stewards as knowledge weavers and 
witnesses

• Nurturing emotional awareness

• E-T Voices of Nature

• Framing and transforming relations of 
power 

• Ethical practices also with tech
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Implications of a Care Approach for Transformative Research 
Practice (Moriggi et al., 2020)

• How can research be both operationally and methodologically the site and 

driver of transformation?

• How can we contribute in an active manner to change and empowerment 
for those involved?

• How do we create ”spaces of feeling” within our research teams and 

networks, not only to integrate emotionally sensed knowledge into the 

research process but also to enhance individual and collective coping 

capacities. Impact-oriented work requires an extensive emotional labor, 

which often goes unrecognized, and lacks support at institutional levels 
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6. Breakout sessions and brainstorm (20 min)

• How does the lens of Care-full justice relate to your WP?

• Are there relevant aspects of care that support/challenge your WP 

research questions and objectives?

• How can care be conceptualized in SETs?

• How can care support our overall outcomes?
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#5. Care-full Justice – social inclusion and physical 
intervention study

• Justice: 

- Issues of recruitment, sampling. 

- Digital divide. How to include all voices in PPGIS? Vulnerable groups. Not 
only voices of nature BUT also voices of marginal user groups

- Power issues? Unbalanced between project owners and residents? - who 

have the final say and is the end-resulting reflecting residents’ visions, 
ideas and wishes?

- Knowledege weaving? How? (Governance issues) Agenda matching?

• Restoration?

• Voices of Nature?
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• IPBES sustainability transformation 
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Chan et al. 2020.
Levers and leverage 

points for pathways 
to sustainability. 
People and Nature

Levers and leverage points?
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• Knowledge weaving (Tengö et al 2017) 



3. Examples of principle focused frameworks

• An urban ecology critique on the “Smart City” 

model

Moving from a sole sociotechnological focus (A.) to a biosociotechnical
focus (B.) with a focus on ecology and reconnection to the Biosphere

• The Smart City-model does not yet meet needs of urban sustainability.

• It must address health issues and analysis about whom the Smart City is for.

• It must better address issues of Resilience and Power relations.

• It must critically analyze how digital solutions may affect children’s

connection with nature
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Colding, J., & Barthel, S. (2017). An urban ecology critique on the “Smart City” model. Journal of 
Cleaner Production, 164, 95-101.


