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‘The overarching modus operandi and raison d’etre of global capitalism have dire
consequences across the planet, but the specific impact will manifest differently depending
upon particular social, economic and political context’ (p.161).

I particularly appreciated this book in that it fills a gap in the literature on environmental
justice within the field of criminology. In 2006, Zilney et al. noted that there was little two-
way communication between the two fields with few green criminological studies addressing
environmental justice issues and the environmental justice literature failing to penetrate into
more traditional criminological research. This topic was recently revisited by Lynch et al. (2015)
who found that criminologists have tended to ignore environmental justice.

This complaint can be widened to incorporate the exchange between environmental
and social policy research and education more generally. It is of vital importance for social
policy practitioners and academics, in particular, to think more about and engage more with
ecological issues. The interests of people and the rest of nature are intertwined. Yet social and
environmental policies are too often considered in separate silos. This book provides another
cogent argument for considering social justice and environmental sustainability as aspects
of an integrated system, rather than separate goals. It is important to understand that what
benefits nature, also benefits humanity and ‘Environmental Harm: An eco-justice perspective’
is exemplary in doing so.
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The National Community Development Project was a major ‘anti-poverty programme’
established by the UK government in 1968 to explore the causes of inner city decline: it was
one response to growing unrest in inner city areas, including amongst minority populations
which felt increasingly marginalised by government policy. Twelve local teams, each including a
number of community development workers, and some researchers attached to local universi-
ties, spent up to five years in deprived neighbourhoods working with local community groups.
Although it became clear that the government took the view that deprivation was essentially the
fault of local people themselves, the CDP teams developed an alternative analysis which pointed
to the impacts of economic disinvestment, cuts in public services such as housing, health and
transport, and the incipient effects of globalisation as largely responsible for the decline in
these areas. The major legacy of the CDPs was a series of both national and local reports which
spelled out this analysis across the country as a whole1, whilst demonstrating how these processes
impacted on local communities. One of the most significant of these reports was one produced
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by the Benwell CDP team, in West Newcastle, The Making of the Ruling Class. This painstakingly
researched report followed the fortunes (literally and figuratively) of major land- and wealth-
owning families in the Tyneside area such as the Ridleys and the Dickinsons showing how they
invested in industries whilst they were profitable and jumped ship when they were not, moving
from land and agriculture, to coal, to shipbuilding and engineering and finally to finance, being
involved in some of the biggest national banks and building societies (including ironically
Northern Rock Building Society which went belly up and was bailed out by the government,
thus protecting the interests of some of these families). Somehow, the rich and powerful always
came out squeaky clean despite the industrial carnage around them. Meanwhile the working
class families of Newcastle’s West End lost their jobs (some of them more than once), suffered
poor services, were unable to get access to decent housing or mortgage finance and then, as the
final ironic twist, were blamed for the conditions of their slums and their failure to get work.

I make no apology for the length of this anecdote as it illustrates quite clearly the main
thrust of this fascinating book, that research should not be about looking downwards at the
poor with open hands pointed toward government and other funders in response to their need
to know what makes the working classes tick, but should look upwards, researching the rich
and powerful in order to demystify the nature of power and show the working classes why it
really is – pace the lies put about by the tabloid papers (most recently that migrants steal their
jobs, their houses and even their women!) – they have to endure their poverty.

Research Justice has emerged from a West Coast American non-profit Foundation, Data
Centre, which has for thirty years had a long-standing mission of supporting the social justice
movement through research, particularly in relation to poor minorities and dispossessed
indigenous people. It observed early on that ‘very few communities had the capacity to craft
the “right” research question, let alone harness the power of information to take calculated,
purposeful action’ and that ‘organizing approaches that integrated research were few and far
between’. Those engaged in the CDPs and since, in various attempts at participatory research
practice, might say Amen to this observation. To underpin effective community organising with
committed research in a sensitive way – which in addition locates local organisers, activists and
researchers in an egalitarian partnership – is hugely difficult. When funders demand certain
kinds of outputs to satisfy their own agendas, it becomes even more difficult.

The book consists of seventeen chapters, most of them providing illuminating case studies
of specific ways in which this task has been attempted by researchers, or accounts of how this
approach could empower poor communities: it covers such disparate issues as archival theory,
disaster justice, health justice, pregnancy, formerly incarcerated women, resistance narratives,
and non-violent action. It would be invidious to pick out one or two particular chapters to
review in this book; the point is that taken together they provide a compelling argument as
to why researchers should re-examine their praxis, and consider the value base which drives
them in their research. Let some of the participants/partners in the research process speak for
themselves. Here, for example, is a group of marginalised women:

In a sense we are doing research by and for ourselves. But we’re also doing research by and for
a wider group and that includes women who aren’t able to speak for themselves.

Or a group of Black women who came to research their own pregnancy and childbirth
experiences, taking control of the research process to suit the ends of their organisation:

At the very first meeting, which was supposed to be a “research team” meeting, everyone’s
like – “we don’t want to be a research team, we want to be an organisation. We got way more
vision than just a research project.”

As the authors argue, Research Justice provides a strategic framework and methodological
intervention that seeks to transform structural inequities in research: it is, to my knowledge, a
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pioneer in print in setting out such a radical approach across a range of ‘research interventions’.
Critically it examines and demystifies ‘the relationships and intersections between research,
knowledge construction and political power/legitimacy in society’. As researchers, particularly
in higher education, begin to gear up for yet another round of research evaluation (variously
known as the Research Excellence Framework or Research Assessment Exercise), a framework
increasingly bound by the Holy Trinity of Significance, Rigour and Innovation, this book is
a sharp reminder of the absence of political discourse and of the values of social justice –
equality, dignity, respect, participation – in most research practice, despite the recent nod
in the direction of impact. None of these indicators are fundamentally shaped by the alleged
beneficiaries of research which all too often is constrained by the needs of government. As I have
found to my cost, when research findings don’t chime with government’s messages, they tend
to be suppressed, manipulated, distorted or simply ignored. There are far too few researchers
prepared or able to stay true to the values and politics of social justice: hopefully this elaborate,
committed and detailed account will inspire many more to move in that direction.

Note
1 Most of the CDP local and national reports are can be accessed at http://www.ulib.

iupui.edu/digitalscholarship/
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Ongoing capitalist crises along with the current turbulence of economic markets and associated
austerity politics have ignited interest in the possibility of breaking away from neoliberal
capitalist discourses. Literature challenging the idea that there-is-no-alternative to the capitalist
market has gone a long way in bursting the unquestioned myths of capitalism (e.g. Dodd, 2014;
Gibson-Graham, 2006; Gibson-Graham et al., 2013). Yet while the mythology of money and the
very nature of (neoliberal) capitalism have increasingly become an object of debate, we seldom
challenge the capitalist nomos that time-is-money: nothing more than a measure of duration
and productivity.

In his latest book, ‘Trading Time: Can Exchange Lead to Social Change?’, Lee Gregory tackles
this issue. He eloquently deconstructs the universalising hegemony of the capitalist nomos of
time, uncovering an alternative understanding of time that can provide a way forward. His
book expands the discussions on social change, focusing on the role time-banking and a novel
discourse of time might play in welfare reform. This way, Gregory broadens our understanding
of time and by making a mark on non-capitalocentric literature manages to join the league of
Dodd (e.g. 2014) and Gibson-Graham (e.g. 2006).

The argument, in brief, is that heterodox time discourses can promote social welfare
against capitalist enclosures. First, drawing on social policies in the UK, Gregory argues that
market practices have come to dominate welfare provision and public discourse around it, thus
‘subordinating the social democratic ideology to the requirements of neoliberal economics’
(p.18). This is exemplified by focusing on the socially and environmentally destructive
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