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While education is expected to play a significant role in responding to global social challenges, 
sustainable development discourses often fail to attend to issues of pedagogy, purpose and 
process. In this paper, we argue that one way to focus arguments on educational practice 
is through considerations of the relationship between education as justice and education 
for justice. We do this through discussing one form of justice in education – epistemic 
justice – and developing our conceptualisation of an epistemic core. Drawing on Elmore’s 
instructional core, this includes openness to students’ experiences and the place where they 
live, rich pedagogies and a broad range of epistemic resources. We argue that this is one way 
that secondary education’s contribution to sustainable and just futures could be made more 
concretely possible.
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Key messages

• Education carries great responsibility for developing knowledge, attitudes and changing 
behaviours for young people in relation to sustainable development.

• This paper conceptualises education as justice to enable education for justice.
• We develop the concept of an ‘epistemic core’ to support young people to consume, 

recognise and produce the knowledges necessary to contribute to sustainable development.
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Introduction

Global sustainable development agendas place a great burden of responsibility on the 
role of education for achieving desired goals, while at the same time being notably vague 
in how they conceive of educational practices and processes. In this paper, we seek to 
address this by arguing for a reimagining of education with epistemic justice at its core. 
We show that this is necessary to support young people to understand and be able to 
respond to the complexity and scale of the global social and environmental challenges 
that they face today and in their futures. Through this, we build on the foundations 
of recent scholars who have argued for the necessity of doing education differently, 
whether it be on the grounds of transdisciplinarity (Singh, 2021), transgressive and 
transformative learning (Lotz-Sisitka et al, 2015) or complexity (Tikly, 2019).

This is a largely conceptual paper that is the result of more than three years of 
close collaboration between the two authors in the JustEd Project, in a comparative, 
mixed-methods research study of the role of education for justice. JustEd analysed 
secondary education policy, curriculum and pedagogy, as well as learners’ experiences 
and their expected actions in relation to sustainable development in Nepal, Peru and 
Uganda. This study has developed understandings of education and justice in the 
specific areas of peaceful coexistence, positive climate action and reduced inequalities, 
which in turn have been informed by key scholars of environmental, epistemic, 
social and transitional justice (Milligan et al, 2021). The study also provides empirical 
evidence that illuminates different dimensions of the complex relationship between 
education and its intended justice outcomes. In this paper, we bring key insights 
from the study into conversation with the broader literature in the field, to develop 
a more general and theoretical understanding of education as justice that can enable 
education for justice.

We purposefully focus on the epistemic dimension of injustice because of its 
particular relevance to educational endeavours (Kotzee, 2017), and also because of 
our concerns for the narrow conceptualisations of justice in education and sustainable 
development (Unterhalter, 2019; Menton et al, 2020). These conceptualisations 
include a focus on distributive aspects of justice often to the exclusion of elements of 
recognition, and tend to promote simplistic understandings of the role that education 
can play in promoting justice within and beyond education.

The paper begins with a discussion of how the role and expectations of education 
for justice have been conceived and the ways they have been articulated in global 
policy debates. We draw on several critiques that point to poorly defined processes 
and purposes and the frequently unreasonable expectations that exceed what formal 
education can do. The second section seeks to redefine the role of education as and for 
justice by focusing it on epistemic justice, in particular the development of students’ 
capacity to participate as equals in the production, recognition and consumption of 
knowledges. We then discuss how strengthening what we define as the epistemic core of 
education can prepare students to meaningfully contribute to the just transformations 
that are required for sustainable futures.

Expectations of education for justice

While the idea that education can and should contribute to promote justice, 
especially social justice, is not new (Ayers et al, 2009; Boyles et al, 2009), the explicit 
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appearance of a justice focus in global education policy debates is fairly recent and 
the concept of justice has remained ‘under-theorized’ (Gewirtz, 1998: 469). Menton  
et al (2020) point to the scant appearance of justice-related terminology in the original 
formulation of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) (United Nations, 2015). 
Today, however, more than halfway through to the SDGs’ 2030 deadline, the focus 
on justice has permeated into many global education policy debates as a component 
of the necessary ‘transformations’ to ensure a socially and environmentally sustainable 
future (ICFE, 2022).

Before discussing what this renewed focus on justice might imply for education, 
it is worth considering how the relation between the two has been understood in 
academic and policy debates. Such understandings have tended to align with theories 
of justice that conceive the latter in distributive terms – where justice is understood 
as fairness in distribution (Rawls, 1958). From this perspective, education has been 
seen to be both a good that needs to be distributed fairly, and one that enables access 
to other essential goods (for example, health, work, well-being). Debates around this 
conceptualisation of justice and education have highlighted that promoting equality of 
educational opportunities may not be enough to ensure fairness, and that such efforts 
need to be complemented with a focus on equality of outcomes, so as to balance 
out the unequal starting points from which children from different backgrounds 
encounter existing opportunities (Phillips, 2004).

More contemporary theories of social justice follow critiques of the distributional 
model made by the likes of Young (1990) and Fraser (2020), who argue that the 
distributive dimension of justice is not enough, and that problems of recognition 
must be considered if the relational aspects of injustice are to be addressed. Justice 
as fairness needs to be complemented with what Young defines as ‘freedom 
from oppressive relations’ (in Gewirtz, 1998: 472). In education, the recognition 
dimension of justice translates into a focus on the need to promote schools and 
learning environments that are inclusive of diverse cultures, ethnicities, abilities and 
gender identities. Both fair distribution and recognition, alongside representation, 
are required to enable the ‘parity of participation’ that, according to Fraser (2009: 
16), is the ultimate goal of justice, and entails that all human beings can relate as 
peers with ‘equal moral worth’.

With these ideas in mind, we can now consider how education policies have 
addressed justice concerns. McCowan’s (2010) work on the need to reframe the 
universal right to education provides a useful entry point to this discussion. The 
author critiques the vagueness of how this right is conceptualised, so that it is unclear 
whether it is meant to guarantee ‘access to educational institutions, to a particular 
form of educational experience, or to some educational effect’ (McCowan, 2010: 2). 
He argues that it should be to all of these, of course, but maybe more importantly, 
he shows how questions of educational process and experience are often sidelined in 
favour of an exclusive focus on ensuring access and results. While there are various 
reasons for this, we could argue that one of them may be the dominant focus on 
distributional justice concerns, to the detriment of the more relational questions that 
a focus on recognition and parity of participation would raise.

Unterhalter’s (2019) analysis of the process through which the indicators for 
education-focused SDG 4 were developed, provides another layer of explanation 
as to why a justice focus – even of the distributional kind – might be absent from 
global policy frameworks. She shows how while the initial definition of SDG 4 
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appeared to give equal weight to questions of quality and equity in its understanding 
of the universal right to education, the apparent consensus around this masked the 
‘struggles’ over the meanings of these terms. Such struggles, however, re-emerged 
during the development of indicators for the goal. Here, ‘the institutional histories 
[and differences in power] of different organisations and governments’ led to the 
dominance of a narrower focus on measurable quality and learning, at the expense of 
the need to respond to learners’ diversity and promote the ‘structural transformations’ 
required ‘to support equity’ (Unterhalter, 2019: 42).

The sidelining of equity concerns may have occurred, in part, because of the 
greater difficulty in defining measurable indicators for structural and more qualitative 
changes in educational processes and relations, in comparison to the somewhat more 
straightforward task of defining measurable learning outcomes (Unterhalter, 2019). 
But the lack of centrality of equity concerns also reflects existing differences in 
the power of various epistemic communities and the dominance of a technocratic 
knowledge regime that has promoted a ‘new language of learning’ (Biesta, 2016: 17) 
in which questions of purpose and process are often overlooked. We would argue 
that, in a similar way to what McCowan (2010) described in the case of the right 
of education, the absence of questions of purpose and pedagogical process from this 
agenda of learning outcomes does not enable the inclusion of broader social outcomes 
that are key to a justice agenda in education.

Given this lack of focus on purpose and process, the policies that emerge from 
these frameworks tend to assume somewhat linear trajectories between curricula and 
practice, as if simply making curricula more inclusive were enough to address problems 
of oppressive relations and exclusion based on status, identity or ability. Adding to 
this there is an entrenched tendency, when addressing education in the context of the 
SDGs, to think in ‘silos’ (Bengtsson et al, 2018; Unterhalter, 2021), as if each of the 
problems that the goals address was independent of the others – something that goes 
against the ‘increasing recognition’ about the interconnectedness of ‘environmental, 
economic and social issues’ (Bengtsson et al, 2018: 8). These narrow definitions and 
the siloisation of policy seem to be in stark contrast with the brunt of responsibility 
that is put on education to help resolve many of the world’s major problems.

The acknowledgement that the combined challenges of sustainable 
development, climate change and poverty are leading to a breaking point that 
may threaten the continuity of life on the planet has led to a reckoning with 
the idea that real transformations in our economic, political and social modes 
of organisation are necessary if the changes we need to make are to be possible 
(TAP, 2019; ICFE, 2022). This is explicit in UNESCO’s work on the futures 
of education, which addresses questions of educational purpose linked to the 
broader societal goal of shaping ‘peaceful, just and sustainable futures’. The report 
(ICFE, 2022: 3–4) proposes the need for a ‘new social contract for education’ 
that fully addresses an understanding of education as a human right, as a public 
endeavour and as a common good, that emphasises the relational nature of 
education, calling for pedagogies to be ‘organized around the principles of 
cooperation, collaboration and solidarity’. More recently, UNESCO (2023) have 
also recommended an update to the 1974 UN recommendation for Education 
for Peace and Human Rights, International Understanding, Cooperation, 
Fundamental Freedoms, Global Citizenship and Sustainable Development on 
the grounds of transformative education.
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While this may seem promising, it is important to note that UNESCO is not the 
only, nor necessarily the most powerful or influential international organisation in this 
context. Elfert and Ydesen (2023: 25) describe it as ‘the idealist’ agency in comparison 
to the OECD (seen as the ‘master of persuasion’), and the World Bank (described as 
‘the master of coercion’). The latter agencies have not shown signs of a shift similar 
to the one proposed by UNESCO and seem intent on pursuing an agenda of more 
narrowly defined learning outcomes. Their line of thinking ‘relies on the logic of 
globalization in terms of the global marketplace and the free flow of capital, and the 
pursuit of competition as a driver of the world order’ (Elfert and Ydesen, 2023: 41). 
While initially the pandemic appeared to open global educational discussions to a 
line more akin to UNESCO’s transformative futures agenda, the World Bank–led 
discourse on post-pandemic ‘learning loss’ and the emerging ‘learning crisis’ (World 
Bank, 2019) – with its focus on getting children back to school and promoting 
foundational learning – suggests otherwise.

In what follows we want to contribute to a more clear and specific understanding 
of what a justice agenda in education might entail, making the connections between 
policies, curricula and practice more specific through an emphasis on the pedagogical 
elements of a just education. We suggest that a more practicable agenda for a just 
education can be promoted through a refocusing of debates and questions about 
epistemic justice.

Considering epistemic justice in education

So far, we have demonstrated how education’s narrow conceptualisation of the global 
education agenda and its separation from broader development goals limits the role 
that education can play in responding to the global social challenges facing young 
people now and in the future. To envision the type of educational system that is 
needed to take on this task, we suggest placing justice at its centre. In other writing 
and with colleagues on the JustEd Project, we have conceptualised a multiple justices 
framework for analysing education (Milligan et al, 2021), incorporating aspects of 
transitional, epistemic and environmental justice into an underlying framing of 
social justice (Wilder et al, forthcoming). Here, we are particularly concerned with 
epistemic justice which we see as having a transversal role within education and 
across the other justices, highlighting its fundamental role in enabling other justices 
to be addressed through education.

While the question of knowledge has been central to many global social justice 
debates (Mignolo, 2009; Quijano, 2013; Spivak, 2023), it is only relatively recently 
that the distinct theory of epistemic (in)justice has been applied to education spaces. 
Education scholars have predominantly drawn on Fricker’s (2007) Epistemic Injustice: 
Power and the Ethics of Knowing to consider how schools become sites of knowledge 
inequality, where particular forms of knowledge are deemed more trustworthy or 
valid (Zembylas, 2018; Walker, 2018; Balarin et al, 2021; Lara-Steidel and Thompson, 
2023). As Kotzee (2017: 327) explains, education scholars use epistemic injustice to 
‘ask how decisions about the curriculum enable or block students’ understanding of 
particular social experiences and encourage or inhibit the ability of students from 
particular cultures to express their particular understanding of the world’.

Most of these discussions, including Fricker’s own work, focus on epistemic 
injustice. This helps describe different instances and types of epistemic injustice 
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and the negative impact it may have on individuals. In analysing the data from the 
JustEd Project there were multiple examples from all countries of persistent and 
overlapping epistemic injustices across subjects and topics. These ranged from the 
predominance of languages that curtail children’s understanding of school knowledge 
to the disconnection between curriculum and materials and young people’s lived 
experience, to the prevalence of pedagogies that limit students critical thinking and 
understanding of complexity (Balarin and Rodriguez, 2024; Milligan et al, 2024; 
Paudel et al, 2024 – all in this collection).

Through our analysis and discussions we considered it important to go beyond 
accounts of injustice and to produce a positive definition of epistemic justice that 
can help guide what educational spaces, practices and outcomes can aspire to be (see 
Geuskens, 2018). We have drawn on Hall et al’s (2020: 35) writing about epistemic 
pluralism and knowledge hierarchies where they propose that epistemic justice lies in 
‘equality in the production, recognition and consumption of knowledge’. When using 
this definition in our work, we propose two small, but important adaptations – the 
explicit use of knowledges in the plural and a change in the order of words that we feel 
better reflects the processes through which we become producers of knowledges. This 
leads us to the define epistemic justice as ‘equality in the consumption, recognition 
and production of knowledges’.

Our use of knowledges in the plural reflects our belief in the need for pluriversal 
and multilingual practices to be a basis for epistemically just educational systems. 
However, we note here our caution against epistemic relativism. Rather, with 
Robertson (2013), we believe that there is an essential role for the epistemic value of 
diversity that should not undermine the possibility for evaluating justified knowledge 
claims. As Robertson (2013: 166) argues, drawing on Haraway (1988) and McLaren 
(2015), it is necessary for knowledge claims to be analysed through the ‘“socially 
situated” nature of knowledge production, including the variety of ways inquiry is 
affected by the socially located interests and perspectives of the knowledge producers 
[asking] not only whether a claim is true but also whose interests it serves and 
who benefits from the acceptance of the claim’. An education system built upon 
epistemic diversity, thus, is one where multiple knowledges are not only included 
but interrogated and extended.

Central to our understanding of epistemic justice is that it is not a standalone 
form of justice but one that is interconnected with – and often enables – social, 
environmental and transitional forms of justice. To bring the different forms of justice 
together, we have drawn on Fraser’s (2009) theorising of social justice as ‘parity of 
participation’ with economic, cultural and political spheres and across the three Rs 
of redistribution, recognition and representation. If we return to our definition of 
epistemic justice, we can see how parity of participation and the three Rs bear close 
similarities with the idea of equality in the consumption, recognition and production 
of knowledges. This is both in terms of the ways that education is a space that is 
built upon such a definition of equality (what we consider to be education as justice) 
and in the outcomes of education and how young people can access such equality 
throughout their lives (the role of education for justice).

First, we identify a distributional element to epistemic justice in education in terms 
of how epistemic resources are (un)equally distributed. At a very functional level, this 
may start with what physical materials are available through which young people can 
consume curricular knowledge, such as textbooks and workbooks, including making 
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these accessible in multilingual and multimodal forms. However, our understanding 
of epistemic resources goes beyond curricular materials to include a consideration 
of access to consumption and production of the ‘collective epistemic resources on 
which we depend to make sense of and engage the world’ (Shotwell, 2017: 86). These 
resources include knowledges but also an ability to understand, evaluate and critique 
the knowledges we are presented with. The fair distribution of collective epistemic 
resources would, therefore, involve supporting young people to make sense of – and 
contribute new knowledges that can counter – the unjust world around them.

Second, there is something specifically epistemic in the ways that misrecognition 
can take place through the positioning of knowledges as alternative or inferior. 
Masaka (2019) writing about decolonising curricula in postcolonial African countries, 
helpfully explains how recognition in epistemic terms needs to go beyond ‘simplified 
arguments on knowledge inclusivity and epistemological pluralism’ (Keet, 2014: 
27) to involve the genuine acknowledgement and acceptance of the contribution 
of Indigenous people of Africa to knowledge production. He further highlights the 
importance of considering how young people will use these knowledges in their future 
lives. This links to the third element of Fraser’s model – representation – which we 
see in terms of what (and whose) knowledges are part of decision-making processes 
both within and beyond education. How does education support all young people 
to consume and produce knowledges that enable representation in decision making 
or, as a recent paper in this journal has stated, ‘who has a say in climate change 
decision making, and who does not?’ (Boss et al, 2023). Based on these redistribution, 
recognition and representation elements, we argue that being able to contribute and 
access knowledge and understand how knowledge works is a necessary condition 
for parity of participation.

One of the key debates among scholars of epistemic justice focuses on the site 
where epistemic injustice takes place. Fricker’s writing provides powerful concepts 
and illustrative examples for the ways that epistemic injustice occurs primarily 
through individual interactions. However, as Walker (2018: 13) argues, this focus 
fails to account for the ‘material conditions fueling epistemic injustice’, something 
that has prompted some authors to use Fricker’s understandings of epistemic injustice 
in tandem with analyses of broader, structural inequalities (Nikolaidis, 2023). Here, 
Anderson’s extension of the site of epistemic injustice to include the structural 
contexts of social institutions, including schools, has been particularly influential in 
our thinking (Anderson, 2012).

In our work on the JustEd Project we found multiple examples of epistemic injustice 
at both the level of individual interactions and broader systemic structures and patterns 
of justice and injustice, operating at local, national and global levels. For example, the 
epistemic injustice of an unfamiliar and dominant language of learning such as English 
is something that can be analysed at the three levels. Unfamiliar languages affect how 
often students talk to teachers, the quality of their interactions and inequalities in how 
teachers respond to students (Milligan, 2022). Language scholars have consistently 
shown how classrooms, therefore, become sites where learners are denied ‘epistemic 
access’ to the curriculum (see, for example, Mkhize, 2016). However, as Kerfoot and 
Bello-Nonjengele (2023: 462) argue in the context of South African classrooms, a 
focus on epistemic access to the curriculum leaves ‘value hierarchies and relations of 
knowing unchanged’. This requires analysis of the institutional, national and global 
conditions that perpetuate language hierarchies, placing English as a ‘global language’ 
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and part of an imagined and aspirational future for students sitting in those English-
medium classrooms (McKinney, 2016; Adamson, 2022).

This consideration of language in education highlights the ways that thinking 
about epistemic justice in education also necessitates a concern with power and 
coloniality. While postcolonial theorists may not explicitly talk about epistemic (in)
justice, ideas around the ‘coloniality of knowledge’ (Quijano, 2013) and the role of 
‘epistemic violence’ (Spivak, 2023) point in a similar direction and highlight how 
the decolonial project needs to go beyond the decolonisation of formal institutions 
to focus on knowledge itself. Quijano (2013) specifically spoke of the ‘control of 
subjectivity and knowledge’ as a key aspect of the ‘coloniality matrix’. The coloniality 
of knowledge could be understood as a major structural form of epistemic injustice 
that is embedded in the global colonial regime and which in many ways persists to 
this day in the dominance of certain forms of thinking and being – including the 
dominance of certain languages. Spivak’s notion of ‘epistemic violence’ clearly argues 
this. The coloniality of knowledge is particularly pervasive as an epistemic injustice 
because it provides a grammar (a dominant idea of knowledge) that does not enable 
people to connect their experiences – of marginality, oppression, exclusion – to the 
broader structural and historical processes that cause them. Education can reproduce, 
or potentially challenge, the coloniality of power and knowledge (Freire, 1973; 
Giroux, 2016), and is therefore a key site in which our more positive definition of 
epistemic justice could be realised.

Articulating the epistemic core

We propose that a useful way to articulate the important role of education as justice 
is through focusing around the idea of the ‘epistemic core of education’, that involves 
pedagogies, resources and students’ contributions. This idea borrows from Elmore’s 
(1996; 2008) notion of an ‘instructional core’ composed of teachers, students and 
content, in which the relation between those three elements, and not any one of them 
individually, determines the nature and quality of pedagogical practice. Pedagogy 
here is understood not simply as teaching, but also as the relationships that teaching 
involves and the broader social and cultural values that pedagogies are embedded 
in – it is ‘the act of teaching together with its attendant discourse of educational 
theories, values, evidence and justifications’ (Alexander, 2009: 928; see also Shah and 
Campus, 2021). Elmore highlights how teachers’ understanding of what knowledge is 
crucially shapes their role in supporting students to understand knowledge. Elmore’s 
work has been discussed by other authors in relation to how to recentre the focus 
of education reforms on pedagogical practice (Rincón-Gallardo and Fleisch, 2016; 
Balarin and Rodríguez, 2019), including recently in Tikly’s (2019) discussion of 
transforming education for sustainable development. We believe that this idea of the 
instructional core can be furthered by exploring the explicitly epistemic dimensions 
of the relationship between teachers, students and content.

We argue that strengthening the epistemic core (see Table 1) is fundamental if education 
is to act as a space where justice is done. This, we contend, can be achieved through a 
focus on at least three key aspects of educational practice that need to be strengthened 
in order to enable students to participate as equals in the consumption, recognition and 
production of knowledge: grounding learning in experience and place; providing learners 
with a broad range of epistemic resources; and promoting rich pedagogies.
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In the rest of this section, we expand our discussion around the three dimensions 
of the epistemic core, using key evidence from the JustEd Project. This evidence, 
and the associated arguments, is drawn from papers written by colleagues within the 
project – in some cases led or in collaboration with us – and from Nepal, Peru and 
Uganda. This includes papers from within this special collection (Paudel et al, 2024; 
Balarin and Rodríguez, 2024; Milligan et al, 2024; Shields and Muratkyzy, 2024) 
and published elsewhere (Nuwategeka et al; Wilder et al, forthcoming; Soysal et al, 
forthcoming). While we do not have the space to bring in extended examples, nor 
the arguments that have been further developed in these papers by our colleagues, 
the conclusions that we draw are grounded in our understandings of the key findings 
and our sustained dialogue over the years of the JustEd Project.

Connections to experience and place play a central role in enabling students to access, 
make sense and eventually produce knowledge that is meaningful to them and their 
communities (Dewey, 1998; Gruenewald, 2003). While this idea is not new, school 
practices in many parts of the world consistently fail to connect to students’ place-
based experiences. In Nepal (Paudel et al, 2024), teachers were often found to be 
competent in presenting curricular content related to diversity and environmental 
protection, but without connecting to children’s experiences of discrimination 
and environmental precarity, especially for the most socially marginalised. In Peru, 
as discussed by Balarin and Rodríguez (2024), we similarly found contradictions 
between official school knowledge on justice-related topics and Peruvian students’ 
understandings and experiences of these issues. The authors argue that the rich source 
of knowledge that experience provides is rarely discussed in class meaning that the 
possibility of gaining a deeper understanding of many issues was therefore lost. These 
rich qualitative findings were corroborated in the quantitative analysis from the survey 
with secondary school learners in Nepal, Peru and Uganda. Shields and Muratkyzy, 
(2024) report on this analysis and demonstrate the centrality of experience and how 
the disconnection from experience within education severely limits young people’s 
dispositions to act towards sustainable transformations.

When schools do not support children to understand and express their own 
experiences, they obscure these from what is viewed as valuable for collective 
understanding of a particular issue. This disconnection from experience and place 
which we found to be so central in the JustEd Project (Soysal et al, forthcoming; 
Shields and Muratkyzy, 2024), can limit students’ possibilities of accessing knowledge 
and disempower them from taking meaningful action (see also Gruenewald, 2003; 
Ajaps and Mbah, 2022). Fricker (2007) has highlighted the particular hermeneutic 
form of epistemic injustice that can occur when people do not have access to the 
interpretive resources that might enable them to make sense of their own experiences. 

Table 1: The epistemic core
The epistemic core as:

Openness to students’ 
experiences and the 
places where they live 

… so as to broaden knowledge and promote an understanding of what 
it means to make a contribution. 

Rich pedagogies … that connect to experience, develop critical thinking and lead to 
understanding of complexity and problem solving.

A broad range of  
epistemic resources

… including materials and content that is sound (well-justified knowl-
edge) and diverse (recognising and representing different perspectives 
and what they may bring to the knowledge making process).
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We contend that a focus on experiences is particularly important for young people 
who are themselves already at risk of hermeneutical injustice. It is through such 
place-based knowledges that they may be able to make the connections between 
their experiences of marginality, oppression and exclusion and broader structural 
and causal processes (Spivak, 2023), which in turn could develop their potential for 
political and community-oriented action.

Enabling learners to participate in the consumption and production of knowledge 
requires rich pedagogies that promote critical thinking and an understanding of 
complexity. Dominant pedagogical models, either content-centred or competency-
based, often fail to do so (Schweisfurth, 2011; Biesta, 2016; Hoadley, 2018). 
Whereas the former often conflates knowledge with content, the latter may end up 
disregarding knowledge. The case studies within the JustEd Project, included both 
models. Paudel et al (2024) show how the content-dominated pedagogies prevalent 
in Nepal do not foster student participation or the articulation of experience into 
the learning process, and this limits students’ understanding of different issues. The 
role of dominant languages of instruction in Nepal and Uganda were also shown to 
place clear restrictions on students’ access to knowledge and participation in learning 
(see Milligan et al, 2024 for a discussion of this in the Uganda case).

Balarin and Rodríguez (2024) conceptualise the ‘shallow pedagogies’ that may 
emerge from different pedagogical models, especially when they are not accompanied 
by clear guidelines and support for teachers’ practice. What we saw as a result of these 
shallow pedagogies in Peru, Nepal and Uganda is the ways that students can embrace 
simplistic narratives that ‘do not problematise nor point towards the complexity of 
many issues and phenomena’ (Balarin and Rodríguez, 2024: 14), thus limiting their 
capacity for transformative action. We note that there is an example from within this 
special collection that provides a contrasting example of how a competency-based 
curriculum can be made to work when a clear pedagogical strategy is in place (Copsey 
et al, 2024). In their case they discuss a collaborative community-based climate-action 
project where school and community members co-created knowledge to improve 
the community’s quality of life. This is one of many examples of richer pedagogies 
that are, however, rarely mainstreamed in a global policy context dominated by the 
narrow focus on measurable outcomes.

The possibility of developing rich pedagogies rests not only on teachers’ abilities, 
but also on schools and students having access to a broad range of epistemic resources. 
These include a range of materials and content that are accessible – especially in 
terms of language – that provide sound, well-justified knowledge, as well as a 
diverse representation of different knowledges and perspectives that can enrich 
students’ understanding of the world. In a similar vein to the contradictions already 
highlighted between young people’s experiences of injustices and curricular content 
on justice-related issues, Nuwategeka et al (forthcoming) argue that there are 
conflicted epistemologies between Indigenous knowledge systems and Western-based 
knowledge. Their arguments, drawn from interviews with teachers and students as 
part of the JustEd Project in Northern Uganda, also highlight how these community-
based knowledges are rendered absent from what is deemed the collective pool 
of epistemic resources for climate action. This mirrors Masaka’s (2019) argument 
about the importance of not only diversifying curricular content – a shallow form 
of recognition – but also considering how such diversity of knowledges may frame 
young people’s current and future actions.
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Strengthening the epistemic core of education through connection to experience 
and place, rich pedagogies and access to a broad range of epistemic resources can 
support young people to contribute themselves to the collective pool of knowledges. 
This involves young people learning how to become critical thinkers who understand 
that knowledge needs to be based on ‘analysis’, ‘evaluation’ and ‘inference based upon 
evidence, concepts, methods, criteria, and contexts’, which can self-correct based 
on the emergence of new knowledge and facts (Boghossian, 2012: 77). But it also 
requires that young people develop epistemic humility (Medina, 2012), an openness 
to other people’s views and an understanding of the ‘epistemic value of diversity’ that 
does not lead to relativism (Robertson, 2013).

We see here a key connection between strengthening the epistemic core and the 
complex global social challenges that we now face. Such challenges require students that 
are prepared ‘to think for themselves’, that can grasp complexity, but who can also ‘be 
good consumers of public knowledge’ (Robertson, 2013: 176). This is especially so in 
a global context in which young people are continuously fed simplistic and tendentious 
ideas about some of the most pressing problems we now confront. This capacity to 
think for themselves and grasp complexity may also be conducive to an understanding 
that solutions require more than individual actions and should involve a range of actors 
and changes at different levels. When this is done in a way that connects experience 
with a diversity of knowledges, this can support young people to engage in local and 
community-based initiatives to effect meaningful change (Cruz et al, 2018).

Conclusions

Our paper began with a critique of dominant understandings of the role of education 
for justice, which, we show, are underspecified and give priority to narrow outcomes 
rather than to equity concerns. We argue that that such a focus means also that the 
justice potential of education has been articulated mostly in terms of the role of 
education for justice rather than education as justice. This leads to an often unrealistic 
burden of responsibility for education in relation to justice aims. At the same time, 
the dominant discourse on educational outcomes, and the measurement regime to 
which it is associated, place very little emphasis on educational processes, making it 
unclear how exactly education is meant to contribute to justice.

We have also argued that the potential contribution of education for justice is limited 
by epistemic injustices that are at the core of educational practice, but which are 
notably missing in current justice debates. One such injustice relates to the absence 
of necessary connections to experience and place which limits students’ potential to 
understand and make sense of knowledge. We argue that a further epistemic injustice 
has to do with shallow pedagogies prevalent in many school systems that hinder 
students’ possibility of becoming critical and independent thinkers. The lack of diverse 
epistemic resources further disrupts students’ possibility of becoming equal participants 
in the consumption, recognition and production of knowledges. To respond to these 
injustices, we have called for focusing on the epistemic core of educational practice that 
would enable education to function as a space where justice is done.

The mobilisation of the epistemic core is impacted in many schooling situations 
by a range of educational and broader issues. Some of these structural barriers are 
within the remit of an individual school or the wider educational system, for example 
in relation to language policies as discussed by Milligan et al (2024). However, there 
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are many others that are determined by the precarity, violence and injustice ever 
present in young people’s lives outside of school. Milligan et al (2024) stress this 
point in their discussion of shallow pedagogies and are careful to note that the role 
of schools should not be essentialised, especially when they cater for socially (and 
hermeneutically) marginalised populations. The authors also highlight the extent to 
which teachers themselves are part of epistemic and economic regimes that limit the 
scope of their pedagogical action. Focusing on the epistemic core is one of multiple 
transformations that might be necessary in these contexts, and we are mindful about 
the need to not overburden young people with the responsibility of action – especially 
those whose socio-economic conditions and the consequences of economic and 
environmental precarity limit their ‘capacity to aspire’ beyond immediate concerns 
(Appadurai, 2004). An educational agenda that is strongly focused on strengthening 
the epistemic core might seem overly idealistic, especially in view of some of the 
limitations we have just outlined. While certainly challenging, we believe this could 
be achieved through a greater focus on modelling teaching practices, on providing 
ongoing pedagogical support for teachers, and on developing curricula and materials 
that also support practices geared towards strengthening students’ role as knowers – 
there are now several examples how to model practice in ways that address various 
aspects of the epistemic core (Tickly et al, 2020; McLean, 2024). This all may seem 
fairly straightforward, but such a strong focus on process and practice goes very much 
against the grain of dominant global education policy agendas, with their focus on 
outcomes, incentives and efficiency.

While considerations of epistemic justice are fundamental throughout the 
educational cycle, the role of schools and teachers in strengthening the epistemic core 
is particularly important at the secondary school level, where students are encountering 
more complex knowledge and when they are more specifically meant to develop the 
abilities to engage with knowledge in epistemically just ways. Content-wise, it is also 
at this level where issues related to current global social and environmental challenges 
are often presented to young people with the notion that this should influence their 
future action. While there are currently many proposals for how to rethink and 
transform secondary education (Tikly et al, 2020; Steinberg, 2022), they do not pay 
enough attention to the centrality of the epistemic core that grounds education for 
justice on an understanding of education as justice.

Funding
This work was supported by UK Research and Innovation and the Global Challenges 
Research Fund under Grant ES/T004851/1.

Conflict of interest
The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

References
Adamson, L. (2022) Fear and shame: students’ experiences in English-medium 

secondary classrooms in Tanzania, Journal of Multilingual and Multicultural Development, 
online first. doi: 10.1080/01434632.2022.2093357

Ajaps, S. and Mbah, M.F. (2022) Towards a critical pedagogy of place for 
environmental conservation, Environmental Education Research, 28(4): 508–23. doi: 
10.1080/13504622.2022.2050889

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 06/17/24 02:36 PM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1080/01434632.2022.2093357
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504622.2022.2050889


Education as justice

13

Alexander, R. (2009) Towards a comparative pedagogy, in R. Cowen and A.M. 
Kazamias (eds) International Handbook of Comparative Education, New York, NY: 
Springer. pp 923–39.

Anderson, E. (2012) Epistemic justice as a virtue of social institutions, Social 
Epistemology, 26(2): 163–73. doi: 10.1080/02691728.2011.652211

Appadurai, A. (2004) The capacity to aspire: culture and the terms of recognition, in 
V. Rao and M. Walton (eds) Culture and Public Action: A Cross-Disciplinary Dialogue 
on Development Policy, Redwood City, CA: Stanford University Press, pp 59–84.

Ayers, W., Quinn, T. and Stovall, D. (eds) (2009) Handbook of Social Justice in Education, 
New York, NY: Routledge.

Balarin, M. and Rodriguez, M.F. (2019) Endurance and absences in Peru’s reform: 
the challenge of second-order reforms in the core of educational practice, in C. 
Ornelas (ed) Politics of Education in Latin America: Reforms, Resistance and Persistence, 
Leiden: Brill, pp 116–33.

Balarin, M. and Rodriguez, M.F. (2024) Shallow pedagogies as epistemic injustice, 
Global Social Challenges Journal. doi: 10.1332/27523349y2024d000000007

Balarin, M., Paudel, M., Sarmiento, P., Singh, G.B. and Wilder, R. (2021) Exploring 
Epistemic Justice in Educational Research, JustEd discussion paper, June, Bath: 
University of Bath, Department of Education, https://zenodo.org/records/5502143.

Bengtsson, S.E., Barakat, B. and Muttarak, R. (2018) The Role of Education in Enabling 
the Sustainable Development Agenda, Abingdon: Routledge.

Biesta, G. (2016) Good Education in an Age of Measurement: Ethics, Politics, Democracy, 
Abingdon: Routledge.

Boghossian, P. (2012) Critical thinking and constructivism: mambo dog fish to the 
banana patch, Journal of Philosophy of Education, 46(1): 73–84. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-
9752.2011.00832.x

Boss, G., Dietzel, A., Godshaw, D. and Venn, A. (2023) Politics, voice and just transition: 
who has a say in climate change decision making, and who does not, Global Social 
Challenges Journal, 2: 86–104. doi: 10.1332/EWME8953

Boyles, D., Carusi, T. and Attick, D. (2009) Historical and critical interpretations of 
social justice, in W. Ayers, T. Quinn and D. Stovall (ed) Handbook of Social Justice in 
Education, New York, NY: Routledge, pp 30–42.

Copsey, O., Kubwimana, J.P., Kanyamibwa, S., Nshimiyimana, B., Maniraho, J.F. and 
Ishimwe, M.E. (2024) Climate action to enable quality education: exploring the 
potential of eco-schools to reverse the triple education crises in Rwanda, Global 
Social Challenges Journal. doi: 10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000016

Cruz, A.R., Selby, S.T. and Durham, W.H. (2018) Place-based education for environmental 
behavior: a ‘funds of knowledge’ and social capital approach, Environmental Education 
Research, 24(5): 627–47. doi: 10.1080/13504622.2017.1311842

Dewey, J. (1998) Experience and Education, 60th anniversary edn, West Lafayette, IN: 
Kappa Delta Pi.

Elfert, M. and Ydesen, C. (2023) UNESCO, the OECD and the World Bank: a 
global governance perspective, in M. Elfert and C. Ydesen (eds) Global Governance 
of Education: The Historical and Contemporary Entanglements of UNESCO, the OECD 
and the World Bank, Cham: Springer, pp 23–50.

Elmore, R. (1996) Getting to scale with good educational practice, Harvard Educational 
Review, 66(1): 1–27. doi: 10.17763/haer.66.1.g73266758j348t33

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 06/17/24 02:36 PM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1080/02691728.2011.652211
https://doi.org/10.1332/27523349y2024d000000007
https://zenodo.org/records/5502143
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9752.2011.00832.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9752.2011.00832.x
https://doi.org/10.1332/EWME8953
https://doi.org/10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000016
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504622.2017.1311842
https://doi.org/10.17763/haer.66.1.g73266758j348t33


Maria Balarin and Lizzi O. Milligan

14

Elmore, R. (2008) Improving the instructional core (draft manuscript), Graduate 
School of Education – Harvard University, https://teacher.justinwells.net/
Downloads/improving_the_instructional_core_elmore_2008.pdf.

Fraser, N. (2009) Scales of Justice: Reimagining Political Space in a Globalizing World, New 
York, NY: Columbia University Press.

Fraser, N. (2020) From redistribution to recognition? Dilemmas of justice in a 
‘postsocialist’ age, in S. Seidman and J.C. Alexander (eds) The New Social Theory 
Reader, 2nd edn, Kindle, Abingdon: Routledge, pp 188–96.

Freire, P. (1973) Education for Critical Consciousness, London: Sheed and Ward.
Fricker, M. (2007) Epistemic Injustice: Power and the Ethics of Knowing, Oxford: Oxford 

University Press.
Geuskens, M. (2018) Epistemic Justice: A Principled Approach to Knowledge Generation 

and Distribution, PhD thesis, Tilburg: Tilburg University, https://research.
tilburguniversity.edu/files/28669897/Geuskens_Epistemic_11_12_2018.pdf.

Gewirtz, S. (1998) Conceptualizing social justice in education: mapping the territory, 
Journal of Education Policy, 13(4): 469–84. doi: 10.1080/0268093980130402

Giroux, H.A. (2016) Paulo Freire and the politics of postcolonialism, in C. Robbins 
(ed) The Giroux Reader, Abingdon: Routledge, pp 285–96.

Gruenewald, D.A. (2003) Foundations of place: a multidisciplinary framework for 
place-conscious education, American Educational Research Journal, 40(3): 619–54. doi: 
10.3102/00028312040003619

Hall, B.L., Godrie, B. and Heck, I. (2020) Knowledge democracy and epistemic in/
justice: reflections on a conversation, Canadian Journal of Action Research, 21(1): 
27–45. doi: 10.33524/cjar.v21i1.516

Haraway, D.J. (1988) Situated knowledges: the science question in feminism and the 
privilege of partial perspective, Feminist Studies, 14(3): 575–99. doi: 10.2307/3178066

Hoadley, U. (2018) Pedagogy in Poverty: Lessons from Twenty Years of Curriculum Reform 
in South Africa, Abingdon: Routledge.

ICFE (International Commission on the Futures of Education) (2022) Reimagining 
Our Futures Together: A New Social Contract For Education, Paris: UNESCO.

Keet, A. (2014) Epistemic ‘othering’ and the decolonisation of knowledge, Africa Insight, 
44(1): 23–37, https://journals.co.za/doi/epdf/10.10520/EJC161966.

Kerfoot, C. and Bello-Nonjengele, B.O. (2023) Towards epistemic justice: constructing 
knowers in multilingual classrooms, Applied Linguistics, 44(3): 462–84. doi: 10.1093/
applin/amac049

Kotzee, B. (2017) Education and epistemic injustice, in I.J. Kidd, J. Medina, G. Pohlhaus 
Jr (eds) The Routledge Handbook of Epistemic Injustice, Abingdon: Routledge, pp 
324–35.

Lara-Steidel, H. and Thompson, W.C. (2023) Epistemic injustice? Banning ‘critical 
race theory’, ‘divisive topics’, and ‘embedded racism’ in the classroom, Journal of 
Philosophy of Education, 57(4/5): 862–79. doi: 10.1093/jopedu/qhad069

Lotz-Sisitka, H., Wals, A., Kronlid, D. and McGarry, D. (2015) Transformative, 
transgressive social learning: rethinking higher education pedagogy in times of 
systemic global dysfunction, Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability, 16: 
73–80. doi:10.1016/j.cosust.2015.07.018

Masaka, D. (2019) Attaining epistemic justice through transformation and 
decolonisation of education curriculum in Africa, African Identities, 17(3/4): 298–309. 
doi: 10.1080/14725843.2019.1681259

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 06/17/24 02:36 PM UTC

https://teacher.justinwells.net/Downloads/improving_the_instructional_core_elmore_2008.pdf
https://teacher.justinwells.net/Downloads/improving_the_instructional_core_elmore_2008.pdf
https://research.tilburguniversity.edu/files/28669897/Geuskens_Epistemic_11_12_2018.pdf
https://research.tilburguniversity.edu/files/28669897/Geuskens_Epistemic_11_12_2018.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/0268093980130402
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312040003619
https://doi.org/10.33524/cjar.v21i1.516
https://doi.org/10.2307/3178066
https://journals.co.za/doi/epdf/10.10520/EJC161966
https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/amac049
https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/amac049
https://doi.org/10.1093/jopedu/qhad069
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2015.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1080/14725843.2019.1681259


Education as justice

15

McCowan, T. (2010) Reframing the universal right to education, Comparative Education, 
46(4): 509–25. doi: 10.1080/03050068.2010.519482

McKinney, C. (2016) Language and Power in Post-Colonial Schooling: Ideologies in Practice, 
New York, NY: Routledge.

McLaren, P. (2015) Life in Schools: An Introduction to Critical Pedagogy in the Foundations 
of Education, 6th edn, Abingdon: Routledge.

McLean, H. (ed) (2024) Foundational Learning: Debates and Praxes, NORRAG Special 
Issue, #09, https://resources.norrag.org/resource/view/832/461.

Medina, J. (2012) The Epistemology of Resistance: Gender and Racial Oppression, Epistemic 
Injustice, and Resistant Imaginations, New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Menton, M., Larrea, C., Latorre, S., Martinez-Alier, J., Peck, M., Temper, L., et al. (2020) 
Environmental justice and the SDGs: from synergies to gaps and contradictions, 
Sustainability Science, 15(6): 1621–36. doi: 10.1007/s11625-020-00789-8

Mignolo, W.D. (2009) Epistemic disobedience, independent thought and decolonial 
freedom, Theory, Culture & Society, 26(7/8): 159–81. doi: 10.1177/0263276409349275

Milligan, L.O. (2022) Towards a social and epistemic justice approach for exploring 
the injustices of English as a Medium of Instruction in basic education, Educational 
Review, 74(5): 927–41. doi: 10.1080/00131911.2020.1819204

Milligan, L.O., Ajok, P., Espinal, S., Balarin, M., Karki, M., Komakech, D., et al (2021) 
Education at the Intersection of Environmental, Epistemic and Transitional Justices: An 
Initial Scoping Review (Version 1), JustEd Working Paper, October. doi: 10.5281/
zenodo.5558839

Milligan, L.O., Isingoma, B., Aciro, T., Mirembe, D. and Nuwategeka, E. (2024) 
Learners’ everyday experiences of violence in English medium secondary 
education in Uganda, Global Social Challenges Journal. doi: 10.1332/27523349Y2
024D000000008

Mkhize, D. (2016) Mediating epistemic access through everyday language resources 
in an English language classroom, Southern African Linguistics and Applied Language 
Studies, 34(3): 227–40. doi: 10.2989/16073614.2016.1250355

Nikolaidis, A. (2023) Epistemic injustice in education: exploring structural approaches, 
envisioning structural remedies, Journal of Philosophy of Education, 57(4/5): 842–61. 
doi: 10.1093/jopedu/qhad074

Nuwategeka, E., Mirembe, D.D., Milligan, L.O. and Aciro, T. (forthcoming) Conflicted 
epistemologies in secondary school environmental education: implications for 
sustainable climate action in Uganda.

Paudel, M., Ashik, S., Sharma, S., Singh, G.B. and Wilder, R. (2024) (Dis)connections 
between curriculum, pedagogy and learners’ experiences of education for 
environmental (in)justice in Nepal, Global Social Challenges Journal. doi: 
10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000010

Phillips, A. (2004) Defending equality of outcome, Journal of Political Philosophy, 12(1): 
1–19. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-9760.2004.00188.x

Quijano, A. (2013) Coloniality and modernity/rationality, in W. Mignolo and A. Escobar 
(eds) Globalization and the Decolonial Option, Abingdon: Routledge, pp 22–32.

Rawls, J. (1958) Justice as fairness, Philosophical Review, 67(2): 164–94. doi: 
10.2307/2182612

Rincón-Gallardo, S. and Fleisch, B. (2016) Bringing effective instructional practice 
to scale: an introduction, Journal of Educational Change, 17(4): 379–83. doi: 10.1007/
s10833-016-9288-2

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 06/17/24 02:36 PM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1080/03050068.2010.519482
https://resources.norrag.org/resource/view/832/461
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-020-00789-8
https://doi.org/10.1177/0263276409349275
https://doi.org/10.1080/00131911.2020.1819204
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5558839
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5558839
https://doi.org/10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000008
https://doi.org/10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000008
https://doi.org/10.2989/16073614.2016.1250355
https://doi.org/10.1093/jopedu/qhad074
https://doi.org/10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000010
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9760.2004.00188.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/2182612
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10833-016-9288-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10833-016-9288-2


Maria Balarin and Lizzi O. Milligan

16

Robertson, E. (2013) The epistemic value of diversity, in B. Kotzee (ed) Education 
and the Growth of Knowledge: Perspectives from Social and Virtue Epistemology, Malden, 
MA: Wiley Blackwell, pp 166–78.

Schweisfurth, M. (2011) Learner-centred education in developing country contexts: 
from solution to problem?, International Journal of Educational Development, 31(5): 
425–32. doi: 10.1016/j.ijedudev.2011.03.005

Shah, R.K. and Campus, S. (2021) Conceptualizing and defining pedagogy, IOSR 
Journal of Research & Method in Education, 11(1): 6–29.

Shields, R. and Muratkyzy, A. (2024) From experience to actions for justice: learners’ 
views on epistemic, environmental and transitional justice in Nepal, Peru and 
Uganda, Global Social Challenges Journal, online first. doi: 10.1332/27523349Y20
24D000000011

Shotwell, A. (2017) Forms of knowing and epistemic resources, in I. Kidd, J. Medina 
and G. Pohlhaus Jr (eds) The Routledge Handbook of Epistemic Injustice, Abingdon: 
Routledge, pp 79–88.

Singh, V. (2021) Toward a transdisciplinary, justice-centered pedagogy of climate 
change, in R. Iyengar and C. Kwauk (eds) Curriculum and Learning for Climate Action, 
Leiden: Brill, pp 169–87.

Soysal, N., Milligan, L. and Wilder, R. (forthcoming) Conceptualising a multiple 
justice-based approach to environmental education in the Global South: six 
pedagogic dimensions.

Spivak, G.C. (2023) Can the subaltern speak?, in P.H. Cain and M. Harrison (eds) 
Imperialism, Kindle edn, Abingdon: Routledge, pp 171–219.

Steinberg, C. (ed) (2022) Viaje a la Transformación de la Escuela Secundaria: Hoja de Ruta 
Para Implementar los Cambios que Necesita la Educación de las y los Adolescentes, Buenos 
Aires: Siglo XXI Editores.

TAP (The Alternatives Project) (2019) Statement, TAP, https://www.
thealternativesproject.org/english.

Tikly, L. (2019) Education for Sustainable Development in the Postcolonial World: Towards 
a Transformative Agenda for Africa, Abingdon: Routledge.

Tikly, L., Batra, P., Duporge, V., Facer, K., Herring, E., Lotz-Sisitka, H., et al (2020) 
Transforming Education for Sustainable Futures: Foundations Paper, Bristol: TESF, https://
tesf.network/resource/tesf-foundations-paper/.

UNESCO (2023) Recommendation on Education for Peace and Human Rights, 
International Understanding, Cooperation, Fundamental Freedoms, Global 
Citizenship and Sustainable Development, ED/REV-1974REC/2023/6, Paris, 
UNESCO, https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000386653.

United Nations (2015) Transforming Our World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development, A/RES/70/1, New York, NY: United Nations, https://
sustainabledevelopment.un.org/post2015/transformingourworld/publication.

Unterhalter, E. (2019) The many meanings of quality education: politics of targets and 
indicators in SDG 4, Global Policy, 10(S1): 39–51. doi: 10.1111/1758-5899.12591

Unterhalter, E. (2021) Covid-19’s impact on girls’ access to education, Centre for 
Education and International Development, Institute of Education, blog, https://
blogs.ucl.ac.uk/ceid/2021/02/10/unterhalter-2/.

Walker, M. (2018) Failures and possibilities of epistemic justice, with some 
implications for higher education, Critical Studies in Education, 61(3): 263–78. doi: 
10.1080/17508487.2018.1474774

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 06/17/24 02:36 PM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2011.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000011
https://doi.org/10.1332/27523349Y2024D000000011
https://www.thealternativesproject.org/english
https://www.thealternativesproject.org/english
https://tesf.network/resource/tesf-foundations-paper/
https://tesf.network/resource/tesf-foundations-paper/
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000386653
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/post2015/transformingourworld/publication
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/post2015/transformingourworld/publication
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-5899.12591
https://blogs.ucl.ac.uk/ceid/2021/02/10/unterhalter-2/
https://blogs.ucl.ac.uk/ceid/2021/02/10/unterhalter-2/
https://doi.org/10.1080/17508487.2018.1474774


Education as justice

17

Wilder, R., Nuwategeka, E., Monge, C. and Bazan, A. (forthcoming) Using a multiple 
justice framework to analyse environmental education in Peru and Uganda.

World Bank (2019) Ending Learning Poverty: What Will It Take?, Working Paper 
142659, Washington, DC: World Bank.

Young, I.M. (1990) Justice and the Politics of Difference, Princeton, NJ: Princeton 
University Press.

Zembylas, M. (2018) Affect, race, and White discomfort in schooling: decolonial 
strategies for ‘pedagogies of discomfort’, Ethics and Education, 13(1): 86–104. doi: 
10.1080/17449642.2018.1428714

Unauthenticated | Downloaded 06/17/24 02:36 PM UTC

https://doi.org/10.1080/17449642.2018.1428714

