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In choosing the phrase "knowledge socieEy" Eo name this conference, the or-

ganizers suggest. Ehat we stand today aC lhe brink of a major social gransi-

tion. I agree with this suggestion. Even if we cannot yet be sure hor., best

to  charac ter ize  the  overa l ]  change,  i r .  rs  c lear  tha t  severaL epocha l  sh i fgs

are underway. one important shift is from a fordisE phase of capitalism,

centered on mass producti.on, strong labor unions, and t 'he normativity of

the  fami ly  wage.  to  a  pos t fo rd is t  phase,  p remised on  n iche produc t ion ,  de-

c l in j .ng  un ion iza t ion .  and increased female  Labor - fo rce  par t i c ipa¡ ion .

Another ,  re faLed sh i f t  i s  f rom an indus t r ia l  soc ie ty ,  p remised on  the  manu-

facturing Cechnol-ogies of Ehe second industrial levoluEion, !o vrhat the or-

ganizers call a knowledge society, premrsed on the information technologj.es

o f  the  th i rd .  S t i l l  ano ther  sh i f t  i s  f rom an in te rna t iona l  o rder  o f  so-

vereign nat.ion-states Eo a gfobafizing order in which huge transnational

f lows o f  cap j .ca l  undercu t  na t iona l  sEace s teer ing  capac i t ies .

f take alf Ehese processes Eo be part of the idea of a shift to a knowledge

society. And I believe alL of then are connected to yet anoEher key feature

o f  the  present  cons te l la t ion :  lhe  inc reased sa l ience o f  cu l tu re  in  tshe

emerging order, This new salience of culture can be seen in a nu¡rüer of

ways: in Ehe enhanced vj.sibil iey of ,,sydcolic workers" (in contrasg to fac-

tory workers) j.n the globaL information economy; in ¿he decLining centrali-

t y  o f  labor  v is -á -v is  re l ig ion  and e thn ic i ty  in  the  cons t ieu t ion  o f  many

peop le 's  soc ia l  iden t i t ies ;  in  he igh tened awareness  o f  cu l¿ura l  p lu ra l i sm

in the wake of increased immigration; i.n intensified cullural hybridj.zati-

on, promoted not only by face-to-face t.ranscuftural contacts bue a19o by

eLeccron ica l l y  med ia ted  conmunica t ion ;  in  che pro l i fe rac ion  and rap j .d  d i f -

fusion of images by vi. sualfy- o¡iented global rnass entertai.nmeng and adver-

t i s ing ;  and f ina l l y ,  as  a  consequence o f  a l I  these sh i . fes ,  in  a  new re f le -

x ive  awareness  o f  "o thers . "  hence in  a  new s t ress  on  idenEi ty  and d i f fe -

What  most  in te res ts  ne ,  however ,  i s  the  e t fecE o f  cu l tu re 's  new sa l " ience on

po l i t i cs -and chus  on  the  prospecrs  fo r  soc ia l  jus t i ce .  Thus ,  I  wanc  to  sug-
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gesg thac a further defining feature of the knovrledge sociecy is the wi-

despread polit ici.zacion of culture, especially in struggles over idenEigy

and difference-or, as I shall call them, sEruggl,es for recognition. Such

scruggles have expfoded in recenc years. Today, in facts, claj.ng for reco-

gnil ion drive nany of che world's rnost j.ntense social confl icts-fron ba!-

tles around mul- t icul¿uralism to sEruggles over gender and sexuali¿y, from

campaigns for nat.ional sovereignEy and subnational auconony go nei,rly ener-

gized movements for international human righEs. These struggles are hetero-

geneous, Eo be sure; they run the garnut f lom Ehe patently emancipatory lo

the downrighc reprehensible. Nevertheless, such widespread recourse to a

common grarnnar is striking, suggestj.ng an epochal shift in the polit ical

w inds :  a  mass ive  resurgence o f  the  po l i t i cs  o f  s ta tus .

The f l ip  s ide  o f  th is  resurgence is  a  cor respond ing  dec l ine  in  the  po l i c ica

o f  c lass .  once the  hegemonic  g rammar  o f  po l i t i ca l  con tesEa¡ ion ,  c la i rns  fo r

economic equaLity are less salient Eoday in the knowledge socieey tshan in

che fo rd is t  heyday  o f  t .he  Keynes ian  we l fa re  s ta te .  Po l i t i ca l  parc ies  once

j .dent j . f ied  w i th  p ro jec ts  o f  ega l iLa¡ ian  ¡ed ls t r ibu t ion  now enbrace an  e lu -

s iwe " ¡h i rd  way" ;  ! ¡hen Ehe la t te r  has  genu ine  enanc ipa tory  subs tance,  iE

has  more  to  do  w i th  recogn i t lon  than r :ed is t r ibu t ion .  Meanwhi le ,  soc ia l  mo-

vements that noc long ago boldly demanded an equiEable share of resources

and wealth no longer l l 'pify the spirit of the cimes. They have not wholly

disappeared. to be sure; but. their impact has been greatly reduced. Even in

the  bes t  cases ,  moreover ,  when s t . ¡ugg les  fo r  red isc r ibu ts ion  are  noE cas¡  ag

ant i the t j . ca l  to  s l rugg les  fo r  recogn i t ion ,  they  tend co  be  d issoc ia t .ed  f rom

che la t te r .

In genera]. Ehen, Ehe knowledge

l iC ica l  c la ims -mak ing .  In  th is

sh i f ted  f rom red is t r ibu t ion  to

sh i fg?  Wha¿ are  i t s  imp l ica t ions

society j .s generati .ng a new grammar of po-

consc .eL IaE j . on ,  che  cenEer  o f  g rav i t y  has

recognicion. ¡ low should we evaluace this

f ^ r  c ^ - i : l  i r t a r  i . a t

In ny vievr, the prospeccs are double-edged. On the one hand, the turn !o

recogniCion represents a broadening of polit ical contestacion and a ne!¡ un-

ders tand ing  o f  soc j .a f  jus t i ce .  No longer  res t r i c ted  to  che ax is  o f  c lass ,

contestaeion now encompasses oEhe! axes of subordinaeion, including gender,

" race , "  echn ic iEy ,  sexuat i t y ,  re l j .g ion ,  and na t iona l i t y .  Th is  represents

clear progress over rest.rictive foldisi paradigms that marginalized claims

no¡ centrally related to fabor and j.ts compensaLion. Consequently, socia]

justj.ce is no fonger restricted co questions of discrj.bution, but. no!, en-

compasses  issues  o f  represen la t ion ,  iden t i t y ,  and d i f fe rence.  The resu l ¡  i s

a major advance over reduclive economj.stic paradigms thag had diff iculty
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conceptualizing harms rooted, not in polit. icaL economy, but in i.nstitulio-

nalized value hierarchies.

On the other hand, it is by no means clear lhaE scruggles for recogniEion

are serving to supplernent, complicate, and enrich struggles for egalit.arian

redistribu!ion. Rather, in the context of an ascendan! neoliberalism, they

may be serving to displace Ehe 1at.ter. ln that case, ¿he recent gains in

pol-it ical culture would be entwined wj.th a tragj-c loss. lnstead of arriving

at a broader. richer paradigm that could encompass boch redistribution and

recogni¡ion, we would have craded one t.runcated paradigrn for another-a

truncated economism for a cruncaced culEuralism. The results would be a

classic case of coÍüj.ned and uneven development: Ehe remarkabl.e recenB

ga ins  on  the  ax is  o f  recogn i i ion  wou ld  co inc j .de  w iEh s ta l led  progress  i f

no t .  ou t r igh t  losses  on  che ax is  o f  d isc r ibu t lon .

Thaf ,  in  any  case.  i s  my read lng  o f  cur ren t  t rends .  In  what  fo l lous ,  I

shal1 ouEline an approach to the knowledge society that responds Bo this

d iagnos is  and a ims to  fo res ta l l  r t s  fu l l  rea l i za t ion .  what  I  have to  say

d iv ides  in to  th ree  par ts ,  each o f  u 'h ich  cor responds to  a  more  spec i f i c  wor -

ry  about  the  cur renc  E. ra jec to ry  o f  the  knowledge soc ie ty .  F i rs t ,  I  sha l f

consider the worry that. recognition scruggles are displacing redistribution

struggles, instead of enrichj.ng and complicating che lacter. In response to

th is  wor ry ,  I  sha l l  p ropose an  ana lys is  o f  soc ia l  jus t i ce  tha t .  i9  b road

enough to house the fulf range of concerñs in Lhe kno'rledge society, inclu-

d ing  c lass  inequa l i t ies  as  we l l  as  s la tus  h ie rarch ies-  second,  I  sha l f  con-

s j .der  ehe wor ry  tha t  the  cur ren t  focus  on  cu lEura l  po l i . c ics  i s  re i fy ing  so-

cial ident.icies and promoting repressive communicarianj.sm. In response Eo

this uorry, I shal1 propose a non - j.dent itarj.an conceptj-on of recogniEion

that is appropriate to the knowl.edge society, one lhat promoees interac-

E ion  across  d i f fe rences  and synerg izes  w j . th  red is t r ibu t ion .  Th i rd  and f i -

nally, I sha11 examine the worry thaL globalj.za¡ian is undermining st.ate

capac i t ies  to  ¡edress  in jus t i ces  o f  bo th  t )4 )es .  In  response to  Ch is  wor ry ,

I shall propose a multi-t iered conception of sovereignty thaC decenters the

naEj.onal frane. In every case, ¡he conceptions I propose wil l be rooted in

emancipatory potentiafs now unfolding with the emergence of Ehe knowledge

society. And the combined result wil l be the ouclines of a polit j-cal pro-

jec l  a imed ac  promot . i .ng  soc ia f  lusE ice  in  th is  soc ie ty .
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1. Coun!€rlng Displaceaen! !
A Tlro-DiDens lonal ConceplLon of Social ,tua!íce

One threac to social justice in the knowledge society is the result of an

hiseorical irony: the shift. frorn redistribugion t 'o recognitj-on is occurring

desp i te  (o r  because o f )  an  acce le ra l ion  o f  economic  g loba l i zac ion .  Thus ,

ident.ity confl icts have achj.ewed paradigmacic staEus aE preciseLy the mo-

ment  when an  aggress ive ly  g loba l i z ing  U.S. - Ied  cap i ra l - i sm is  rad ica l - l y  exa-

cerbating economic inequality. As a result, the Eurn to recognieion has do-

veEailed all too neaEly rrith a hegernonic neoliberalisrn that wants nothing

more than to repress ghe rnemory of socialist ega1i¿arianism, In this con-

cex¿, struggles fo! recognition are serving Less to supplement, complicatse,

and enrich redistri.bution s¡ruggles than to rnarginalize, eclipse, and dis-

place them. I have cal1ed ehis the prabfem of dísp).aceñent.

D isp facement  th rea tens  our  ab i l  i t y

Ledge soc ie ty .  To  avo id  Cruncat ing

to  env is ion  soc ia l  jus t i ce  in  the  know-

c ing l y  co1 lud ing  w i t h  neo f i be ra l i sm ,

our vision of emancipat.ion, and unwiE-

we need co revisit lhe concept of iu-

stice. what is néeded is a broad and capacious concepeion, r,¡hich can accom-

modate at least two sets of concerns. On the one hand, such a concepCion

must encolnpass Che tradit. ional concerns of theories of dis¿ribut.ive ju-

s t j . ce ,  espec ia l l y  pover ty ,  exp lo i ta t ion ,  inegua l i t y ,  and c lass  d i f fe ren t i -

als. AE the same time, j.t must also encompass concerns recent.ly highlighled

in  ph i losoph ies  o f  recogn j . t . ion ,  espec ia l l y  d is respec t ,  cu l tu ra l  imper ia -

l j.sn, and status hierarchy. Rejeccing sectarj.an fornrulatsions that cast dis-

tribu¡ion and recogniEion as mut.ually incornpaLible understandings of ju-

scice, such a conception r¡ust accommodate both. As we shall see, bhis re-

qu i res  theor iz ing  mald is t r ibu t ion  and mis recogn iE ion  by  re fe rence to  a  com-

mon nornative standard, wi¡hou! reducing eiCher one t 'o the other. The re-

sult wil l be a t wo-djmersiona-l concept ion ot justice. OnIy such a concepCi-

on can comprehend the ful1 nagnitude of injustice in the knowledge socieCy.

Let. me explain. The approach I propose requires vievring social bifocally,

simuftaneously through two differenc lenses. Viewed through one Lens, ju-

s t i ce  i s  a  mat te r  o f  fa i r  d isEr ibuEion ;  v iewed th rough the  oeher ,  i t s  i .5  a

maeter of reciprocal recognj.t ion. Each lens brj.ngs into focug an importants

aspecE o f  soc ia l  jus t i ce ,  bu t  ne i ther  a lone is  su f f i c iene.  A  fu l l  under -

stsandi.ng beqomes awailable only .when the t,ro lenses are superimposed. AC

that poin!, justi.ce appears as a concep! that spans two dimensions of 9o-

cial ordering, t.he dimension of disc¡¡¡ution and the dirnension of recogni-

t ion .
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Fron Ehe disEribut.ive perspective, injustice appears i 'n che guise of

class-like inequalit ies, rooted in the econonj.c sEruceure of socj.ety. Here,

che quinEessencial injustice is maldistribut ion, undersBood broadLy. to en-

compass not. only incone inequality but also exploieaEj.on, deprivaEion, and

marginalizatsion or exclusion frorn labor narkets. The remedy, accordingly,

is redistribution, also understood broadty, tso encompass not only incof¡re

transfers, buE afso reorganizing the division of labor, gransforming the

scruclure of property ownership, and democratizing ghe procedures by which

invesgment deci.sions are rnade.

From the recognition perspective, j.n contrast, injustice appears in the

guise of stacus subordination, rooted in inst itut ionali zed hierarchies of

cultural va1ue. The paradigm injuscice here is mi srecognicj 'on, 'rhich musE

also be broadly underst.ood to encompass cultural dominatsion, nonrecognigi-

on, and disrespece. The rer(edy, accordingly, is recognition, understood

broadly as wel,l, so as co encompass not only reforrns aimed at upv¡ardly re-

valuing disrespecEed identit ies and che cultural products of maligned

groups  bu t  a lso  e f fo r ts  to  recogn ize ,  and va lo r ize ,  d ivers iCy ,  on  the  one

hand, and efforts to transform the synbolic order, deconstruct the terms

that underlie existing status differentiations, and thus change everyone's

social i.dentity, on the other.

From che d is t r ibu t ive  perspec t ive ,  then,  jus t i ce  requ i res  a  po l i t i cs  o f  re -

d isEr ibu t ion .  From the  recogn i t ion ,  perspec t ive ,  in  cont rasE,  jusc i .ce  re -

qu i res  a  po l i t i cs  o f  recogn ic ion .  The EhreaE o f  d lsp lacemene ar ises  l rhen

¡he two perspectives on justice are vier¡red as mutually incompatible. Then,

recognition cLaims become decoupled from redistribution claims, eventually

ec l ips ing  the  la t te r .

When the two justice perspectives are superimposed, however, the risk of

displacement can be defused. Then, justice emerges as a ewo-dimensional ca-

tegory, lrhich encompasses claims of both types- From this bifocal perspec-

g ive ,  i t  i s  no  longer  necessary  to  chose be t \ teen Ehe po l i t i cs  o f  recogn i t i -

on and the polit ics of redj. st ribut i.on. what is reguired, on the confrary,

i s  a  po l i t i cs  tha t  encompasses  bo th-

The emergence of Ehe knowledge society makes such a polit ics possible in

pr inc ip le -and necessary .  In  th is  soc ie ty ,  as  we saw,  idenc iEy  is  no  longer

t ied  so  exc lus ive ly  to  labor ,  and issues  o f  cu l -cure  are  in tense ly  po l i l i c i -

zed. Yet economi.c equality rernaj.ns ranpanc, as a new globaf information

economy is fueling major processes of class recornposition. Horeover, Eo-

day's diversif ied populacion of slmboLic workers, service i¡¿orkers, manufac-

curing workers, and those suffering from social exclusion is highly con-
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scious of multiple status hierarchies, j.ncl.uding those of gender, "race,"

eth¡icity, sexualiEy, and religion. In this contexc, neiEher reduccive eco-

nomism nor vulgar culturalism is viable. On lhe contrary, Ehe only adequate

perspective i9 a bifocal perspective encompassing both recognition and dj.s-

t r ibu t ion .

Conbinj.ng redj.scribution and recognition is no easy ma!t.er, houever, as j.t

requires bringing ghe Ewo dirnensions of justice under a common normative

neasure. What is needed j.s a single normative principle that can encompass

botsh  jus t i . f ied  c la i r ¡ l s  fo r  red is t r ibu t ion  and jus t i f ied  c lams fo r  recogn i t i -

on, r¡rithout reducj.ng either one t 'o the other. For this purpose, I propose

the principle of parity of participation. According to chis principle, ju-

st.ice requires social arrangemenEs that permit a1l (adult) menüers of so-

cieEy tso interact wilh one another as pee-rs. For participalory parity to be

poss ib le ,  a t  leas t  two cond i t ions  must  be  sa t is f ied .  F i r€c ,  Che d is t r ibuE i -

on of material resources rnust be such as to ensure parEicipanEs' indepen-

dence and ' vo ice . "  Th j .s  I  ca l l  the  "ob jec t ive"  cond i t ion  o f  par t i c ipa lo ry

parity. It precludes forms and leve1s of economic dependence and inequality

tha t  impede par i ty  o f  pa¡ t i c ipa t ion .  Prec luded.  Lhere fore ,  a re  soc ia l  a r -

rangefnents that ins¿itut ional i ze depriwation, exploitaCj.on, and gross dis-

par ig ies  in  wea l th ,  income,  and le isure  L ime,  thereby  deny ing  some peop le

the means and opportuniEies t 'o interact with others as peers. fn contrast,

the  second cond i t ion  fo r  par t i c ipa tory  pa l i t y  i s  " inEersub jecE ive . "  I t  !e -

qu i res  tha t  ins t i tu t iona l i zed  pa t te rns  o f  cu l tu ra l  va lue  express  equa l  re -

specg for all participants and ensure equal. opportunicy for achieving so-

cial esteem. This condj.t ion precludes i.nstitutj.onalized value pa¡Eerns tha!

systenatically depreciate some cat.egories of people and ¡he qualiEies asso-

c ia ted  w i th  ¡hem.  Prec luded,  there fore ,  a re  ins t i tu t lona l i zed  vaLue pa t -

t.erns that deny some people Ehe sEatus of full partners in interacgion-r.rhe -

ther by burdenj.ng them with excessi.ve ascribed "difference" or by fail ing

bo acknowledge the i r  d is t inc t i veness .

Boch condj.t ions are necessary for participatory parity. Neicher alone is

su f f i c ienc .  The f i rs t  b r ings  in to  focus  concerns  t rad iC iona l ly  assoc ia ted

wi th  Ehe Eheory  o f  d isCr ibu t ive  jus t i ce ,  espec ia lLy  concerns  per la in ing  co

the economic slruccure of societ.y and to economj.cally defined class diffe-

rentials. The second brings i.nto focus concerns recently highlighted in the

philosophy of recogniti.on, especially concerns pertainj.ng to the stsatsus or-

der  o f  soc ie ty  and to  cu l lu ra l -1y  de f ined h ie rarch ies  o f  s tsa tsus .  Yet  ne i ther

condiEion is merely an epiphenomenal effect of the other. Rather, each has

sone relative j.ndependence. Thus, neicher can be achieved wholly indi-

rectly, via reforms addressed exclusively to the other. The resuLt. is a

ww}¡. WISSENSGESEIJLSCHAFT. oRG # HEINRI CH- BOLI,- STIFTIJNG # SEITE 6



two-dimensional concepEion of justice that enconpasses bo¿i¡ redistribution

and recagnition, wichout reducing eicher one go the other.

This approach serves co counte! the risk of displacement. By cons¿ruing re-

distribution and recogni¡ion as Ev¡o nuEualIy irreducible dinensj.ons of ju-

seice, it broadens ghe usual undelstandj.ng to encompass injustices of bo¿h

status and class. By submiEcing both dimensions to the overarching nonn of

parti.cipatory parity, moreover, iC supplies a single nor¡nacive sgandard for

assessing boeh the economic sEructure and ¡he staLus order' Thus, it con-

stj.tuges ghe broad understandinq of iustice tha¿ is needed in the knowleáge

9 O C r e ! y .

2. Countsering Reification: A Non- Idenbi Earian Co¡ception of Recogr¡i-
t lon

A second ghreaE co  soc ia l  jus t i ce  in  the  knowledge soc ie ty  a r ises  as  a  re -

su l t  o f  anoEher  h is to r ica l  i rony :  s t ruggtes  fo r  recogn i t ion  are  pro l i fe ra -

c ing  Eoday desp i te  (o ¡  because o f )  inc reased t ranscu l tu ra l  in te rac¿ ion  and

communica t ion .  They  occur ,  thaE is ,  jus t  as  accefera ted  migrag ion  and gLo-

bal media flows are fract.uring and hybridizing alf cultural forms, ioclu-

ding tshose experienced as previously "intact. " Appropriately, some recogni-

cion struggles seek to adapc institutions lo this condigion of increased

comptexj.ty. Yet many ochers take the form of a co¡nnunitarianisrn chat dra-

s t i ca l l y  s imp l i f ies  and re i f ies  g ¡oup ident i t ies .  ln  such fo r rns ,  s t rugg les

for recogni¿ion do no¡ promote respeclful interactsion across differences in

increasingly Ílult j.cuLtural context.s. they tend, rather, go encourage sepa-

rati.srn and group enclaves, chauvinism and incolerance, patriarchalism and

authoricariani sm. r have called this the probTem of teif ication.

L ike  d isp lacement ,  re i f i ca t ion  th rea :ens  our  ab i l i t y  ¡o  env is ion  soc ia l  ju -

sc ice  in  the  knowledge soc ie ty .  To  de fuse ch is  ehreac ,  we need to  rev is i t

the concept of recognj.t ion. whac is needed is a non- ident icarian concepti-

on, which discourages reif ication and proñotes intseraqEion acroEs differen-

ce9-  Th is  means re jec t ing  s tandard  in te rprecat ions  o f  recogn ic ion .

Usually, recognitian is viewed through the lens of identitsy. From this per-

spec t ive ,  what  requ i res  recogn iE ion  is  g roup-spec i f i c  cu l tu raL  ident igy .

Mj.srecognition consists in the deprecj.ation of such identity by ghe domi-

nant culLure and the consequent damage to group menbers' sense of self. Re-

dressing lhis harm requires engaging in a polj ' t ics of recognibion. Such a

po l ic ics  a j . ¡ t s  Eo repa i r  in te rna l  se : f -d is loca t ion  by  contes t ing  the  domi -

nant  cu l tu re 's  demean ing  p i .c tu re  o f  one 's  g roup.  Merüers  o f  n is recogn ized

groups must reject such pictures in favor of new sel f - representaEions of
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their own making. Having refashioned their col.leceive identity, moreover,

lhey mus! display if publicl.y i.n order to gain the respect and eateem of

the society-at - large . The resulE, when successful, is "recagnition, n an un-

d is to rced re la t ion  to  onese l f .  On the  ldent i t y  node l ,  then,  the  po l i l i ca  o f

recognition means idenlity polieics.

without. doubg, this idenEity rnodel contains sone genuine insights concer-

n ing  the  psycho log ica l  e f fec ts  o f  rac ism,  sex ism,  co lon izac ion ,  and cu l - tu -

ra l  imper ia l i sm.  Yet  i t  i s  de f ic ien t  on  aE leas t  two na jo r  counEs,  F i rsg ,

it tsends to reify group identj.cies and co obscure cross-cutstsing axeg of

subordinagj.on. As a resuLt, it often recycles s!ereot!4)es abouu groups,

whj.le promotj,ng sepa¡aEism and repressive cornrnunicariani sm. second, tshe

identity model ¡reats misrecogni.t ion as a free-scanding cultural harm- As a

result, ie obscures the latt.er's t inks to maldistribution, thereby impeding

ef fo r ts  to  combat  boEh aspec ts  o f  in jus t i ce  s imu lEaneous ly .

For these reasons, I have proposed an alternative conception of recogniti-

on .  On my account - -ca1 l  i t  "che  s ta lus  mode1"  -  -  ¡ecogn i t  ion  is  a  ques t ion  o f

soc ia - l  s ta tus .  What  requ i res  recogn i t ion  in  the  knov¡ ledge soc iegy  is  noL

group-specific identity but Lhe status of individual group mernbers as fulL

par tners  in  soc iaL  in te rac t ion .  Mis recogn i t ion ,  accord ing ly ,  does  noc  nean

lhe depreciation and deformaLion of group identity. Rather, it means social

subordination in the sense of being preveñLed from participating as a peer

in  soc ia l  l i fe .  To  redress  the  in jusc ice  requ i res  a  po l i t i cs  o f  recogn ig i -

on ,  buE th is  does  no t  mean idenc i ty  po l i t i cs .  On the  s ta tus  mode l ,  ra ther ,

it means a polit j .cs aimed at overcoming subordination by egtablighing fhe

misrecognized parcy as a ful-l neÍüer of socieEy, capable of participacing

on a par with other members.

te! ÍIe explain. To apply the status model requires exanining ingtitsutiona-

lized patterns of cultural value for cheir effects on che relaeive standjng

of gocial actors. If and nhen such patterns constiEu¡e actors as peers,

capable of participacj.ng on a par with one another in social l i fe, then we

can speak of reciprocaf recognition and status eqúafity- When, in contrast,

inse i tu t iona l  i zed  pa t te rns  o f  cu l tu ra l  va lue  cons t i tu te  sorne  ac tors  as  in -

fe r io r ,  exc luded,  who l l . y  oEher ,  o r  s imp ly  inv is ib le ,  hence as  Iess  than

ful1 par¿ners i.n social interaccj.on, Ehen we musc speak of misrecognition

and 5üatus subordina c.io¡¡. On the atatus model, therefore, rnisrecognition is

a  soc i .a l  re la t ion  o f  subord ina t ion  re layed th rough ins t i  tu t iona l i zed  pa t '

terns of cu.l tura] va-lue. It occurs when social insEiEutions reguLat.e inter-

action according to cu1luraf norms that impede parj.ty of participaEion. Ex-

anples include narriage Laws thac exclude same-sex parcnerships as i11egi-
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t irnaEe and perverse, social.-lrelfare policies thaE scigmatize single rngEhers

aa sexually irresponsj.ble scroungers, and policing praciices sucb as "ra-

ciaL profi l ing" that associate racialized persons wj.th crininality, In each

of thege cases, inEeraction is regulated by an insEitsutional ized patEern of

cultural value that const.itu¿es some calegories of social aceorÉr ag nor¡na-

Ci.ve and others as deficient or inferior. ln each case, the reEule i9 to

deny sone ¡nembers of societ.y the scacus of full partners in interact.ion,

capab le  o f  parc ic ipa t ing  on  a  par  w i th  the  res t .

On the  a taEus node1,  f ina l l y ,  m is recogn i . t ion  consc i tu tes  a  ser ious  v io la ; i -

on of jusEice. Wherever and however it occurs, a claim for recogriit ion i9

in order. But' note precisely what this ñeans: aimed noc at valorj-zing group

idencity, but rather at overcoming subordina!ion. claj.ns for recognit. ion

seek  to  es tab l i sh  the  subord ina [ed  par ty  as  a  fu l l  par tDer  in  sac ia l  l i fe ,

ab le  !o  in te racE w i t .h  ochers  as  a  peer .  They  a im,  tha t  i s ,  Eo  de i ts t i tu t io -

naLize pat.terns of cufturai va-lue chat jñpede parity of patticipation and

to  repLace them e¡ i th  pa tEe¡ ¡s  tha t  fos te r  i t .

The sea¡us  mode l  o f  recogn i t ion  cons t i tuees  a  resource  aga ins t  re i f i cae ion

in the knoi,rledge societ.y. Focused not on group idenEity, but' on ¿he effectss

of institut.ional j. zed norns on capacities for int.eracEion, it avoids hypo-

s ta t i z ing  cu l ¡u re  and subs t i tu t lng  ident  i t y  -  eng ineer ing  fo r  soc ia l  change.

T,ikewise, by refusing to priwilege remedies for misrecognition thats valori-

ze existing group j.denci¿ies, it avoids essentializing current configR¡ra-

E ions  and fo ¡ec los ing  h iscor ica l  change.  F ina f ly ,  by  es tab l i sh j .ng  parE ic i -

patory parj.Cy as a normative standard, the status rnodel subrnits claims for

recogn ic ion  to  democra t ic  p rocesses  o f  pub l i c  jus t i f i ca t ion .  Thus ,  i t

avo ids  lhe  au thor i ta r ian  mono log ism o f  the  po l i t i cs  o f  au thent ic i t y ;  and i t

walorizes cranscultural interaction, as opposed to separatism and group en-

claving. Far from encouraging repressive communi¡arianism, then, Ehe gtatus

mode l  mi l i ta tes  aga insr  i r .

In general,  then, thj.s approach fosLers the sort of pol i¡ j .cs of recognit ion

tha t  i s  needed  i n  Che  kno ' r l edqe  soc ie t v .

3. Counlering Misfraning: A Mul!i.-Tiered concepEio¡ of SovereLgatsy

There is also a third threat to social just.i.ce in the knowledge society.

L ike  d isp lacement  and re i f i caE ion ,  th is  one,  too ,  i s  the  resu l t  o f  an  h i -

storical- irony: the kno{' ledge society is emelging despite (or because of)

the  decenter ing  o f  che  na t ionaf  f rame.  I t  i s  occur r ing ,  tba !  i9 ,  juse  as  ic

is  becoming increas ing ly  imp laus ib le  to  pos iE  Ehe na¡ ionaL s tage as  lhe  so-
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1e conEainer, arena, and regulaEor of social justice. Under these conditi-

ons, ig is imperative tso pose ques¿ions ae che righe level': one mus¿ deter-

nine which matcers are genuinely natj.onal, which local, which regional, and

uhich global. Yet current confl ict.s often assume an inappropriate frame.

For exanple, nurnerous movements ale seeklng to secure eEhnic enclaves at

precigely the momeng vrhen j.ncreased mixing of papulatj.ons is rendering such

projeces utopian. And some defenders of redj.stribueion are gurning probec-

tionist ac precisely t.he moment when economic globalization is making Key-

nesianisrn in one country an imposs i.bi. l i ty. rn such cases, the effect is not

!o  p ronote  par i ty  o f  par t i c ipa t ion .  I !  i s  ra ther  to  exacerbate  d ispar i t ieg

by forcibty imposing a national frame on processes that are inherengly

transnatj-ona1 . I shall call this che prabiem of ñisframing.

Like displacement and lej.f ication, misframing threatens our abil ity tso en-

v ig ion  soc ia l  jus t i ce  in  the  knowledge soc ie ty .  To  de fuse th is  th reag,  we

need co  rev is i t  the  prob lem o f  the  f rame.  What  i s  needed is  a  nu l -c i - t ie red

concep¿ion that decenters the nalional frame. Only such a colcepeÍan can

accom¡noda¿e lhe full range of social processes thac crea¡e dispariUies of

par t i c ipa t ion  in  the  knowledge soc ie ty .

The need fo r  a  mu l t i - t ie red  conceDt ion  ar ises  because o f  rn i .smatches  o f  sca-
' l a  

F ^ i  a Y : m n 1 é  ñ : ñ r ,  ^ f the ecorromic processes governing distribution are

clearty transnational. Yet Ehe redistributlve mechanisms we inherit fron

lhe fordist period are nat.ional- in sca1e. Thus, there is a clear misnatch

at present becween Ehen. Granted transnationaL instj.tutions such as the Eu-

ropean Union promise to help cl.ose the gap. But they too suffer from severe

jusc ice  de f i . c i t s ,  boEh inEerna l  ( in  the i r  neo l ibera l  p roc l iw ic ies)  and ex-

cernal (in their tendency Eo erecE ForLress Europe) . Apart fron gcagtered

campaigns for a Tobin Tax and an uncondil ionaf Uniwersal Basic Income, ghe-

re is l i tcle on the horizon at Dresent that Dromises to overcome this nis-

na tch  o f  sca le .

l, ikewise, many of the cul.tural processes thac generate distinctions of sba-

cus are not confj.nable within a national. frarne, as they include global'

f lows of signs and images, on the one hand, and local practices of hybri-

d iza t ion  and appropr ia t ion ,  on  the  ocher .  Yet  here ,  too ,  che  mechan isms fo r

redressi.ng status subordination are lalgely housed wj.thin countries or, as

we used go  ca l l  them,  na t ion-s ta les .  Thus ,  here  !oo ,  we encouneer  a  n ls -

match. Granted, emergj.ng new transnationaf mechanisms for inst ituc ionali. -

zing human rights. such as t.he world Criminal CourE, hold ouE some pramLse

for closing chis gap. Br¡t Lhey remain rudimentary and subject to pressure

fron powerful staEes. In any case, such organizaeions are probably too 91o-
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bal, and goo oriented to univergaLs. to deal t^¡ith the nany cages of atatug

Eubordinat.ion t.hat arise fram cu1lural f lows that are more "glocaf in aca-

l e .

In addítion, there is no one frame that f its all issues of juEEice in Che

knowledge society. As we sav¡, justice here means re¡noval of impedinents to

par i fy  o f  par t i c ipae ion-  Yet ,  as  we a lso  saw,  there  are  a t '  leas t  two d i f fe -

rent t lT)es of inpediment, maldi.sE ribution and nisrecognj-tion, which do not

nap neahly onto one anoCher. Thus, there is no guarantee thae a frame ap-

propr ia te  to  one d i rnens ion  o f  jus t i ce  w i l l  a lso  be f i t  the  o ther .  On the

cont.rary, there are many cases in lrhich reforms franed from one perspective

end up  exacerbat ing  in jus t i ce  in  the  o ther .

Finally, che need for rf lult iple frarnes is effeciively builE into the idea of

par t i c ipa tory  par i t y .  That  p r inc ip le  cannot  be  app l ied ,  a f te r  a l l ,  un less

i . re  spec i fy  the  arena o f  soc ia l  par t i . c ipac ion  a t  i ssue and the  se t  o f  pa¡c i -

c j .pants  r ighr fu l l y  en t i t led  to  par i . t y  w i th in  i t .  Bu t  the  norm o f  par t . i c ipa-

fo ry  par i t y  i s  meant  to  app ly  t .h roughout  the  who le  o f  soc ia l  l i fe .  Thus ,

jus t i ce  regu i res  par i ty  o f  parc ic ipa t ion  in  a  rnu l t ip l i c j . t y  o f  in te rac t ion

arenas ,  inc fud ing  labor  ¡narke ts ,  sexua l  re la t . ions ,  fa rn i l y  l i fe ,  pub l i c

spheres, and volunt.ary associalions in civil. society. In each arena, howe-

ver, participaEion means someehing different. For example, participagion in

the labor markee means something qualitat.iwely different from pareicipation

in sexual relations or in civj.f society. Thus, Che neaning of pari.ty muEt

be Ca i lo red  to  the  k ind  o f  par t . i c ipaEion  a t  i ssue.  In  each arena,  too ,  tshe

set  o f  par ¡ i c j .panrs  r igh¡ fu l l y  en t i t led  to  par i l y  i s  d i - f fe renEly  de l im iged.

For example, the set of those entj.t led to parity in labor market.s may well

be  la rger  Ehan the  se t  en t i t led  to  par i t y  w i th  a  g iven vo lun tary  assoc ia t i -

on  in  c iv j . I  soc j .e ty .  Thus ,  E .he  scope o f  rhe  pr inc ip le 's  appf ica t ion  must .  be

tailored to the arena in question. It follows thaE no single formula, quan-

t . i tac ive  or  oChe lw ise ,  caD su f f j . ce  fo r  every  case.  Mu l t . ip le  f rames are  the-

refore required.

fn  genera l ,  then,  no  s ing le  f rame or  leve l  o f  sovere igncy  can su f f i ce  co

handle alL questi.ons of justj.ce in the kno'rfedge society. what. i9 required,

ra ther ,  i s  a  se t  o f  mu l t ip le  f rames and a  mulE i -E ie red  concept ion  o f  so-

vereignty. As a result, Ehe questi.on of when and where ta apply which frame

becomes unavoidabLe. Henceforth, every discussion about. justice must j-ncor-

pora t .e  an  exp l i c i t  re f lecE ion  on  the  prob lem o f  the  f rame.  For  every  i ssue,

we must ask¡ who precj.sel-y are the relevant subjects of jusbice? Who are

the social acuo¡s among whorn parity of part.icipacion j.s required?
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Earlier, before che currenE acceleraLion of globalizagion, the ansuers co

such quesEions were largeLy Laken for granted. I! was assurned, usually ui-

Ehout e4)licit discussion, lhat spheres of jusEice were coex¿ensive wi¿h

stateg, hence Ehat. those enti lLed to consj.deragion were fel '1o'r, ciEizens.

Today, however, that answer can no longer go without saying. Given the in-

creaEed salience of boBh Eransnalional and su-bnational processeg, Ehe coun-

try can no longer serve as the sole unj,t or concainer of jusgice. Raiher,

nocwithseanding its con¿inuing imporcance, the counlry is one frame anong

o¿hers  in  an  emerg ing  new nu l t i - leve led  sEruc¡ure .  In  gh is  s igua l ion ,  de l i -

berations about instsitsut ional i zing jusEice rnust take care t 'o pose quescions

at the right level, det.ermining which maEters are genuj.nely national, lrhich

tocal, r,¿hich regj.onal, and !,rhich global. They rnust deliniE various arenas

of participation so as co mark out the set of partici.pants rightfully en-

t i t led  Co par i tv  w i th in  each.

l n  gene ra l . ,  exp l i c i t  d i scuss ion  o f  Ehe  f r ame  shou ld  p l ay  a  cenu ra l  r o l e  i n

de l i be raL ions  abou t  j us t i ce .  on l y  such  exp l i c i t  d i scuss ion  can  de fuse  t he

l i s k  o f  m is f ram ing  i n  t he  know ledge  soc ie t y .

4 .  coDc lus ion

All three problems-rei f icat ion, displacement, and misfrarning-are exlremely

ser ious .  A1 l  th rea ten  soc ia l  jus t . i ce  in  the  knowledge soc ie ty .  Inso far  as

the scress on recognition is displacing redis!ribution, it may actuall 'y

prornoge economic inequality. rnsofar as che culcural turn is reifying col-

lective identit ies, it r isks sancLioning violations of human rights and

freezing the very antagonj.sms i.t purports to mediate. Insofar, f inally, as

seruggl.es of any tl4)e are rnj.sframing l 'ransnational processes, they risk

Eru¡lcating the scope of justice and excluding relevant social actors.

In this lecture, I have proposed !h!ee concepcuaf strategies for defusing

chese r i sks .  F i rs t ,  to  counter  the  th reac  o f  d isp lacemenb,  f  p roposed a

two-d imens iona l  concept ion  o f  jus t i ce ,  wh ich  enconpasses  no t  on ly  recogn i -

E ion  buc  a l -so  d j .s t r ibu t ion .  Second,  Eo councer  the  Ehreat  o f  re i f i ca t ion ,  I

proposed a!¡ account of the pol.it ics of lecognition that does not lead to

identily polit ics. Third, Eo countert the threac of misframing, I proposed

a muLCi-tiered concepcion of sovereignty thab decenters bhe national frame.

AII three proposed conceptions were rooted in emerging fealures of the

knowledge soc ie ty .

Taken toge lher .  these th ree  concept ions  cons t iEute  aE IeasE a  por t ion

the conceptuaL resources we need in older co begin answeri.ng whac I take

o f
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be the key poliEical quescion of our day: Hou can !,e deviae a coheren!

strategy for redressing injustices of botsh sEaEus and class in the knowled-

ge society? How can we inlegrace the besb of the polit ics of redistribution

nith fhe besc of the polit ics of recognition so as lo challenge injus¿ice

on boEh frants? If we fail to ask Ehis question, if we cling insEead co

false antitheses and misleading either/or dj.cholomies, we wil l '  mise Ehe

chance Co envision social arrangemencs that can redress maldj.sgribugion and

misrecognition slmultaneously. only by unj.rj.ng both objeccives in a single

effort can we meet the requirements of justice for all in the knowledge so-

c1eEy.

Nancy F:'aser: Socia] Justjce in the KnawTedge Society: Redist¡ibuEjon, Re-

cagnition, and Part i cipation

Beitrag zun Kongress "cut zu wissen", Heinrich-Bó77 - Stiftung, 5/2007

T}¡W. WISSENSGESELLSCHAFT. ORC # !{EINRICH -BÓI,L. STIF'TUNG # SEITE 13


