Reading Questions

Day 1

Read Anthony Oliver-Smith's 1999 study titled "Peru's Five-Hundred-Year Earthquake." In this chapter, the author argues that Peru's deadliest disaster ever, the 1970 earthquake disaster which killed over 70,000 people, "can be seen as an event which. . .began almost five hundred years ago. . ." (p. 75).

The chapter is divided into six sections as follows:

· Introduction of the concept of disaster as social vulnerability usually due to poverty and injustice.

· The physical geography of Peru: its climate, landforms, and geology.

· How, prior to the arrival of Europeans, Andeans (Peruvians) were well-adapted to their physical environment.

·  Changes in Andean/Peruvian society after European conquest in the 1530s that made them more vulnerable to natural hazards.

·  The earthquake disaster of 1970

· Conclusion: "[T]he historical processes set in motion at the time of [Spanish] conquest. . .ultimately subverted the generally effective adaptations to the many environmental hazards. . ." (p. 87).

1. Explain one adaptation to the natural environment of Peru that was subverted (or lost) following the Spanish conquest of Peru.

2. Take a natural disaster you are somewhat familiar with, for example, the Katrina disaster of 2005. Following the example of Oliver-Smith, write a paragraph or two trying to explain the disaster in terms of historical processes. 

3. How satisfied are you with your explanation in #2 and Oliver-Smith's argument? Do you find this method helpful to understand disaster or not? Explain.

Day 2: Part I
Read Laura Pulido’s article on environmental racism. The Pulido reading is difficult and will take some effort, time, and struggle to understand. Be sure to start the assignment early and contact me if you run into great difficulty.

1. Before reading Pulido, take one of the "implicit association tests" (IAT, like the Race IAT, Skin-Tone IAT, or Weapons IAT) at https://implicit.harvard.edu/implicit/demo/. A test takes about 10 minutes to complete. What is your response to this test? What are you thinking about or feeling after taking this test? You do not need to reveal your "score." 

Laura Pulido looks at how environmental racism has been studied and finds a problem: this research employs "overly narrow and restrictive" ideas of racism that focus on "malicious, individual acts" of racism. She suggests that another, additional type of racism--white privilege, a "structural and hegemonic" form of racism--is necessary to understand environmental justice issues. She uses Los Angeles as a case study to illustrate this. 

Begin the Pulido reading. You may find the abstract (the first paragraph) too dense at this point; if so, come back to it later. It's not worth getting frustrated already! The first section (pp. 12-14) is an overview of the paper. At times it will be helpful to look up unfamiliar terms, but it will also be helpful at times to skip unfamiliar terms. Learning when to do what is part of becoming a good reader of difficult texts. (Note: "Hegemonic" and "hegemony" roughly refer to unequal power relations in society.)

2. What is fuzzy to you from this first section? 

3. From this first section, what is Pulido's research question that she will attempt to answer in the paper? You may answer this using a direct quotation. How does this question differ from the typical research question? Again, you may wish to use a direct quotation.

4. Now read the next section "Racism and White Privilege." What is most fuzzy to you in these pages (pp. 15-16)?

5. Take a quote or concept from the second section, "Racism and White Privilege," and illustrate it using your experience from the "implicit association test."

6. In parts of her paper, Pulido will state arguments she disagrees with in order to refute them. In the section titled "Racism and Space in Environmental Racism Research" (pp. 16-20), mark (cross out in such a way you can still read the text) the sentences/paragraphs stating ideas that Pulido takes issue (disagrees) with. Include Table 1. Remember to bring your reader to class.

7. What is something you will take away--what is something new you have learned--from the section "Racism and Space in Environmental Racism Research"?

8. We are finally to Pulido’s case study of greater Los Angeles. The hardest work is done! Read this story of L.A. in the section “Environmental Racism, Urban Space, and White Privilege in Southern California” (pp.20-32). Don’t skip the figures! Note that all of the six studies (see Table 2) find evidence of racism even after accounting for class: thus, the problem of environmental justice in L.A. cannot simply be reduced to one of class. This is a long section but easier than the earlier ones. I suggest spending no more than 30 minutes reading this section. What is most interesting to you from this section?

Finally, read the Conclusion (pp. 33-34) in which Pulido summarizes her argument. You made it! Congratulations. Come to class with your questions and comments.
Day 2: Part II
Read David Harvey's chapter on "The Environment of Justice" from a 1999 book titled Living With Nature: Environmental Politics as Cultural Discourse. Harvey's chapter is long and rather dense, so let's not read the entire thing. There are seven parts to the chapter:

The Seven Sections in the Harvey Reading
1. The movement for environmental justice

2. Discourses of complicity and dissent

3. The "standard view" of environmental management

4. Ecological modernization [also known as sustainable development]

5. "Wise use" and the defence of private property

6. Environmental justice and the defence of the poor

7. Principles of justice and environments of difference

We will read parts 1, 2, and 6. 

In parts 3-6, Harvey outlines four ways of approaching the environment (yes, these views are similar to our textbook's "perspectives"): the standard view, ecological modernization, wise use, and environmental justice. We won't read about the first three, but will concentrate on environmental justice (part 6).

As you read, keep in mind that Harvey sees "radical" as a good thing and "status quo" as a bad thing--and he feels no compulsion, at least in this chapter, to defend this position. He is very critical of capitalism as well.

Harvey Part I: The Movement for Environmental Justice

TERMS

Bourgeoisie refers to those who are affluent: those who own property and have access to capital.
Discourse (and the related "discursive") roughly refers to ways of talking and writing. We come back to this term in our last perspective.

Noxious means harmful. Harvey seems to use noxious, toxic, and hazardous somewhat interchangeably.

Amenities are desirable things like parks for neighborhoods or swimming pools for hotels. Gustavus is a school with many amenities, like Lund, the Courtyard Cafe, tennis courts, the GusBus, good-looking students, etc.

Contested means something is controversial--there is disagreement or conflict over it.

Co-opt means, here, to sell out.

1. In your own words, what is the "impeccable logic" of environmental bads like pollution (for example, a landfill or a noxious factory)?

Harvey Part II: Discourses of Complicity and Dissent

TERMS

Complicit means involved with something nefarious.

Here, Harvey uses the term "discourses" to mean something akin to the "perspectives" we study in this class. 

Material refers to things that are physical, made of matter, or have substance (as opposed to ideas, dreams, the spiritual, or morals, for example, which are immaterial). 

Note the references to Aldo Leopold, Garrett Hardin, and (without naming him) Roderick Nash--all your friends now!

In this section, Harvey tries to make the case that the "impeccable logic" of neoclassical economics is the dominant view held by society, and that environmental justice is thus put in a defensive position in which it "has been forced to articulate its oppositional arguments" (Harvey 1999, p. 160). 

Harvey Part VI: Environmental Justice and the Defence of the Poor

TERMS

Harvey is originally from England; I guess "defence" is the British spelling. 

The term "liberal" (p. 177) is used in the same way it is used by Roderick Nash--referring to the tradition, starting with John Locke, that promotes ideas of equality of all people, democracy, and unalienable, natural rights. In this sense, nearly all Americans are liberals.

Delusory means false, misleading.

2. In your own words, describe the five conditions under which the environmental justice movement has been created.

3. What do you find most attractive about environmental justice as described by Harvey? What do you find most problematic or troubling?
