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国際ワークショップのご案内 

認識的不正義と教育 

 

現代認識論と教育哲学をご専門とする Ben Kotzee (U of Birmingham)さんと Alice 

Monypenny (U of Nottingham)さんをお呼びして、認識的不正義と教育についての国際ワー

クショップ（オンライン）を開催いたします。ぜひお気軽にご参加ください。 

 

【日時】2023年 9月 9日（土）18：00～20：30（日本時間） 

【開催形式】オンライン（Zoom） 

【日程】 

6.00pm – 6.25pm: Kunimasa Sato (Ibaraki U) – Opening Remarks & Overview of Epistemic 

Injustices in Education 

6.25pm – 7.25pm: Alice Monypenny (U of Nottingham) – Epistemic Injustice and Character 

Corruption: How Intellectual Vices Can Protect Agency 

7.30pm – 8.30pm: Ben Kotzee (U of Birmingham) – Epistemic Justice and Freedom of 

Speech 

各発表者のアブストラクトは、本案内の最後にあります。 

 

【参加申し込み方法】ご参加くださる方は下記のリンクより事前にお申し込みをお願い致

します。参加費はかかりません。 

https://sophia-ac-jp.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcvd-itqTkqGdyjPz7XHNpk3JM8eoPNQhjP 

Meeting ID: 932 0157 2038 Passcode: 296377 

 

【備考】 

使用言語は英語です。字幕をつける予定です。 

https://sophia-ac-jp.zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcvd-itqTkqGdyjPz7XHNpk3JM8eoPNQhjP
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時差にご注意ください。開催時刻は、英国（ロンドンほか）は 10：00－12：30、中国

（上海）・台湾・香港は 17：00－19：30です。 

【主催】 

教育哲学会国際交流委員会、科学研究費（23K0004）（代表：佐藤邦政） 

 

【アブストラクト】 

Kunimasa Sato, “Overview of Epistemic Injustice in Education” 

 

Since the publication of Fricker’s seminal book Epistemic Injustice in 2007, the notion of 

epistemic injustice has vigorously been developed. In this opening talk, I give a very brief 

overview of the present studies of epistemic injustices in education. I then introduce my 

latest papers that originally contribute to epistemic injustice literature and announce a 

future research project that participants might be interested in, including the project to invite 

Prof. Fricker to Japan in 2024. 

 

Alice Monypenny, “Epistemic Injustice and Character Corruption: How Intellectual 

vices Can Protect Agency” 

 

Epistemic injustice has a range of negative effects for both individuals and epistemic 

communities. Especially when it occurs in the context of education, it can lead to what Ian 

James Kidd calls, the ‘corruption’ of epistemic character. This may occur when students 

are incentivised to develop ‘protective’ epistemic vices as coping strategies. For example, 

the development of intellectual servility may allow students to avoid further hostility by 

conforming to teachers’ or other students’ expectations. In this talk, I examine some of the 

factors which lead some students to develop vicious rather than virtuous coping strategies, 

as well as the implications of vicious coping strategies on the development of epistemic 

agency. 

 

Ben Kotzee, “Epistemic Justice and Freedom of Speech” 

 

In the literature on epistemic justice, the paradigm cases of epistemic injustices tend to be 

sketched in terms of propositional knowledge. For instance, the paradigm cases of 

testimonial injustice are cases of people who testify reliably to the truth of some proposition, 
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but are not believed; and the paradigm cases of hermeneutic injustice concern someone's 

ability to make intellectual sense of a situation given the resources of their culture. 

However, it is crucial to notice that propositional knowledge is typically expressed or 

communicated in language. When a person testifies to something, they usually do so in 

speech or writing. For instance, Fricker's signal example of testimonial injustice, the 

fictional case of Marge Percy, involves one person speaking something to another person. 

Likewise, when a person tries to express their hermeneutic understanding of the world, 

they do so by speaking or writing about it. For instance, Fricker's signal example of 

hermeneutical injustice, the real case of Carmita Wood, also concerns someone speaking 

about something. Indeed, the case of Carmita Wood is a clear example of 'speaking out' 

about something: that is of speaking openly about something - in this case sexual 

harassment) that is not normally spoken about. 

In this paper, I explore the link between the literature on epistemic justice (that is 

justice in how people attempt to communicate belief and knowledge to one another) and 

the literature on freedom of speech (that is, the rights and wrongs involved in saying and 

writing things generally). I ask after the touchpoints and differences between these two 

debates and explore whether one can offer a unified conception of epistemic justice and 

freedom of speech. Using educational examples, I explore whether freedom of speech is 

in any way a threat to epistemic justice in the classroom; I hold that, properly conceived, 

epistemic justice and freedom of speech are not a threat to one another, but promote the 

same goal of the advancement of knowledge. 

 

【お問い合わせ】 

佐藤邦政 kunimasa.sato.np11＊vc.ibaraki.ac.jp（＊を@に置き換えてください） 

 


