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wirden Freunde,
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Konnen Sie sich
Rurz vorstellen?

The work or act of cutting “the world” into categom’a( units or entities Eee]os us Eusy over time and }afaces, whatever
the contexts may be - work, fami(y, school... While taking it for gmntea[ and convinced qf its “natum[ity”, we
usuaffy don’t engage in re [écting upon it. T} ﬁerefore, we have put the work qf categorizing and (Einary) coc[ing
along with its yossiﬁ[é effects in different social and educational work settings at the core of the 2018 Annual
Conﬁarence of the REFUTS network (Réseau de Formation Universitaire en Travail Social): How do “social” or
“}aed'agogica " workers, “yo(iticaf decision-makers” or “bureaucrats” invent persons as “users”, “reci}?ients”, “clients”
or “trainees” situated categorizations? What are the qﬁ(ects of these categorizations on yersons’ (ives, in
Joarticu(ar witﬁy regcm{ to “users/recgaientsﬁ:(ientsﬁminees”.7 How could we invent social and educational work
i

as a kind of sensitive pmctice of working with these categorizations and their mu(tiy(e eﬁ(ects?

The cogference aims at debating on a wide range o binar categorizations, which [item([y seem to be at work
throughout all the so-called fie s of social and educational work. These categorizations can sometimes be about
Eeing “locals/natives or fm’ei ners/@%gees” or “dé}oencfent or ind'eyem{entgutonomous individuals”, but the

can also be about Eeing “wortl Y or unwortﬁy }aoor”, ‘jorofessiona(s or volunteers”, to name just a few. In addition,
we would [ike to ex}o(ore the social and educational workers’ Jootentia( for creative invention or tmnsformation,
and mayﬁe even a subversive attitude in worﬁing with these categorizations in cﬁ’ﬂ%rent relational constellations.
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About the topic

“Syecia[ists in Enow(ec{ge tend to withdraw into pure
work because the com (exity of the tﬁing kinown
eventua([y tends to getin the way of the knowledge
system. This process is famifiar tﬁrougﬁout ﬂd;e
yrcfessions, where ap}o(iec[ work ranks below academic
work because the com}a[exities of yrfessiana( ymctice
make ymctica( lénow(e(fge messy an ‘un}ar(ﬁssiona(’”
(Andrew Abbott, 2001 : 22).

The international cfeﬁ’nition ;f social work }orocfaimetf in 2014 Ey the 7ASSW (ﬂntemationa( Association
of Schools of Social Work) and the 1FSW (International Federation of Social Work) in Melbourne, first of
all invents social work as a yrqfession and an academic tfisci}o(ine, engagin ‘jaeo le and structures to address
Ef?e cﬁaffenges and enhance we[fﬁeing” for everyone. Thus, social work séoufdﬁjaromote social cﬁange and

eve(qpment, social cohesion, and the empowerment and liberation % }Jeoyfe” in an attitude of “resyect for
diversities”. These seem to be, EeyonJ all doubt, wortﬁy oEjectives an }orinci}a[es. At the same time, tﬁey can
be read as an exyression qf the wiffingness to reach out for a shared identit cﬁargec( with noble human
values, but also some kind of shared standards qf action ingpiretf By the ideas of social “zfeve(qpmenf” as well

as }arofessiona[ and scientific “autonomy” - equa( to other d'isci}o(ines and Jorqfessions.

There migﬁt be 5001{ reasons for the drive to promote social and educational work By making it visible and
im}oortant as a “global actor”. ‘J-[owever, social and educational workers, in their so-called zfay-to-(fay
activities, fimf themselves in yuﬁ(ie organisations, charities or other ‘Jvn'vate” associations, where tﬁey
address different target groups, as they work in cﬁ'ﬁ(erent social and educational “sectors”, under various
legal regu ations. In the relations tﬁey orge with persons such as “users”, “reci}aients”, “clients” or “trainees”,
the “social worker” or other “ rofessiona[s” (f educational, }asycﬁofogica[ or social “nature”, as well as
“managers”, “directors”, “administrators” or ‘yoﬁtica[ decision-makers” invent ]oroﬁfems, rocedures as well
as solutions, as we would put it in the terms of social anthro ofo(gist Roy Wagner (1981{.j T ﬁey do so with
r?(erence to their own “fie[zfs of ex}aen’ence”l. Invention could be said to be done at the same time in an
ideational, material, syatia(, temporal and an emotional dimension. It is so to {peaﬁ never “in vain”, as it
can have more or less dramatic ejjjgects for those concerned. The latter migﬁt even yrovie[e counter-inventions
of these “problems” or “procedures”, at times even using the same words. 4s iRoy Wagner states, the activity
of invention a[ways Creates the su?ject “in the act of trying to represent it more oﬁjective[y, and

simu[taneousfy creates (tﬁrougﬁ analogous extension) the ideas and forms tﬁrougﬁ which it is invented”
(1981: 12).

In the relentless work of invention and counter-invention Ey }aersons-at-}a(aces-in-time - for Wagner (1981)
we are all antﬁrqoofogists -, all kinds of relational categorizations are enacted. Some categorizations ma

rather refer to syatiaf or geogm}aﬁic onfen’ngs (such as the distinction between “native” and “forei ner”y.
Others rather evoke a temyom[ dimension (e.g. su_jj(icient or insuﬁ(icient time o{ residence to be efigiﬁ e) or a
moral dimension (e.g. yersona[ fau[t or blamelessness in someone’s behaviour). Other categorizations seem
rather “organizational” (e.g. comyetence/[acﬁ of competence of a service for sometﬁing. The bracketed
exam}o(es illustrate that man of these categorizations are made up of Einm’y codes. Some are very current,
others at least seem to be re%cts of Eygone times - just think about the distinctions between “active” and

" This happens to the social worker as to the anthro ofogist in Wagner’s account: “As the antﬁnyofagist uses the notion of culture
to controlp{is fieﬂ{ exyem’ences, those exyeriences wiﬂ,};n turn, come to control fis notion qf culture. He invents “a culture” for }Jecyaﬁz,
and tﬁey invent “culture” fmf him (1981: 11). Some yamgmjgﬁs furtﬂer down he writes: “What the ﬁeﬁ{worﬁer invents, then, is his
own undersmmfing: the ana(agies he creates are extensions cf his own notions and those (f his culture, tmnsformetf Ey his ex})erience
qf the ﬁ’efd' situation (...)” (1981: 12). Consequentfy, Wagner “renounces” the term “culture” as such, as well as its velated concepts,
more syeaﬁ'mff cultural relativism: “ﬂnrﬁnyofogy is the studh qf man ‘as EF there were culture. It is ﬁrougﬁr into Eeing by the
invention cf culture, both in the general sense, as a concept, and‘{ in the SJaecfﬁc sense, tﬁrougﬁ the invention qf }mrticu(m' cultures.
Since antﬁnypofogy exists tﬁmugéj the idea cf culture [we could make this point also with r?(erence to sociofogy and the term “society”,
this has become its overall idiom, a way of ta[ﬁing about, umﬁarstamﬁng, and d’eafing witl tﬁings, and it is incidental to ask whether
culture exists” (1981: 10).
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“idle” or “native/focal”’ and “foreigner”. For illustrative _purposes, we ma cite the 14th century’s very ‘first”
Begging law of Q\furemﬁerg. It works with a clear distinction of Eeggars gy their ajﬁ(i[iation to the town (as a
tern’tory). On the one hand, vagrants are ex]ae[[eaf from the town. On the other hand, the “local” Eeggars are
forcea[ to carry a visible sign as a testimony of their status. Beforehand, two or three honourable persons had
to testif:\/ their need on oath in front of a ju ge. In the cited text, this jud’ge is even mentioned Y his name,
?ignor Weige( (Sacﬁjge et Tennstedt, 1 998). In a 15th century amendment qf the law, Eegégin as well as
giw’ng alms are ﬁ’na((y proﬁiﬁitec[. The distinction (f “target grouys” is then made up Ey the icﬁotomy of
“cfignity” and “shame” or “c[isgmce” of poverty.

The distinction of yrqfessiona[s and reci})ients/users/c[ients/tminees also appears as a }aowerfu[ Binary
coding. It migﬁt éven constitute the very root of social and educational work in its actually shared
understaneﬁng: CProfessionafs are “erfucate(%’ and “trained” at universities or universities qf ap (ieay sciences.
T ﬁerefore, tﬁey are su}a}oosezf to detain a kind ?f ﬁigﬁer-onfer ﬁnow(eafge about the so-called social and
educational }n’oﬁfems aﬁcecting reci}aients/users clients/trainees. The invention of such a ﬁierarcﬂy 0
ﬁnow(ec{ges cannot be underestimated with regarc[ to its imyacr on re[ationsﬁi}as. In a certain way, one cou d
even say that it creates one of the “paradoxes” inherent to social work as jaointecf out By Schiitze (1982):
Should a social worker “enlighten” users about the }aroﬁaﬁifit of a negative case c[ynamic even at the risk of
undermining the established re[ationsﬁi}a? ﬂ-[owever, could the very dissimulation of this professiona(
ﬁnow(eafge not be the decisive nail in the coﬁ(in of their common basis of trust?

Categorizations and Einmfy codes, however, can By no means be said to be um’que characteristics of social
and’%d’ucationa( work. On’the contrary, tﬁey seem to “run riot”, as tﬁey appear to be omn{present in all
spheres qf (ife inc[m{ing the “sanctuary” of sciences. For exam}a(e, the American sociologist Andrew Abbott
éom & 2004) points out that the “gi debates” in social science are characterized Y patterns (2( auto-
similar rep(ication of cﬁ’ﬁ(erent binar d%tinctions tﬁrougﬁ space and time. For heuristic purposes, he relies
on the image of the fmcm[ and draws on the notion of ‘fmcta[ distinction”. Whatever distinction(s)
(realism/constructivism, ana(ytic/narmtive, individualism/emergence, freed’om of cﬁoice/tfe})endency,
confﬁct/consensus, situated ﬁnow(ed’ge/tmnscemﬂmce) may be worgeef on By a sciennfic community, tﬁey
are enszess(y rejoficateaf within the community -even 1f we migﬁt be convinced that the respective communit
has afreac[y taken an extreme joositionin on one side or the other (2 004: 76), Somehow, this reminds of the
movie “ground’ﬁog Day” (1993) where the main _protagonist is tm}o}aezf in a kind qf time-[ooy, and Ey each
ringing of his alarm cl%)/cﬁ he fimfs ﬁimse_[f at the dawn of afways the “same” Jay.

Coming back to social work, could it not be argueaf that a distinction such as that of “native/local” and the
‘foreigner” has been extensively discussed over time and space, in all scales and magnitu(fes of the unities qf
nference (world, internationa?lfcommunity, nation, region, town....) and tﬁrougﬁ all thinkable domains of
activity (m?mm’on, health, work, famify..,)? As Marilyn Strathern (2004: xiv) ﬁigﬁ(igﬁts, these western-
}qumﬁ’st orderings aniyers_pectives are “... made yossi le Ey a mode[ﬁ’ng of nature that regarc[s the world
as natum((y compose of entities - a mu(ti}aficity Off individuals or classes or re[ationsﬁzips - whose
characteristics are in turn regardec( as only ever }oartia [y described Ey analytic schema”. Thus, it seems no
less “true” that we, as “social workers” and/or “scientists”; seem to be real enthusiasts of Binary coding’s. But
it could also be that, as Q\/lari[yn Strathern (1990: 7) _puts it, we cannot extract ourselves from this mode of
ﬁnow(eafge and exy[anation: we can on(y “make its worﬁings visible” Ey trying to “ex]afoit its own ref[exive
yotentia[”.

Against this backdrop, the 2018 Annual Conference of the REFUTS network (Réseau de Formation
Universitaire en Travail Social) in Luxembourg, invites all participants to follow the tracks laid down b
Strathern, Wagner and Abbott by conceiving ofgcategorizations, and more specifically of binary coding’s as
the “metﬁocfs”% which we permanently invent, create or enact multiple realities (Mol; 2002).In doing so,
the conference aims at sensitizing us for our own seg:-rz:erentia( strategies by which we - as scientists, social
workers, politicians, etc. - reinvent binary realities with powerful impacts on persons’ lives.

Abbott, Andrew (2001). Chaos of Disciplines. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Abbott, Andrew (2004). Methods o Discovery: Heuristics for the Social Sciences. New York: Norton.

Mol, Annemarie (2002). The Bocfy ’J\/lu[tljofe: Onto(ogy in Medical Practice. Durham, Q\fC, and London, United
Kingdom: Duke University Press

Sacg e, Cﬁristqpﬁ & Tennstedt, Florian (1998). gescﬁicﬁte der ﬂrmenﬁlrsorge in Deutschland. Band 1 : Vom
Spatmittelalter bis zum 1. Weltkrieg. Stuttgart: Kohlhammer.
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Thematic strands/dichotomies

In this year’s REFUTS conference various categorizations will be put to discussion a(ong tfiﬁ[erent scales:

- scale of “users/recyaients/c[ients”;

- scale of “social and educational work yroﬁzssiona[s”;

- scale of “organizationa[ armngements/socia[ services”,
- scale of “regu(ations/[aws”;

- scale of ‘jaoﬁtica( discourse”.

fsyeciu((y the Einary coding’s described below shall become “oEjects” of rg((ection, debate or ana(ysis
tﬁrougﬁont one or several o tge abovementioned scales. 3ea1’ing this in mind, contributions to the conference
can embrace Easicaffy all “ectors” or “fie(d’s” (f social and educational work: health, migmtian, fnmi(y, work,
non—forma[ education, afisaﬁi(ity, etc.

“Main” Binam/ cocfing’s

1) Indigenous/national - extraneous/foreign. The frontiers of this distinction can be syatiu(, material, ideal
or emotional. Canencfin on the relevant domain immigmtion, social assistance, ﬁea[tﬁ) this distinction is
exyresseaf tﬁmugﬁ differences in “status”: migmnt, borderer, refu ee, asy[um seeker, a_pfp[icnnt for
international yrotection, iEuroyean citizen, national resident, etc. Within each domain “status” is bound to
the access to rigﬁts, based on demarcation lines drawn in a (ogic of inclusion/exclusion. Contributions can
deal with questions such as: How are processes of categorization evo(ving over time around (ega[, moral or
other fmmewor/és? How does the rega(ication of this aficn{gtomy on aféﬁ(erent scales and diverse cuttings become
a source of contradictions? How are those cuttings re-invented within encounters between social workers and
users/reci}aients/c[ients? What is Eecoming visible within these encounters in terms of so-called Ericofage

work (cf Pp- 7) and creativity?

2) Independent/autonomous - dependent (but also: capable - incapable, competent - incompetent). T his
Binary cocfing, which takes on varying signtﬁ'cations a[ong cﬁﬁ[erent domains, seems to be inttmate[y linked
to the d’icnotomy (f the individual and society resyective[y, on a smaller scale, with the c{icﬁotomy of the
individual and the roup. In a certain way, the aficﬁotomy of inc{e}aen(fence and cfe}oendence seems to be

rqfouncf[y inscn’ﬁef into the collective imagination of “Western culture”, wherein the person constitutes an
“individual” or an “agent” within a higher-order” substance, ie. a so-called “structure”, “system” or
“institution”. This categorization is also found within ideas about others’ we[f—ﬁeing (children” or adults
considered as inca}aaﬁfe qf discernment...) as well as about the so-called weﬁcare state. Contributions should
revolve around questions such as: How is the categorization of autonomy and zfe}aencfence of rec{pients
invented within different regu[ations? Which effects are created tﬁrougﬁ thé invention of different “degrees”
of autonomy or de endence, with syecia[ reganf to the stmtiﬁ’cation of users/reci}aients clients? T(gw do
social workers re}afircate or ﬁqu? these categon’zations tﬁrougﬁ their ymctice? Which are the creative
strategies the a}o}agy? And how do users/rec{pients/c(ients as such yerform their antonomy/de_pen(fence in
relations with social and educational work professiona[s?

3) Responsible - irresponsible (but also: guilty/delinquent - not guilty/ not delinquent, diligent - idle,
reliable - not reliable). This Einary cocfing migﬁt be as old as humankind itseg[. T ﬁerefore, syatio—tem oral
thematisations are yaﬁicu(ar(y welcome. Furthermore, these kinds dgf cocﬁng’s seem c(ose(y interrelated with
another “funcfamenm[” distinction, [inked to the abovementioned icﬁotomy between the “individual” and
the “society”, that is the person and its environment. Is resyonsiﬁi(ity to be attributed to d’isac[vanmgeons
environmental conditions or to the person itseg[? And should aid not be cgj‘%rec[ as a yn’on’ty to those who
“rea[(y” are in need? How is that to determine, tﬁougﬁ? Contributions to this Einary horizon may deal with
questions such as: How is the relation between person and environment conce}otuafizeaf within tﬁﬁ(erent
configumtions ([ega[, organizationa[, Jomfessionaf)? How are these categorizations put into practice within
encounters between social and educational work }arofessionafs and users/rec{pients/c[ients, with syecia(
regarcf to resyonsiﬁifity attribution of yersons-in-society?

4) Aid/benefits in kind - an{/nwnetarg benefits (but also: so-called activating - passive intervention). Social
aid regufations operate on a regufar asis with distinctions along this catjgorization. ﬂccord’ing }oo[iticaf
and/or }orofessiona[ considerations mobilize - more or less direct Y - other dichotomies “inherent” to social
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and educational work, and which take on questions of “idleness” and }aotentia[ “abuse of
conﬂzfence/resources”. In Luxemﬁou? for example - herewith drawing back on an abovementioned
c(icﬁotomy - the assistance to be }91’0\/1’ ed is amongst others linked to the icﬁotomy between residents and
borderers. As it appears, assistance seems to sﬁtft towards Benefits in kind, especia((y when it comes to ﬁe(pin
those who are most “disadvantaged”. The contributions may draw on questions such as: How has the
yenc{ufum o_f social redistribution SWUNG between the (ficﬁotomy’s two bpo ¢s over the course qf time, with
Specia[ regan{ to «ftﬁferent c(omains/sectors? Which discourses appear to be attached to one or the other yole?
How do non-profit organizations and }orofessionafs take }oosition within this debate?

5) Public initiative - private initiative. The organization of assistance and the repartition (f “roles” between
the state and }m'vate organizations is suﬁject to continuous debates. Advocates of extensive state intervention
ofren argue that onfy t%e state can constitute an a}o}am}ariare guan{ian of national so(iafarity and e ua[i?/
of treatment. Their opponents and yartisans of a subsidiary model advance that the state should on
intervene in the last instance and leave room for initiative to the }aeqple. The aficﬁotomy puﬁ[ic/yrivate takes
on other dimensions as well, for exam}a(e when it comes to the resyonsiﬁi[ity qf the state vis-a-vis the famify
in child education and care. The contributions may revolve around questions such as: How have the relations
between the state and yrivate orgam’sms or betwéen fami(ies and }auﬁﬁc initiatives evolved throughout the
course of time? Which eﬁcects are created tﬁrougﬁ sﬁiﬁs in these velations, with {pecia( regcm{ to%nancia(,
organizational and conceytua( }ofannin ? How do social and educational work yrofessiona(s exyerience
“ﬁg brid” corflﬁgumtions within this (%cﬁotomy, ie. when pn’vate organizations work with statefy
su%contmcts, Which ej(ects are created tﬁrougﬁ the afefamiﬁarisation of c%i[c[ education on organizations,
yrqfessiona[s or children and their yarents?

6) Polyvalence - specialization. Another ongoing debate revolves around the division and differentiation of
aic[s/ﬁemﬁts/sewices in relation to the neetfs/}lroﬁfems/d’emand’s (f users/recijoients/c[ients/tminees. na
certain way, this d’icﬁotomy puts the whole notion (f }Jrqfessional’ity at stake. Which kind of yr(fessiona(
does one “really” need? The advocates qf S})eciaﬁ’zam’on assume a necessity to optimize services, be it with
regarc[ to the )‘%ow of users/rec{pients/c[ients/tminees or the adequacy between “}Woﬁfems” and “solutions”.
At the same fime, tﬁey argue that the quaﬁ’ty and eﬁ(iciency of services rely on the sta exyertise, ie. the

uantity of similar cases treated over a year. In contrast, advocates o o@m(ence point to the risk of a
)@mgmenmt{on of the }oerson—c(ients, i.e. the latter no [onger Eeing taken care of in” their wholeness. The
contributions may deal with questions such as: How have services and yrofessions recomyosecf themselves
tﬁrougﬁout the course (f time a[ong Joam(figm shifts between the c(icﬁotomy’s yo(es? Which political,
associative and }arofessiona[ discourses can be identified with regan{ to this (ficﬁotomy? What effects are
created b syeciafization resyective[y o(yva[ence on the users/recyaients/c(ients? How do pro essionals
ymctice their specia(ization within Jait}yo work?

7). Strong coupling/coordination - loose coupling/coordination. This dichotomy is [inked to the ones
aforementionecf. rougﬁout time and with the cutting of aic[s/ﬁemﬁts/services into ever more syec[ﬁc
categon’es, the question of how to coordinate [ink-ups has gained in im}oortance, fEsyeciaf[ in Luxemﬁourg,
there is an ongoing debate on the ﬁné-u}a of socia[]fmcf ecﬁecam’ona( sufp’port systems. Wit%in the domain of
children’s aidﬂ an fami[y services, posts have been created for “coordinators qf individualized yr(y'ects”. In
other domains, such as yr(fessiona( orientation, services of the same type have been regrou}aed' under one
umbrella. In germany, drawing back on the domain of children’s aid and famify services, so-called integral
aic[s/ﬁenefits have been (Zﬁ(ere since the 1990s. Amongst others, the reduction or avoidance of “revo(ging
doors” and “abuses of mu tijofe Eenefits ” have been put g(orwaraf as arguments in favour of a stronger cou}afing.
Furthermore, so to say asa “seconefary” eﬁ(ect, it has been argued’ in fm/our of a recourse on shared databases
for services and yrofessionafs. The™ contributions may revolve around questions such as: How have
coordination related discourses and ymctices evolved over time? How much has the question qf coordination
im}oactezf social  workers yr(fessiona( secret? Which eﬁ(ects might strong cou})[ing create on
users/reciyients/cﬁents as well as on relations between }arofessionafs and users?

8) Tr;ﬁssfonaf - amateur (but also: employee - volunteer). Freely inspived by Wagner’s (1981) suggestion
rf?ar ing antﬁrqpoﬁaﬁy, one could raise the question 1f we are not all, in some wa{y or other, social and
educational workers. Howsoever, this very dichotomy raises questions about the social and educational work
yrqfessions themselves, their interventions and regut%tions - once again we are coming back to the distinction
between the individual and the state. Within the domain of d?i(c{ education, the demarcation between
}arqfessiona(s and amateurs seems to be sketchiest. What is the difference between a }orofessiona[ educator and
a parent Ey “vocation”? Or how to be a [good educator? Do you become a gooc[ educator tﬁrougﬁ exyen’encing
yarentﬁooc[ and mising your own children or rather tﬁrougﬁ acquiring ﬁnowfec{ge on 5}9eafic educational
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4

tecﬁniques? Furthermore, r?fessionafism is regu(ar(y debated in situations (f “crisis”, just (ike in the recent
“refu ee crisis”. In the afm@ ife of associations amateurs and ymfessiona[s mingle as members of executive
boards as well as staff... Contributions could deal with questions such as the fo[?owing: What kind (f vision
is trangported Ey ideas of pro essionalism? What are }aossiﬁfe eﬁ(ects of the distinction between pr(yfessiona[s
and amateurs on the invention (f social }Woﬁlems - do }Woﬁlems have to be complex to require yrofessiona[
intervention? How has the distinction evolved tﬁrougﬁout time and with re arf};o Syeciﬁc locations? Which
models of coqaemtion between yrofessionafs and amateurs exist in sociafgvorﬁ }omctice within non—profit
organizations, humanitarian aid or other fmmeworés?

“Other” Binary coc{ing’s

Potential contributors are free to propose other Einary categorizations Jor their own communication, as the
(ist described above is not suyposec[ to be exhaustive. In fact, we would [ike to encourage exjo[icitfy submissions
on less “classic” cuttings.
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‘.Pre-conference

"USUCL[@, tﬁe}are-conference seminars are addresseafto you;tg 1’6’56(11’(366’1"5 anafstuc[ents ac[vanceaf enougﬁ to
excﬁa(?ge on tﬁeir own WOTé Wifﬁ fﬁOS@ more ex]aerience . Sometimes SuCﬁ }91’6’-601’9(61’611(16 seminars afso
inc[u € WOV@SHQPS on 1’656(11’Cﬁ metnoc{ofogy.

«

This year’s yre-conference seminars appear in a little cﬁjj[erent Jaergpective”, as tﬁey draw on the
“theoretical” as well as “rnetnocﬁJfogical’” movement realized by Claude Haas and Thomas Marthaler - both
senior lecturers and researchers at the ‘University cf Luxernﬁourg’s JRISS institute, and co—organizers of
this year’s conference - and their numerous associates, among others Nicolas Uhler. With the generaf
conce}otion of this conference Eeing based on G—[aas, Marthaler and associates’ “work in yrogress”, the pre-
conference seminars shall oﬁcer an oyjoortunity to fami(iarize up front with the so-called “t eory of scales”
(2015a, 2015b, 2017) and some of its “a}a}a[ications” (2016).

educational wor }aractice has been inspired by the works of various so-called yost—structura[ and post- (ural
autﬁors, such as social antnrqpofogrsts Q\/lari[yn Strathern (1 990, 1995, 20044, 2004b & 2013 X ‘Roy
Wagner (1981, 1986 & 2001) dand Annemarie Mol (1998 & 2002), the socio[ogist Andrew Abbott (2001 &
2004) and also researchers from within science and tecﬁno(ogy studies, such as Casper Bruun Jensen (2007
& 2010) or Cﬁristopﬁer gacf (2013).

The invention 2‘ the “tneory of scales” as well as its “a?a(ications” in research, teacﬁing and social and

Basically, the “theory of scales” can be considered more of a “heuristic ontofogy” to create sensitivity towards
and mage “visible” the continuous invention work of yersons-in-sca[ing-worﬁ-atjo[aces—in—tirne. he notion
of scafing work refers to the human activity of cutting the “world” into intervelated entities or syrnﬁofic
elements. More syectfica[f , and with regarc[ to so-called “Western y[ura[isrn”, it refers to the manner in
which entities are ora[eredyinto domains of c{tﬁcerent levels or rnagnituzfes. With reference to Wagner (1981),
the “tneory cf scales” considers that enfities acquire their sense only through “their mu(ti}a(eg contextual
associations. Hence, it foffows a relational a}a}aroacn (this is where the zyynen ormulation within the above
mentioned “forrnufa” comes frorn), assurning that it could be both theoreticall Y and methodologically more
interesting to invent “reafity” as Being “fracta[” and mu[t{pfe, in the sense that it is continuousﬁy per; ormed
anew Ey persons-in-sca(ing-worﬁ-at—}ll’aces—in—tirne.

With time }mssing Ey, the work of Claude ﬂ-(aas, Thomas Marthaler and associates converged into the
invention of an “origina[” research rnetnozfofogy and “another way” cf academic teacﬁing. At the same time,
tﬁey reinvented social and educational work practice as relational and scaling-sensitive bricolage work. In
this context, the notion of Ericofage refers to the (uicfity and thus un}orec{ictaﬁi ity of sca(ing woréﬂ of persons-
at—y(aces-in-tirne, T nerefore, the “fact” of “tin er?[@g” (which rnigﬁt be the closest yossiﬁ(e direct translation
of the French verb “bricoler”) has to be considered not as a result of insuﬁ(icient y[anning but as a part o
the inventive and creative “art” of social and educational work practice. Furthermore, it should be noted
that Claude Haas and Thomas Marthaler creativefy use fmctaf}zmages (e.g. Cantor dust, Mandelbrot set)
and allusions to the figure of the cyﬁorg within their “conceytua(ization” work.

Should these yartia( exy(ications have raised your interest, yfease fee( free to take Claude Haas, Thomas
Marthaler and associates’ invitation 5f0r jufy, 1% 14h00 to 17h30. The organization Zf the re-conference
seminars [argef afe}aenzfs on the number of inscri}otions. Content-wise, the }aartici ants have the oyyortunity
to discover a}ay%cations qf the “tﬁeory of scales” in research, teacning and social work yractice.

Haas C. & Marthaler, T (2015a). Vom Q\/la}ojaen zum Skalieren von sozialen Feldern. Matrix Woréing
Paper Series. Working Paper 1 (1 9j0). Luxemﬁourg: Université du Luxernﬁourg.

Haas C. & Q\/lartﬁa[e@r, > (2015b)." Vom Individuum und Akteur zur relationalen Person. Matrix
Worléing Paper Series. Workin, Paper 2 (20.p). Luxernﬁourg: Université du Luxemﬁourg.

ﬂ-ﬁms, C., Marthaler, T. & ’Ur?[er, N. (2016;gemeinwesenar6eit als relationale sﬁa(ierungssensiﬁfe
Ortlichkeitsarbeit. Matrix Worléin(g Paper Series. Worﬁing Paper 7 (11}9). Luxernﬁourg: Université du
Luxemﬁourg.

Marthaler, T. & Haas, C. (2016). Arrangieren und Relationieren. Fin etwas anderer Zugang zur
Won_(faﬁrtsgescﬁicnte. Sozial Extra, 40(1 ,39 - 42

Marthaler, T. & Haas, C. (201 7). Politische, soziale und rechtliche Systerne und der “westkulturelle
Pluralismus”. Matrix Woréing Paper Series. WorEing Paper 10 (22 }9.). Luxernﬁourg: Université du
Luxemﬁourg
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Abbott, A. (2001). Chaos of CDisci}a[ines. Cﬁicago: The ‘University c{)f Cﬁicago Press.

Abbott, A. (2004). Methods of Discovery. Heuristics for the Social Sciences. New York: Norton &
Company.

Gad, C. &01 3.4 ?osty[um( Attitude. Reffections on suﬁjectivity and onto[ogy. NatureCulture, 2(1), pp.
50-79.

Jensen, C. B. (2007). anmstmctum[ fmcm(s: revisiting the micro - macro distinction in social tﬁeory,
FEnvironment and Planning D: Society and S}mce, 2 5(?), 832-850. Joi:10,1068/0[420t.

Jensen, C. B. (2010). Onto ogies for CDeve(oying T ﬁings. Ma/éing Health Care Futures T] ﬁrougﬁ
Technolo . Rotterdam: Sense Publishers

Mol, A. (?999). Onto[ogica[ olitics. A word and some questions, n:9. Law & 1. Hassard (Ed)), Actor
Network T ﬁeory and afrer é}o. 74—79). Oﬁonf: Blackwell fPuE[isﬁing.

Mol, A. (2002)  The @oe[y Q\/lu(ti}a(e: Ontology in Medical Practice. Durham & London: Duke ‘University
Press.

Strathern, M. (1990). The gender of the ngr. Berﬁe[ey: ‘University (f Caﬁfomm Press

Strathern, M. (1995). The Relation: Issues in Com}o(exity and Scale. Camﬁn’dge: Prickly Pear Press.
Strathern, M. (2004a). Partial Connections (2"‘{ ed.). Walnut Creek: Rowman & Littlefield.

Strathern, ‘M. (20046). The Whole Person and ts illrtifacts. Annual Review qf ?lntﬁm}oo[ogy, 33, 1-19.
doi: 10.1146/annurev.anthro.33.070203.143928.
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Call for contributions

The call for contributions is open to all persons frorn near and far who are interested in the toyic of the
conference. By  persons we do mnot only  mean teacher-researchers but also yrofessiona[s,
users/recijaients/cﬁ’ents/trainees and students. The REFUTS Annual Conference 2018 reso[ute(y addresses
itsedgf toa [nrger }auﬁfic and - in allusion to Bruno Latour’s book (1999) about the relation between science
an }oo[itics — tries to “make science enter zfay-'co-cfay world”.

In reaction to the (imitation of presentation time to 15 or even 10 minutes (discussion included) within
international conferences, the organizers of the conference aim at re-esmﬁfisﬁing tﬁorougn argurnentation
By giving contributors all the time to (fevefop their suﬁject matter. Furthermore, much space shall be grantec[
to discussion. Thus, a great amount of time will be yrow’cfezf for zflﬁ(erent types of contributions.

Contributors are stron fy encouragezf to }J[ace an irn}oortant ern}aﬁasis on ﬁign(igﬁting the Einary coo[ing
processes and their eﬁgts (consequences) on oﬁ:ﬁcerent yeople or “categories” of Joeoy(e tnrougnout cﬁﬁ[erent
scales (relations between social workers and users/reci}aients/c(ients, relations” between organizations and
users, etc.). Sirni(arfy, we encourage partici ants to }Jroofuce papers that focus on reflections or examyles of
strategies/ayjoroacﬁes intended to “susyen " “(iquefy”, or creativefy “ (ay with” Einary cozfing,

Syeciu[ attention will also be ]micf to the origina(ity and creatiw’ty of the contributions. ’J-[ence, the call is
open to proposa[s which, for examyle, dare to transgress the “traditional” (ﬁsci}afinary and sectoral divisions
and/or open up avenues for re lection on “innovative” approaches. In addition, contributions that nigﬁfi ht
the work of Elnary coding / fmcta[ o[iﬁcerentiation (‘Agpﬁ};tt, 2001) in their syatio-tem}aora[ cﬁmensionaﬁty
are just as welcome as té]ose that focus on the rqo[ication of certain Einary coo[ing’s in (ﬁﬁferent domains
(rnigration, health, labour, ﬁousing, scﬁoo[ing, etc.).

Pres enmtionforrnats

In order to allow all Joartici}oants, be it researchers, jorofessionafs, students, recijoients of social work or
residents of the city quarter, to express themselves and” excnange free[y, the syeaEers can choose frorn a wide
range cf communication and intérvention forrnats. Some formats have been syecia@ selected to encourage
pro essionals, students and reci}n’ents of social work to get involved. This is yarticufar(y the case for the so-
called discussion and creative worﬁsnojos, but also with regartf to the neig%ourﬁooc[ c[iscovery worﬁsﬁops,

Regarc[[ess of the forrnat, each syeaéer will have suﬁcient time to cfeve[oy his or her arguments. At the same
time, much space is a(ways reserved for discussion ancf/or ex}oerirnentation.

1) Large audience _presentations (on invitation on[x/). These yresentations are syreacf out on 90 minutes. A
syeaﬁer, invited Ey the scientlfic committee, examines an original and syectfic facet frorn within the
conference’s thematic strands. Time cf }aresentation is restricted to 45 minutes and opens the stage for a
discussion (aﬁout 45 minutes), animated Ey a host.

2) Individual presentations. This forrnat is open to everyone, be it teacher-researchers, }arofessional’s,
students or rec{pients of social and educational services. S}Oeazers have a maximum of 30 minutes to present,
fo[fowerf By a 15-minute discussion (45 minutes tom(). For the submission of an individual presentation it
is important to c(ear[y s ecrfy the Einary catfforization(s) treated within a contextual embedment (scope,
yractice, etc.). The summary should also yrovi e information on the issues the speaéer wishes to discuss with
the audience. As the standard duration of a session is 90 minutes, there will be two individual presentations
regrouyed into one session.

3) Presentation workshops. Those who wish to submit an abstract for a presentation workshop (duration: 9o
minutes) should ﬁ’nc( themselves in groups cf two or three, each participant with an individual contribution.
The Joresenmtion time per intervention is [imited to 20 minutes in case of three communications. The
summary submitted must not onl }orovide inforrnation on the content of the individual contributions but
also on the common thread that the 5}9eal€ers wish to work on within the worﬁsnop, yarticu(arfy in terms of
questions to be discussed. Thus, it should contain indications on how the 5}9eal€ers wish to involve the audience
within the joint r@cfection,

4) Discussion workshops. This fourth format is cornﬁp[ete(y dedicated to discussion (duration: 9o minutes).
Those who wish to organize a discussion worﬁsnogo ave to {pecgcy the issues tney intend to address within
the worﬁsno}a. These questions must oﬁvious@ ¢ related to the conference’s thematic strands. In their
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summaries, the organizers should also indicate the contextual embedment that has inffuence(f/yrovoéerf their
questions. ﬂ)uring the worﬁsno}a, the organizers should make a short introduction on their toyic, (etting
creativity thrive. Thus, the infroduction may, as an exarn}a[e, consist of the exhibition of a “case”, a press
article, the Jaresenmtion of a video or a television zfocumentary fo[(owe Ey the questions to be raised. This
ormat 1is yarticu[ar(y, but not excfusive[y, aimed at educational and social work jorofessionafs as well as
“users/c(ients/reci}aients/trainees”.

5) Creative works ﬁops. As the name suggests, this forrnat y(aﬁys an imyoﬁant partin the conference’s creative
exyerimentation. Rather than re[yin on yresentations, the creative worﬁsﬁop seeks to promote an active
yar’cici ation cf the audience tﬁrong simulations of situations or role }ofays. ’Mea[[y, these situations are
(firecty inspirec[ By “cases” encountered in the fiefc[. The idea is to experiment with (ﬁﬁcerent yossiﬁ(e
scenarios with the partici}oants and thus to encourage common ref[ection and enhance creative invention.
The summary shall specify the situation(s) staged and the issues raised. The creative workshops have a
Y P 9 P

duration of 90 minutes. Just [ike the discussion worﬁsﬁoys, this forrnat is }oarticn[arf . but not exc[usive[y,
aimed at éducational and social work }orofessional’s as well as”users/c(ients/reciyients trainees”.

6) Neighbourhood discovery workshops (call for proposals to social institutions, UL students, habitants and
users/clients of social services within the quarter). This format is similar to so-called field visits. As the
conference takes }oface d’irectfy in the “sensitive” quarter o_f Bonnevoie in the south of the city of Lnxemﬁourg,
which also has a very nign ofensity cf social institutions, it would be a }aity not to allow yartici}oants to
“discover” this very quarter and its peoy[e. A call is thus made to social institutions present in the teld, but
also to students of the ‘University of Luxembourg, habitants of the quarter and users/reci}oients clients to
propose creative itineraries in direct relation with one or the other Binary cocfirég. For the “guirfes”, this will
be an oyportunity to “rub themselves against” the partici])ants' questions and thoughts. The summary must
contain inforrnation on the route chosen as well as the conference s thematic stran (5) treated a(ong the way.

7) Places and persons outreach workshops. This format is intended exclusively for students who have taken
the module on community work as part of their Bachelor in Social and Educational Sciences (BSSE) at the
‘University of Luxernﬁourgc Hence, the organizers of the conference are (auncning a call to all the students
in question to propose exyerimenta( and creative extensions of }Jfaces that “cnaﬂenge” conventional cuttings.
Interested students are asked to Jirect(y contact one of the members cf the local organizing committee.

“Sjoecia[ feclture”: Syeaﬁers’ Corner

Qngpireo[ by the idea of the S})eaEers’ Corner, which origina(fy zfesignatec[ a space northeast of ﬂ-[yde Park in
London where everyone can syeaE freefy and take on a temporary role as a speaﬁer, we have reserved a
timeslot on each zfay, within which anyone can syeaé at o[iﬁcerent y(aces in the quarter of Bonnevoie. S}oeaéers
will have the opportunity to share their tﬁougﬁts on the presentations and worﬁsnojos tﬁey have atténded so

far.

Given the “spontaneous” nature of the syeecnes, we will set up an inforrnation and communication system
Speciﬁ’ca(fy dedicated to this aspect cf the conference.

?rcyoosa[ submission

Abstracts must be submitted via an online inte1face (http:/Swww.refuts.eu collogue/appel-a-
contributions/types-de-communication/). The deadline Tfor submission is May 15, 2018 at mi nignt.
ﬂypficants will be inforrnec[ y( their }Jrcyoosa[ has been selected Ey June 1, 2018. 7t shall be noted that the

sélection process is more about giw’ng fee(fﬁacﬁ than se(ecting out.
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Organisation

| nscri}otion

Registration must be done via an online interface
(http://www.refuts.eu co[[oque organisation inscription/). Online r?ﬁistration is open until June 15, 2018.
7t will be Joossiﬁfe to register on site. ‘.Registration is free and you will receive a so-called extension Eag upon
arrival.

Locations

The conference will take y[ace in the ,sensible” quarter cf Bonnevoie. T ﬁrougﬁ the collaboration with
(ﬁfferent local organizations, narne[y the Rotondes (a cultural institution in Bonnevoie), the non:prcifit
organization Inter-Actions, as well as with commercials within the quarter, the conference will integrate
very cﬁ:jj%rent }J(aces. CDe}aenzfing on weather conditions, some worﬁsno}as will also be held outdoors.

Detailed information on the relevant Jo(aces will be given to all }Jartici}mnts upon arrival.
Translation

Simultaneous translation, yarticufar[y frorn fEngfisﬁ to French and vice versa, will be }Jroviofetf for
“presentations” with large audiences. Furthermore, other translations may be ]arow’zfed: notaﬁ[g _frorn
French into Syanisn and vice versa. For other tﬁyyes ofintervention,atransfation shall be yrovidezf whenever

yossiﬁle. The “neig%onrﬁoocf (ﬁscovery works 0}95” shall respect rnu(ti[inguafisrn, too.

’Dmﬁ programme

Sunday, 1st of July 2018

Pré-conference

1:30 p.m. Rece}otion at the Rotondes
2:00 p.m. Seminar 1

3:00 p.m. Break

3:15 p.m. Seminar 2

4:15 pm. Break

4:30 p.m. Seminar 3

Restaurant yossiﬁfe at the bar of the Rotondes
Public viewing of the World Football Cnam}oionsni})s with a ,hot expert cornrnentary”

Monday, 2nd of July 2018

09:00 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. greeting/ﬁ\/lorning coﬁ(ee at3 zflﬁferent }afaces (sirnu[taneonsfy)
10:00 a.m. - 11:30 a.m. Session 1

12:15 p.m. - 1:45 p.m. Session 2

2:30 p.m. - 3:00 p.m. Syeaﬁer’s Corners

3:30 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. Session 3

5pm. - CDiscovery of ‘Bonnevoie

collective exyerimenmtions and entertainment sur}arises
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Tuesday, 3rd of July 2018

Morning coﬁ(ee at3 ofiﬁcerent y(aces (sirnu[taneous(y)
9:00 a.m. - 10: 30 a.m. Session 1

11:15 a.m. - 12:45 p.m. Session 2

1:30 p.m. = 2:00 p.m. Syeaﬁer’s Corners

2:30 p.m. = 4:00 p.m. Session 3

5 p.m. - 6:30 p.m. Session 4

8 p.m. ,,Corning togetner” Bonnevoie

Wednesday, 4th of July 2018
greeting/ Morning coj(ee at 3 o[iﬁcerent y(aces (sirnu[taneousfy)
9:00 a.m. - 10:30 a.m. Session 1

11:15 a.m. - 1130}9.71’1. Session 2 (ZHZ{C[OSMT@ oftﬁe conference

From ?\/loncfay to Wec[nesrfay a}oerrnanent Euﬁ(et wif[a((owyarticzjaants to not tofee[nungry.

Practical issues

More detailed information concerning accommodation, food and socia[izin(g activities will be given to you
within the u}acorning months. As it should be clear from the indications }mﬁfisneo[ at this yoint, the
organization team is in the process of rea[izing cfijj(erent }Jrocecfures for accommodation, but also for other
aspects.

A bit cf experimentation

Given the theme of the conference, the local or, anizing committee cfe[iﬁerate(y o}f)teof for an “alternative”
mode of organization, which rnigﬁt be zfescrigec[ as exyerirnenta[. Indeed, the committee considered it
interesting to “suspend” the distinctions between target audiences (scientists, }arofessiona[s, recipients jf social
work, the generaf?mﬁi’ic), science and art or tﬁeory and yractice in order to not “E[inszy’ reproduce the
categories Eeing debated.

The fact that the conference will not take p[ace in the premises of the University of Luxemﬁourg but in the
city quarter of Bonnevoie is to be seen as a direct im ii[c):ation tﬁerefrom. Just as conference _participants will
be encourageo[ to “extend” various })[aces within the neigﬁﬁourﬁoodj the }Jartici}mnts themselves shall be
“extended” tﬁrougn those places and associated persons. The prernises of a local youtﬁ centre for exarn}o(e
will thus become a }oface ffr debate and rneetings, where various “publics” shall intermingle. fPartici}aants,
whether tﬁey want it or not, will in a certain way mutate into cornrnunity workers - the same ayjo[ies to
neignﬁournooo[ residents. antici}aants will be encouraged’ to become active(y involved in the creativé work on
the aforementionea[ categorizations within the city quarter itsegc. The organizers of the conference will seek
to mobilize jorofessionag frorn within Bonnevoie - a “sensible district” with the ﬁigﬁest (iensity of social
institutions in Luxemﬁourg - as well as users/c[ients/reci}aients/trainees and the many students present.

Through the yartnersnip with Inter-Actions’ cornmunity service, categorizations shall be susyenc[eo[ with
regard to accommodation, fooo[ and social excncinges, In the same way, the collaboration with the cultural
space Rotondes will open up furtner new dimensions.
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Accomodation

The yarticiyants of the co((oqniurn will have the choice between d’iﬁcerent nousing arrangements. ‘As certain
o}m’ons require pre[irninary work cf the orgnnization team, yrecise inforrnation wiﬁ] on(y be available
'pro{?’ressivefy. ?lnyways, we would (tke to invite all yartici}oants to stay in the city quarter of Bonnevoie
itse f This will avoid” unnecessary travels.

Those who prefer to book well in advance can now start lookin for small hotels in the area or refer to sites
[ike AirBnB. A sfigﬁtfy less traditional arranﬁernent, namely concﬁ-smﬁng, is also available within the
relevant area. ,Classic” or rather “experirnentn ” arrangernent? t's up to you.’

We will also mobilize “jorivate” }Jeoy(e from the neighbourhood to welcome you into their homes. A [ist of these
yeoy[e will be made available soon and ex}aanc{e as our [ittle “snails” raise awareness among others ofuring
their exyeriments. Case to fo[fow.,.

[

The “brave” among you are asked to 6ring their tents and S(eeying Eags. We have at your zfisyosn( ‘yrivate”

garzfens as well as other Joossiﬁi(ities that we will reveal to you very soon. For those who want to get out of

the cnttings carried Ey any form of y[anning, come without EooEing or sfeeping Bng, and you will _fintf

yonrsegc in a new exyerience, just [ike we willl

9t all depends on which category you fut yourse[ in: “safe with a reservation” or “adventurous”, “with a
» o«

y(an” or “without a }J[an | “rather conformist” or “rather exyerimentaf’. The “evils” of categorizntions on[y
exist when tney create undesirable ej(ects in the peoyﬂe concerned, so let us remain sensitive.

Food

Bonnevoie, Eeing a we(f—zfiversr’fied’ neigﬁﬁonrﬁoocf, offers pfenty cf short distance dinin yossiﬁifities for all
tastes. In preparation for the conference, the organization team will also extend the catering areas Ey
inviting s ojok}Ze}oers, small grocery stores, bistros and restaurants, bakers, etc. to the conference. Friends of
the neignﬁournoocf, students and the organizing team itseff shall contribute to the setting up %f a (arge
_permanent Enﬁ(et on a central square. There will also be an ojojaortunity to share a meal in one of the various
social institutions on site.

Socia[izing/sﬁareo[ time

fxtenofing the conference and the neigﬁﬁournoocf cannot be [imited to communication, the excnange of ideas,

fooof and a Joface of rest. The quarter as well as the city of Luxernﬁourg still oﬁ(er y[enty of osstbilities for
leisure discoveries. ‘Dnring the time of the conference we will add some more. In Jiﬁferent }aft};ces, sometimes
surprising, you will finzf opyor‘cnnities to do a [ittle sport, games or creative activities. Those will constitute
a great oyportnnity to méet each other within new contexts...
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