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In the book ‘Heterotopia: alternative pathways to social justice’ (Baillie et al, 2013), we maintain that current engineering ‘common sense’, based in a growth and efficiency economy, serves as a barrier toward social and environmental justice. Our goal as educators is to find the barriers that prevent students from seeing through different disciplinary lenses and political perspectives and support them through these thresholds into a new liminal space of possibility (Baillie and Male, 2018).  

However, such thresholds do not just affect students. There is a political hegemony in institutions of Higher Education which matches Governments’ unyielding belief in growth as progress. This clearly contradicts the beliefs of many environmental and social activists and community leaders such that 

“ at one extreme we find the techno-optimists who claim there are no limits to growth, that technological abilities coupled with a willingness to leave the planet, for example, means that we can continue with our energy intensive, consumer intensive, globalized ways of life and socio economic orders.”....at the other extreme are those for whom the technology is a key part of the problem as opposed to a solution to sustainability and is something that needs to be rejected  in order to create a sustainable society (Bryne, 2020 p109-p110).

This paper will address attempts over the past 18 years of ESJP - Engineering, Justice and Peace (https://esjp.org/about-esjp/our-commitments) to facilitate change in engineering and education structures and processes, through the critique of contemporary growth discourse and the development of alternative socio-technological development paradigms. 
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