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AHRB Research Centre for Law, Gender and Sexuality



‘Interrogating Embodiment’ 

24-25th November
University of Kent, Senate Chamber

Research Workshop (Healthcare & Bioethics RC)

Programme Outline (version 21 Nov. 2006)

Day One: Friday 24th November 2006
What do we mean by ‘interrogating’? and how do we do it?

Registration & welcome coffee/tea 9.00 -9.30 am

1. Framing Theory 9.30  - 11.30 am

· How do different theoretical perspectives on intersectional embodiment contribute to feminist analysis of embodied regulation and what are the possibilities for their development, refinement and interaction? 

· What is the relationship between embodied difference and sexual difference? 

· What is the relationship between gendering practices across a range of different contexts, such as the workplace or the private sphere, and understandings of embodiment?

· Are feminist concepts of gender and sexuality being challenged or changed by a more general focus on embodiment, and does the latter facilitate a better accommodation of race, class and disability?

Chair: Davina Cooper

Lead Contributors: Maria Drakopoulou, Julia Chryssostalis, Ruth Fletcher, Lisa Adkins

Coffee/tea & snack break 11.30 – 12.00 pm 

2. Organising Changes 12.00 – 2.00 pm
· What particular difficulties have feminist and queer legal engagement on issues of bodily regulation experienced?  

· How does the theory/practice relationship inform critical engagement in this area?

· How do (changing) regulatory contexts provide challenges and opportunities?

· What sort of interventions might feminists make in law reform strategies, e.g. in the context of the Governments review of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Act 1990

Chair: Marie Fox

Lead Contributors: Sally Sheldon, Emily Jackson, Joanne Conaghan, Harriet Samuels.

Lunch
 2.00 -3.00 pm

3. Imagining Alternatives 3.00 – 5.00 pm
· What do sources of popular culture have to teach us about understanding and influencing bodily regulation? 

· How does the theory/practice divide play out in terms of re-thinking and re-imagining material bodies? 

· How do different representational (visual or performative or story-telling) strategies contribute to the articulation of critical perspectives on embodiment?

· How may an understanding of physicality and emotions enhance our understanding(s) of embodiment.

· How can we adapt cultural media for our critical objectives in a legal context?
Chair: Sally Sheldon

Lead Contributors: Sharon Cowan, Chrissie Rogers, Lieve Gies. Emily Grabham

Reception
5.00 pm sponsored by Kent Law School, Eliot Common Room
Welcome address John Wightman
Day Two: Saturday 25th November
What do we mean by ‘embodiment’? and how is it being constituted?

Registration & welcome coffee/tea 9.00 -9.30 am

4. Harm, Risk and Monstrosity: case-studies 9.30-12.00
· How are harm, risk and monstrosity (as the non-human) legally constructed? And what do their legal meanings imply for embodiment, e.g. for sexual, diseased and/or impoverished bodies, for example?

· What role might characteristics such as race, gender or sexuality play in the construction of risky bodies?

· What is the State’s role in producing stigmatised bodies?

· In what ways are particular relationships between harm and risk evidenced? through, for example, 

· the meaning of harm being challenged or shifted by the promotion of risk avoidance

· the depiction of particular bodies as unworthy of protection from harm

· the characterisation of risky bodies as monstrous 

Chair: Ruth Fletcher

Lead Contributors: Georganne Chapin, Michael Thomson, Matthew Weait, Dorothy Roberts 




Lunch 12.00 -1.00 pm

5. Choice, Commodification and Flesh: case studies 1.00 - 3.30 pm
· How are choice, commodification and flesh legally constructed? and what do these constructions imply for embodiment, or reproductive, racialised and/or disabled bodies, for example?

· Have particular relationships between choice, commodification and flesh evolved? through, for example,

· mobilisation of the concept of choice in privatising healthcare reforms and/or in patient advocacy 

· permitting certain fleshy choices and not others 

· commodification of body parts 

· defining ‘enhancement’?

Chair Nicky Priaulx
Lead Contributors: Steve Wilkinson, Marie Fox, Betti Marenko, Robin MacKenzie and Stephen Cox
End Coffee / Tea 3.30 pm
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