Third-cycle education course:
Re-Framing Sustainability
5hp – Västerås, Sweden

Purpose
The aim of this course is to provide critical perspectives on sustainable transitions. While
sustainability has become a driving concept in industrial processes, public policies, political
discourse, academic research and teaching, societal commitments, its understanding and in
particular the ways towards it have never been so diverse and even divergent.
In this course the intent is not to choose one among these perspectives and approaches but
rather exploring the multiplicity of voices in the name of “sustainable transitions”. At the same
time the aim is to offer critical tools to navigate that complexity and to reflect upon the different
researchers’ roles.
On the one hand, sustainability is a driving factor for new markets, business models, and new
partnerships towards sustainable value creation. On the other hand, sustainability implies to
look at situated re-organizational processes at the boundaries between technoscientific
knowledge, materiality, political choices and ethical postures. In other words, sustainability
will be framed as practices taking place in specific contexts and involving a plurality of socioand material actors. The course will provide theoretical suggestions and will work through case
studies to explore sustainable transition in practice and its implications in terms of organizing,
management and politics.
The course will first provide some critical perspectives on sustainability and sustainable
transitions. Then based on current and influential research, the course invites to enter and to
discuss different issues connected to sustainability in society: e.g. in business, in democratic
processes and in organizing.
•
•
•

The course requirement is to be enrolled as a Ph.D. candidate in business
administration, industrial engineering and management or adjacent academic fields.
The course is open also to students from outside MDU.
For information and for applying to the course please contact Madeléne Westerberg:
madelene.westerberg@mdu.se. It will be possible to partly participate remotely via
zoom, depending on the circumstances.

Learning objectives
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After the course, the Ph.D. candidate shall be able to:
1. Describe and critically discuss different contemporary critical perspectives on
sustainability and distinguish some central epistemological approaches (SEM1).
2. Describe and critically analyze how sustainability impact different societal levels, as
well as how these levels are related to each other; this includes applying ethical
considerations related to sustainable transitions (SEM1).
3. Present and discuss, in text and orally, how contemporary and influential research on
sustainability may inform and/or affect the PhD’s project (INL1 and 2).
4. Critically review, value and constructively comment on academic texts and
presentations (INL1).
5. Critically discuss one’s own ongoing research project from relevant perspectives on
sustainability and relate the project to a suitable theoretical and methodological domain
(INL1 and INL2)
Language: English

Learning activities
The learning activities are concentrated on four days as follows. Each session is accompanied
by compulsory readings prior to each seminar.
Session 1
Course Introduction.
Thinking about sustainability in the history of social thoughts, as (un)democratic processes
and systemic change.
•
•
•

The Anthropocene in history, politics and social theory
Sustainable urban governance
Independent researcher and/or embedded activist? Defining yourself in systemic
changes for sustainability

Session 2
Sustainability, a sociomaterial perspective in research and teaching.
•
•
•

A sociomaterial research perspective on sustainability
Responsibility as sociomaterial practices
Reframing pedagogical methods for sustainability from a sociomaterial perspective

Session 3
Sustainability in business: effects and outcomes.
•
•
•

Circular economy and circular business models
Alternative sources of energy
Business and ethics

Session 4
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(10.15 – 15.00): Students’ presentation.

Examination:
SEM1 (1.5 credits) pass/fail: Active participation in all sessions.
INL1 (1 credits) pass/fail: Oral Presentation and opposition.
INL2 (2.5 credits) pass/fail: Academic paper.
Grades: A-F scale.
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