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WHEEWC g_ d the desired social system look like?
IC

Wedldisuchia system promote equity, justice,
ECON0r mic liberty, and opportunity for all?

2 et iId stichi a society have as its fundamental
== Core the eradication of harm, the promotion of
___:";*:"ﬂ?vef -Being?

-~ = \Would people in recovery be encouraged to

~ participate in society, rather than live a part
from the social compact?
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yenelegicalllevel, Self-Determination Theory
e onservation of three Inter-related concepts:
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— ( Etence (How do we measure it in terms of results and to
: w nd)'>

= _L:;__, ‘At what point do we acquire the mastery and skills that will enable
_—__..—— = Us to compete for opportunities in the social system?

—— Autonomy (Independence with the social system)

—_— _-_.l_l'
— el

-~~~ * At what point are we able to exercise optimal control over own lives
- and self-control our own lives?

— Relatededness (To each other, the environment, and other
contexts)

® The formation of relationships is a key element that characterizes
our maturity and helps to sustain us over the life span.
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SMIiOYINELIOnI 1S powerful™

— Bt iy e are in a closed social system or circle, how

clo) vve..g alm access to It, especially in this infermation
rlJ\—h’ '1

_J ;df)es knowledge of self-determination

il

= ahce our well-being and satisfaction?
f ho defines 1t?

— Are people in recovery defining the terms of
engagement or are researchers and academics—what
to make of participatory research?
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Widerae the empoweredw
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SNAVENE errrr e the.empowered?.
ENINEElen sald there can e No agenda about us;, Without us.
SeWsalhout changing the paradigm ofi recognition of authority?

SieRarEthe disempowered?
— Joa:*‘“ e assumptlon that those on the margin are necessarily

_' e mallzed hold up under scrutiny? Is this an example of
=30 etal Iabellng’7

- - Pp—

- very term “disabled” a social construct? Does it purport to
- consign people to a less valued social role—a devalued social
status?

e \What is the impact of stigmatized identities?
® |s the debt a matter of social control or social justice?
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MOMoURgWell-being—having|a fu illlit ﬁ_e I the community: ofi ene’s choosmg
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Ecjucaign— 'rrlemJ €55 10 an| array’ ofi Vecational & post-secondary.

FEPEIURIVES that matehl the aspirations ofi the individual
1

rlegllrn—rrwm | ﬂd physical well-being over the life span

-

Hlty to earn a decent living to support one and one’s family

® Religion—the pursuits of the spiritual

e Life—the recognition and enjoyment of nature, the environment, and each day.
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r\CrJJ'—‘VJfJJ[ fle rgrn This is a countrv of immense o

—

foliefnit flejaresy ' have beeniwon over many decades.
:r_-'l""l

SIVIIRRIGNTLS— 't rican Americans, \Women, Addressing Civil Wrongs—Slavery,
Vailpie) rium_ru egregation, Education

— _'."

- JJ;:IO]L}EE 1ghts—Abuse and Neglect, Employment, All Areas of Public Life

TepRoOrtUAItY ana naro

,——- . i

= __.ﬁEﬁr' ] mfts,of Law—Personal Interactions
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e

—= = A’DA—Landmark legislation, but does this assume that the social system has
~ — fundamentally altered it attitudes regarding people with disabilities, or
- merely accommodated them when the burden is not too heavy or the
expense not too high?
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R EUSION==IMIS ISTUEWOIG g/ Jour; BUL dOES It sIgni
wWilllgle Jne,,;sc the part of the social system to fundamentally

elfigr o ;ug} s’c Or ter merely “open the door?” Is there a power
STl ner ot
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lC Integratlon—What does the evidence tell us?

= ,-°‘$unct|onal Ineguality—Does it follow that in our social system
a certain level oft unemployment will always be the norm and,
iff so, who will be at the bottom...people in mental health
recovery, people with other disabilities?
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VIEERIngS of Social Determi
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Sl evel-Howicanindividualsiat the individual level maximize
conrirol? Wiirlneslip ezife o foiess onalE AV en 9ErS; ENG

Fommlm Wi level—In participating on boards or at work, look for

WeysShe eptimize veice through your self- knowledge—competence

anpkskillF _' ;

Neunoo | od level—Through engagement on your block or

cISSOCIAI N become an advocate for betterment, protection, and

QFII.—JL "=--

= S Nation: level—By participating in the political process or its

== discourses through voting

= World level—Through communications via web, Internet

FE'-T..
~ & Marginalization—It is not necessarily true that being true being on
the margins make one marginalized. Some of the most creative

folks are living on the periphery.

e Determinants—There are social, economic, and cultural factors
(Poverty, Class, Education, Disability)
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woVETessness=Jlihe HTSOrJrfc SaflVetiler) e ereffel]e
ECNRNImIted eppertunIty Wecause: of societal
dISCHIMINaUOeN; canl iave devastating consequences

Vietvation—Individual self-esteem can be either helped
sieindered by social policies and conditions

— u;e rd” and “downward” comparison among pPeers

—_ ecovery nas the potential for poesitive uplift in our community.
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UtentlaI—The ability to create an avenue of hope and a

== Irajectory o) f p033|b|I|ty IS what makes self-determination

et

- an alluring principle in the peer community

_-

® |mpacts—
— Examples of recovery work in the field
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BNHIsUmer Empowerment Movement has
rrrlrlrew d socletal Inegualities

(SEC atlon Isolation, custodial care,
in St 'honallzatlon—and rehabilitation,

-
—_—

=— mmunlty integration, recovery,

o
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=— mpowerment shared decision making)
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Poligy

> Wplelt CON: itUtes, goed policy from peer
ENSPEE éVes pesides from being
mrJlJJm 27 The past practice has been:

=" ET%T]CG toward experts
on -cooperation
= _P atermalism vs. autonomy
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NSNS anether word ol jour, but what does it

el ja_ll*-v‘ convey? The control or power still rest

Wibirerprovider and the recipient ofi Services Is

Eftren the bottom of the decision tree. Is this
iflee eS|red system we seek?

_, "Tihe word “consumer” connotes a “user” of
’—" - sernvices rather than a producer of services or a
- producer of goods. Is this message we want to
send In a new system based on our values?

® |s accommodation real social change?
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SINESHONEING terSecial change;, Seme groups have determined to

IWERVIBRIRItRE houndaries of a social system by maintaining their

SOl Jrlen ck es pUt yet living apart.

SVWHELTS T e relevance of this concept to our movement?

JLJrlH /G 1character—The belief that | am a consumer and a unigue
= .1:ua1

___,._._, E‘Hft)r—That | also have a rich ethnic and racial heritage

— :ﬁf"’ *_Ajpartness distinguished from legal segregation—This concept differs
-~ fromi racial accommodation and Jim Crowism

—— Uﬁity—Community—Autonomy—The concept attempts to blend self
with the collective

® Theaories of social integration—the melting pot and tossed salad
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Averiness through S‘elw
BEIE natlon"&-e |
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BeRGIUdiNg Remarks J’

NEE IS driven throue Jeform resistance, and

natlon and recoevery are processes rooted in
t|V|sm Withi the possibility to uplift communities of

- lc-lntegratlon IS not the only means by which and
gh Which consumers and their allies experience a whole
FE 1n the community.

= ;-2 *A self determined life includes the decision not to join in
—— co_mmunlty and not to be judged for non-participation.

- * Self-determination theory rests on the recognition that
iIndividuals have psychological needs for growth over the life
span that includes autonomy, relatedness, and competence.
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