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Geography 357: Introduction to Social Geography

Fall 2011: Term 1

MWF 10:00, Geog 200

Instructor: Geraldine Pratt 
Email: gpratt@geog.ubc.ca

Office:140D Geog and BuchA240

Instructor’s Office Hours (Geog 140D): M 11-1; W 11-12; or by appointment

Telephone: 604 822-5875 or 604 822-6703
T. A.:  Molly Kraft

Email: molly.kraft@geog.ubc.ca
T.A. Office Hours: W 11-12, Rm 216a or by arrangement
Course webpage: http://www.geog.ubc.ca/courses/geog357


In this course I invite you to think about the relationship between individuals, social groups and urban space.  We will consider how different aspects of social identities (such as gender, age, class, ethnicity and sexuality) are intertwined with the places in which we live, and how environments both reflect and shape particular ways of life.  We investigate cities as contradictory sites of both cosmopolitan hope and social exclusion, and think hard about the relationship between public space and fully engaged public life. The course will combine lectures with class discussion.  There are no prerequisites.

Course Topics:

A
Some ways of thinking about society and urban space

1. Embodied Geographical Knowledges

2. Ghostly Presences and Time-Space Disruptions


3.
Architectural Determinism and Territoriality

4.
Identity, Place, and Power


5. 
Placelessness, Mobility, Flows 

B.
Mapping social identities and living with difference


6.
Public Spaces and the Respatialisation of Privacy


7.
Spaces of Normalised Violence


8.
Spaces of Racialisation 

9.
Mapping Sexuality

10. Living Together in Worlds of Difference

Course Objectives and Learning Outcomes:


My objectives are for you to engage critically in oral and written form with a range of ideas, literatures and source materials; bring scholarly literature to bear on a practical problem or controversy in an imaginative way; participate in group discussion; and take responsibility for leading a discussion group.  I want you to challenge yourself to develop your communication skills by participating in large-class discussions and debates, and hope you come to appreciate how the space of our classroom is itself a public space. By the end of this course you should have developed an understanding of how identities are socially constructed through spatial relationships, and how social difference is produced and power deployed through the organisation of space. You should have an understanding of the subdiscipline of social geography, be familiar with the changing ways in which geographers have mapped relationships between identity and space, and understand how geographical knowledge is contextual, situated and embodied.
Evaluation:
Midterm exam:

15%

Sections 1 through 3, scheduled for October 14. 

Final exam:

30% 

Sections 4 through 10, scheduled in the exam period.

Written assignment 1
20%

Due November 14th.

Written assignment 2
20%
Due December 2th.

Participation and
15%

This grade is based on attending and participating in 

discussion group report
student-led discussion groups (8% - 4% for each), and submitting a report for the group that you led (7%).
Student-led Discussion Groups: 

There will be three student-led discussion groups focused around specific readings.  They are scheduled as follows:




September 30
G.Valentine “Sticks and Stones….”

October 28
M. Davis,”Fortress LA” and  Beckett and Herbert, Banished
November 18
S. Razack “Gendered Racial Violence”

We will divide the class into 9 groups of @10 students each. You will sign up for one of these groups and meet with the same group in the same room for each of the three discussion group meetings.  Your group will meet in one of the following rooms: IBLC (Irving Barber Learning Centre) 156,193,194,195, Social Work 324, 122 (2080 West Mall), LPC B136, B138 (Library Processing Centre, 2206 East Mall).

You are required to lead one of these three discussions, along with 2-3 other classmates.  For most discussions, at least two leaders from each group will meet with the instructor immediately after the Monday class of the week of the discussion, to work out a series of themes and questions to structure the discussion.  I recognize that this brief (5-10 minute) preparatory meeting with the instructor may clash with your timetable, and I only ask that discussion leaders ensure that at least two leaders from their group meet with the instructor before the discussion, either during the allocated preparatory session or at another mutually agreed upon time (e.g., during office hours).  

For each and every discussion group, everyone in the group is expected to have read the article(s) and thought about it (or them) critically in advance of the discussion. All group members are expected to participate actively and constructively in discussion. In order to discuss the strengths and weaknesses of each paper and how it relates to various course themes, you should think about the style, structure and content of the paper; what you found difficult, interesting or provocative; assumptions underlying the argument; and potentially important issues that have been overlooked by the author. Don’t be afraid to state your own view, but ensure that you are also respectful of others’ ideas and questions.  

Your responsibility as a discussion group leader is not to lecture or explain the article(s) but to raise questions, keep discussion on track, manage participation (e.g., encourage those who are nervous or reluctant to contribute, and avoid having a few people dominate the discussion), encourage critique and sum up major points. You have scope to organise the discussion in different ways; for instance, you might want to experiment with different learning techniques by breaking into smaller groups for part of the session, or dividing the group in two sub-groups and setting up a debate between two opposing viewpoints. There is a short article on leading discussions in the GIC taken from  P. Kneale, 1999, Study Skills for Geography Students, Oxford University Press, pp. 104-112. This article gives some ideas about how to frame questions effectively.  For example, employ open-ended questions that encourage elaborated rather than brief yes and no answers.  “What does Gill Valentine’s article tell us about the social geography of harassment” is probably going to elicit more interesting commentary than “Do you like Gill Valentine’s article?”  (Although the latter might be interesting if you follow up with questions about why they feel that way.)
Discussion group leaders will agree upon a grade for participating students (excluding themselves) (4% total: 1% for attendance and 3% for quality of participation). I would like you to use the full range, including half marks. Group leaders will not receive a mark for participating in their own discussion group but will receive a grade for their written discussion group report.  Altogether you will take part in three discussions, receive a participation grade for two of these (2x 4%, for a total of 8%) and a grade for your report (7%) based on leading a discussion.

Your discussion group report is due within two weeks after leading a discussion.  You submit a report (maximum of 900 words) on the discussion group you led. This report has two elements: first, it is an opportunity to reflect on the process of leading the discussion and the event of the discussion,  and second, you should provide a brief critique of the article under discussion. You may discuss these elements separately, or combine them if you prefer. Points you may want to discuss include the themes around which the discussion was organised, reactions to the reading, significant points that came up in discussion, the classroom dynamic, what went well and what could be improved. You may want to comment on why you chose to organise the discussion in a particular way and how you might do it differently if you were to lead that discussion again. In terms of the content of the reading, you should sum up the author’s central argument and key points, evaluate strengths and weaknesses of the reading, and indicate how useful you found it and why.

Reading List:

Rather than a textbook, I have assembled a list of readings, most of which are available online through the UBC library.  For readings not available online, copies are available in the GIC (Geographic Information Centre, room 112) and as a course package at CopiesMart in the University Village.

A. Some Ways of Thinking about Society and Urban Space

1. 
Embodied Geographical Knowledges

Iain Borden, 2003 “A Performative Critique of the American City: the Urban Practice of Skateboarding, 1958-1998” in Godzilla vs. Skate-boarders: Skateboarding as a Critique of Social Spaces.  Curated by Anthony Kiendl, Dunlop Art Gallery: Regina Public Art Gallery, pp. 36-63.

Tracey Skelton, 2009 “Children’s Geographies/ Geographies of Children: Play, Work, Mobilities and Migration” Geography Compass 3/4, 1430-1448. Available online UBC Library.

Kristen Day. 2001 “Constructing Masculinity and Women’s Fear in Public Space in Irvine, California” Gender, Place and Culture: A Journal of Feminist Geography 8 (2) pp. 109-127.  Available online UBC Library.

Gill Valentine, 1998 “’Sticks and Stones May Break My Bones’: A Personal Geography of Harassment” Antipode, 30:4, 305-332. Available online UBC Library.

Arun Saldhana, 2009 “Soundscapes” International Encyclopedia of Human Geography Elsevier, 1-6.  Available online UBC Library.

Kevin Hetherington, 2003 “Spatial textures: place, touch, and praesentia” Environment and Planning A, 35 (11), 1933-1944. Available online UBC Library.

2.
Ghostly Presences and Spatial Disruptions

David Pinder 2001 “Ghostly Footsteps: Voices, Memories and Walks in the City” Ecumene (now Cultural Geographies) 8(1): 1-19. Available online UBC Library. 

Doreen Massey, 1997  “Spatial disruptions” in The eight technologies of otherness, edited Sue Golding, Routledge: New York, 218-224.

3.
Architectural Determinism and Territoriality

Steve Herbert and Elizabeth Brown, 2006 “Conceptions of Space and Crime in the Punitive Neoliberal City” Antipode 38, 755-777. Available online UBC Library.

Jonathan Sterne, 2006 “Urban Media and the Politics of Sound Space” in Open 9: Sound
http://classic.skor.nl/article-2861-en.html
4.
Identity, Place, and Power
Tim Cresswell, 1996 In Place/Out of Place: Geography, Ideology, and Transgression. University of Minnesota Press, pp.3-10,149-176.

Nicholas Blomley, 2004 “The boundaries of property: Lessons from Beatrix Potter” Canadian Geographer 48:2, pp. 91-100. Available online UBC Library.

5.
Placelessness, Mobility, Flows
Ted Relph, 1981 Rational Landscapes, London: Croom Helm, pp. 84-105.

Arjun Appadurai, 2002 “The Right to Participate in the Work of the Imagination”  in Transurbanism,  edited by J. Brouwer, A. Mulder, and L. Martz. NAI Publishers, Rotterdam, pp.32-46.

Daniel Miller 2011 Tales from Facebook  Polity Press. (“Fifteen Theses on What Facebook Might Be”) Polity Press, Cambridge and Malden, MA, pp. 164-204.

B. 
Mapping Social Identities

6.
Public Spaces

Martijn de Waal, 2010 “Beyond Privacy. New Perspectives on the Public and Private Domains” Open 19  http://classic.skor.nl/artefact-4813-en.html
Mike Davis, 1992 City of Quartz. Vintage: U.S., pp. 223-263 ("Fortress L.A.")  This is also reprinted in Michael Sorkin (ed.) Variations on a Theme Park, 1992, 154-180, 244-247. Try googling ‘Mike Davis Fortress L.A’ for an electronic version.

Katherine Beckett and Steve Herbert, 2010 Banished: The new social control in urban America Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 37-61.

Lynn A. Staeheli and Don Mitchell, 2006 “USA’s Destiny? Regulating Space and Creating Community in American Shopping Malls” Urban Studies 43 977-992.  Available online UBC Library.

Susan Ruddick, 1996 “Constructing Difference in Public Spaces: Race, Class, Gender as Interlocking Systems” Urban Geography, 17, 132-151. Available online UBC Library.

Blaine Merker, 2010 “Rebars’s absurd tactics in generous urbanism” in Insurgent Public Space: Guerilla Urbanism and the Remaking of Contemporary Cities, edited by Jeffrey Hou, Routledge, 45-58.

7. 
Spaces of Normalised Violence


Sherene Razack, 2000 “Gendered Racial Violence and Spatialized Justice: The Murder of Pamela George” Canadian Journal of Law and Society 15, 91-130. Available online UBC Library.

Melissa Wright, 2011 “Necropolitics, Narcopolitics, and Femicide: Gendered Violence on the U.S.- Mexico Border” Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society 36 (3), 707-731. Available online UBC Library.

8.
Spaces of Racialisation

Geraldine Pratt in collaboration with Ugnayan Ng Kabataang Pilipino Sa Canada/Filipino-Canadian Youth Alliance, 2003/4 “Between Homes: Displacement and Belonging for Second-Generation Filipino-Canadian Youths” B.C. Studies, 140, 41-68. Available online UBC Library.
Vincent Miller, 2004 Mobile Chinatowns: the future of community in a global space of flows Social Issues, vol 2 (1) http://www.whb.co.uk/socialissues/indexvol2.htm

Julie Guthman, 2008 “Bringing good food to others: investigating the subjects of alternative food practice” Cultural Geographies 15, 431-447. Available online UBC Library.

9. Mapping Sexuality

Natalie Oswin, 2008 “Critical geographies and the uses of sexuality: deconstructing queer space” Progress in Human Geography 32 (1), 89-103. Available online UBC Library.

10. Living Together in Worlds of Difference

Doreen Massey, 2004 “Geographies of Responsibility” Geografiska Annaler, Series B 86:1,  5-18. Available online UBC Library.
Written Assignments:

You are required to do two short written assignments (beyond the one associated with the discussion group). One assignment is due November 14th, the other December 2rd.  You can do these assignments in whichever order you prefer.  Unless you have made arrangements with Molly or me (because of illness or another pressing commitment), there will be a serious penalty for late assignments: 1% per day. (That is, one day late, the assignment is out of 19% of total grade, two days late, 18%, etc).   The word limit for both assignments is 1800 words.  Please indicate which assignment you are handing in at the top of the first page.  Molly is responsible for grading these assignments; we can both assist you as you develop your topic.  Please hand in a paper copy.  We will not accept electronic submissions.
1. The intent of this assignment is to get you to connect academic literature with something immediate, on the ground, in Vancouver (or some other context that is of immediate relevance to you). There are two possible ways of approaching this.

a) Conflicts over Space 

Take a recent conflict over space in Greater Vancouver.  Make your way through the different sides of the conflict to take your own stand on the issue. (Both sides must be fairly and evenly presented.) Any conflict or public discussion about the use and regulation of space is possible, but here are a few suggestions: bike lanes in Vancouver, grafitti management, renovation of Grandview Park, the use of social media after the hockey riot, or the new 30 km speed limit in Downtown Eastside.  Develop your position by drawing on at least 3 pertinent scholarly references beyond class readings (as well as relevant media reportage, blogs, etc) in no more than 1800 words.  The objective of this assignment is to get you to put to use some scholarly material to make an informed contribution to debates about how best to plan and govern Vancouver and surrounding areas.

OR

b) Participating in Public Space
Participate in some public discussion, forum or process and report back, drawing on at least 3 relevant scholarly references beyond class readings to contextualise and analyze your experience.  For example, you might go on a soundwalk and report on the experience, drawing on the growing geographical literature on soundscapes.   This assignment can be written in part in ethnographic or experiential prose but you will need to draw on the scholarly literature (beyond the reading list) as well.

2. Lecture-based Written Assignment

Take one idea, big or small, from any lecture, an idea that has captured your imagination.  Pursue it through some library research.  Drawing upon at least 5 especially pertinent references beyond class readings, in no more than 1800 words explain how you would expand, revise or even contest the lecture based on your reading of the existing literature.  This is a short assignment, so tackle a relatively narrow theme that allows you to explore the selected issue in some detail.  It is expected that you will consult contemporary literature on the topic (i.e., since 2000), though in some cases it will be appropriate to draw on older literaure as well.  If all of your references predate 2000 you are well advised to explain (in a short paragraph at the top of the reference page) why you have relied so heavily on dated literature.

General Assessment Criteria for Written Assignments

A- to A+ Exemplary

Coursework in this category demonstrates the ability to engage critically with scholarly research and integrate it with your own ideas, to arrive at an original and persuasive analysis. There should be a clear, well articulated argument.  You should demonstrate an appreciation of the complexities and ambiguities of the problem, and show the capacity for creative thinking and curiosity.  All components of the assignment need to be in place and done in an exemplary manner. The assignment must be well written.  The paragraphs should be well ordered, with topic sentences and smooth transitions. The work should be free of typos, spelling mistakes, and grammatical errors.  All work in the A- to A+ range will demonstrate an accurate use of citation formats and have an exemplary bibliography that reflects the appropriate depth, range, and complexity of research for the topic within the limitations of these short assignments.

B- to B+ Competent
Coursework in this category demonstrates a good comprehension of the library research sources but will make a less obvious original or creative contribution. Work at the lower end of this range shows evidence of some difficulty discerning what is the most relevant ideas from research sources, and/or interpreting and/or using the research sources.  The paper may have a poorly-conceived thesis, a weak introduction, and/or conclusion, and/or the writing lacks clarity and/or the argument is poorly structured. This category is also appropriate for work that demonstrates an exemplary capacity for the critical, creative, and strategic integration of ideas typical of the A- to A+ category, but is so full of sentence-level errors that the writing is not clear or persuasive. Work in this range will use citation formats accurately and have a competent bibliography that meets the basic needs of the research.

D to C+ Developing
Coursework in this category demonstrates an emerging ability to understand ideas, information, and evidence in the research sources, to define a topic or problem and execute library research. Work in this range relies heavily on quoting, paraphrasing, and describing the work of other scholars without taking a clear position or point of view.   The writing needs substantial editing and revision. There is little evidence of careful library research or creative engagement with this material.
