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Course Description

Catalogue description:Analysis of changing urban systems, with examples dpaismarily
from Canada, the United States, and the United Kingdom.

In Urban Geography“One can find articles on urban transformations adahe world, feminist
urban geography and queer theory, homelessness andeweffaom, urban identity and
citizenship, racial segregation and environmentaigeispatterns of e-commerce as well as
traditional manufacturing, transportation and land use pugbaernance regimes, implications of
globalization and transnational immigration flows. Tisegoes on and on, speaking to the rich
tapestry of the field as it has been woven throughoutdesnt history, nourished by the
guantitative revolution, the rise of Marxian and humiamgeographies, and the effervescence of
feminist, postmodern, and post-Colonial thought.”
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Jennifer Wolch

“...implicit positivism remains strong within human geodnap A very large number of
geographers argue that they are scientists, and see&rlavahematical models that purport to
explain the geographical world. ... However, by ignoring wdelosophical debate spatial
scientists often fail to make a robust case for taggroach to fellow geographers. As a
consequence many [geographers] are seduced by the cstieigafied at positivism and
guantification more broadly, and become suspicious @y @f such research. Rather than tackle
these criticisms, spatial science increasingly relfrethe commercial and policy cache of GIS to
make implicitly positivist geography sustainable.”

Rob Kitchirf

“Since the heady days of the quantitative revolutionh esev paradigm in geography has
attacked quantitative methods for their irrelevancasapor general inadequacy at revealing the
human condition.... The critique from feminists, thouguts me in a difficult position: As a
feminist and a quantitative geographer, | find myself aggart. Is there a place for quantitative
methods in feminist geography?”

Sara McLafferty

“As a geographer who uses mathematical methods in ardettitjue neoclassical economic
geography and develop a Marxian political economic altematiho has supported the growth of
feminist, anti-essentialist and post-structuralist huig@ographies, and who works with marginal
communities struggling to use GIS to better understanéhgprdve their environments, | have
long been convinced that progressive human geographglkamdvantage of quantitative
practices. This seems to be an increasingly unpopularquositi

Eric Sheppart

“What has become of critique, | wonder, when an editoritieNew York Timésotes that
Republican pollster Frank Luntz advises his Congresisatieats stalling action dealing with
global warming to “emphasize that the evidence is aotpiete. ‘Should the public come to
believe that the scientific issues are settledwhtes, ‘their views about global warming will
change accordingly. Therefore, you need to continueat@the lack of scientific certainty
primary issue.”

Do you see why | am worried? | myself have spent simmeein the past trying to show ‘the lack
of scientific certainty’ inherent in the constructionfacts. | too made it a ‘primary issue.” But |
did not exactly aim at fooling the public by obscuring thé¢atety of a closed argument -- or did
I? After all, | have been accused of just that sinll, 84 like to believe that, on the contrary, |
intended temancipatehe public from prematurely naturalized objectifiedgacWas | foolishly
mistaken? Have things changed so fast?

In which case the danger would no longer be coming froexaessive confidence in ideological
arguments posturing as matters of fact -- as we haveg@an combat so efficiently in the past --
but from an excessiwdistrustof good matters of fact disguised as bad ideological biasésle

we spent years trying to detect the real prejudices hibeleimd the appearance of objective
statements, do we now have to revael the real obgeatid incontrovertible facts hidden behind
theillusion of prejucides? And yet entire Ph.D. programs arerghilhing to make sure that good
American kids are learning the hard way that facts aemp, that there is no such thing as
natural, unmediated, unbiased access to truth, thaterswsays prisoners of language, that we

! Jennifer R. Wolch (2003). “Radical Openness athiigéin Urban Geography.Urban Geography24(8), 645-646, quote from p. 645.

2 Rob Kitchin (2006). “Positivistic Geographies aBphatial Science.” In Stuart Aitken and Gill Vaiiee, editorsApproaches to Human
Geography.Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, 20-29%egiiom p. 27.

% Sara L. McLafferty (1995). “Counting for WomenThe Professional Geographd#(4), 436-442, quote from p. 436.

4 Eric Sheppard (2001). “Quantitative Geographgpfsentations, Practices, and Possibiliti&nVironment and Planning D: Society and
Spacel9, 535-554, quote from pp. 535-536.
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always speak from a particular standpoint, and so on, déilgerous extremists are using the
very same argument of social construction to destroy hardewidence that could save our lives.

...a certain form of critical spirit has sent us dowawrong path, encouraging us to fight the
wrong enemies and, worst of all, to be consideredersds by the wrong sort of allies because of
a little mistake in the definition of its main targethelquestion was never to gatayfrom facts
but closerto them, not fighting empiricism but, on the contraepewing empiricism.”

Bruno Latou?

“There exists an eager, even aggressive, audience forieahpesearch and an active market in
such research. That market has altered the nature wfaitk. Data have become more political
and therefore at once more in demand and less impoifaetdata, in the words of Judge Jones
and Professor Zywicki, are ‘mutually canceling.’ ladisee. Good studies and bad studies are not
‘mutually conceling.” Regardless of what some advoaai@g claim, there are some objective
facts and, hence, some objective truths. Whethergpblicy reflects that reality is not a choice
left to those in the academy, but producing and protettimgesearch itself is our choice and our
moral obligation.”

Elizabeth Warreh

This course examines the use of systematic and synémetigtical methods to document,
diagnose, and challenge urban social inequalities. égaic and synthetic analytical methods’
is an inconvenient, cumbersome phrase, but it is negesseonvey an accurate description of
our task: to mobilize a spirit of caclulated orderlintesbreak down or dissolve complex
problems into constituent parts for detailed study, andterable the various parts into a
coherent wholé. We will consider the production and distribution of qaditive data on urban
phenomena at various geographical scales; the use of utevani@d multivariate descriptive and
inferential statistical techniques, models, and mathealanetaphors, mappings, and
visualizations; the deployment of systematic searohesess, legislative, legal, and regulatory
databases; mixed-methods approaches seeking to break dogyuatiigative-qualitative

dualism; the construction of compilations, indices tabulations derived from abstractions of
gualitative data sources; the use of historical, poljtarad legal analysis to diagnose the history
of databases and indicators produced and used by governmeitited eand private corporations;
and progressive, activist organizing efforts to counteestatd corporate-driven priorities in
measurement.

Our work in this seminar is premised on five key assumgtidtirst, the intensification of urban
social inequality over the past two generations is ggaolblematic, and demands a sustained
commitment of theoretically-informed empirical resdgaractivist commitment to organizing and
social justice, and careful strategic engagement wistiagistructures of law and public policy.
Second, human geographers should be part of the intpiohacy effort to document,
understand, and challenge urban inequality. Third, geogiapliébe excluded from large

parts of this interdisciplinary effort if they are unatdeengage with the array of methods and
techniques recognized across many of the social sciefibes.the past generation, many
geographers have been taught to avoid these techniques g#gppentitative or statistical

® Bruno Latour (2004). “Why Has Critique Run OutSitam? From Matters of Fact to Matters of Cor@e@ritical Inquiry 30, 225-248,
quotes from p. 226, 227, 231.

® Elizabeth Warren (2002). “The Market for DataheTChanging Role of Social Sciences in Shaping gve” Wisconsin Law Review 200P-
34, quote from p. 17.

" All from Latin modifications of the original Greegystemgcalculated orderlinessinalusis(a dissolving) meta(after) hodos(way) logos
(knowledge) sunthesiga putting together).
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approaches), because of the ascendance of multigieentifl, and competing “post-positivist”
epistemologies. Despite the foundational disagreesr@nbng post-positivist approaches, they
do find common ground in a) a rejection of positivism asra@mentally flawed epistemology,
b) a presumption of the equivalence of quantitative tatgsscal methods with positivist
epistemological claims, c¢) a suspicion of quantitaéimd statistical techniques as instruments of
state surveillance, governmentality, and oppression, aaccdinmitment to qualitative methods
as epistemologically superior and politically progressiveurth, the shared assumptions of
post-positivist approaches are historically and soca@hstructed; linkages between
methodology and epistemology are negotiated and chosarg #% presumed dichotomies
between qualitative and quantitative inquiry. Fifth, thefs@red assumptions become facts --
quite literally, things that are dohe when they are widely performed and repeated. When
talented, hardworking young scholars who see themselmditisally progressive,

intellectually ambitious, and theoretically cutting-edgeidie to avoid learning methods
perceived as quantitative, statistical, or otherwiseitpes, the result is a powerful self-
selection process. Each scholar who makes this dedisips to reduce the pool of quantitative
skills amongst political progressives, while also relisfing the opportunity to communicate
with (or challenge) conservative quantitative sctoéard policy analysts on their own terrain.

Things Done, Things That Could be Done

Not long ago, Robert W. Lake, Co-Editorldfban Geographyoffered a frank and sobering
assessment of the state of much social sciencercbsgader the simple, provocative title, “Just
the Facts.” Lake is anything but a hardcore just-the-famsgivist® But amidst the horrors of
impending war and worsening social exclusion and structurgliaiy, he noted that “One
would be hard pressed to discern the severity and pervasivadriaese matters in the pages of
most academic journals.” Lake suggested that we havehspirit of Herbert Gans, Michael
Harrington, Gunnar Myrdal, and others who were “prompted thoral repugnance of
observable inequalities and an insistent, unquenchable optimgeociety could and would do
better if only the facts were placed in evidentel’ake’s lament is of course one voice among
many in the continuing scholarly debate on the purposanimg, and relevance of urban
research! Yet his assessment is particularly valuable as andemiof how much has changed
in the last generation, as urban geographers have qezkstioe meaning, limits, and relevance
of structural imperatives, observable inequalities, andattts’?

8 From the Latirfactum “a thing done.”

° See Robert W. Lake (2005). “Urban Crisis Reduxdrban Geography26(3), 266-270, and also his landmark criticaktak the ascendance of
urban geographic information systems: Robert Weld993). “Planning and Applied Geography: Rasitn, Ethics, and Geographic
Information Systems.’Progress in Human Geography, 404-413.

1 Robert W. Lake (2002). “Just the Fact&ltban Geography23(8), 701-702, quotes from p. 701. See also Ralid ake (2003). “The
Antiurban Angst of Urban Geography in the 1980drban Geography4(4), 352-355.

! See also Brian J.L. Berry (2003). “The Case feb&te.” Urban Geography24(7), 557-559, which contrasts sharply with thieisof “In the
face of a hurricane nothing can substitute for fioundations; big tents blow away.” Brian J.L. Bef2002). “Big Tents or Firm Foundations?”
Urban Geography3(6), 501-502, quote from p. 501, and Brian Bérry (2002). “Paradigm Lost.Urban Geography3(5), 441-445. For a
diplomatic yet forceful response, see Wolch, “Rati@penness...” For a more pragmatic assessmém abntemporary state of urban
geography in Canada, see Larry S. Bourne (200Bakitg the Pulse of the Subdiscipline: The Stdtdrban Geography in CanadaUrban
Geography26(3), 271-276.

2 Facts? “There are no facts as such. We mustyaltvagin by introducing a meaning in order for ¢hier be a fact.” Friederich Nietzche, cited
in Michael Watts (1988). “Struggles over Landugtyles Over Meaning: Some Thoughts on Naming,d&¢d®esistance and the Politics of
Place.” In Reginald G. Golledge, Helen Couclelisd Peter Gould, editor8,Ground for Common Seargbp. 31-50. Goleta, CA: The Santa
Barbara Geographical Press. This kind of recogmiis one of the most valuable insights of poststmalist thought. But it is vulnerable to
abuse and misappropriation, where it can undenwetegerously creative reconstructions of acts “iigadly intended” (the precise objective,
not general intent) to cause “severe pain and snffe(“the level that would ordinarily be assoa@dtwith a sufficiently serious physical
condition or injury such as death, organ failureserious impairment of body functions...” p. @)he meaning being introduced in order for
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Can we recover any of this unquenchable optimism? Wimabe done to place the facts in
evidence, and to mobilize them to challenge urban ineslbserved and otherwise? Can
society do better? In this seminar, we tackle tlgemstions from initial premises that “critical
engagement and scholarly rigor are understood as compatilglerties** and that for better or
worse the links between scientific means (epistenylogthodology, technique) and ends
(politics, morality, ethics) are contingent and cotiaek not necessary and immutable. Our goal
is to marshal a diverse set of theoretical, methodolhgiod empirical traditions to forge a
‘hybrid’ geography that can serve as an instrument afegfi@and tactical maneuvers for social
justice and new emancipatory geographfeghe choices involved in fusing divergent traditions
are never free of tightly woven networks, structuaesl constructions of socio-cultural meaning
and power; yet any decision to abandon methodologiesedvaitis of their historical abuses is a
risky move of unilateral disarmament. “Genuine refotatnust penetrate the power of the
opponent and meet him on the ground of his strength; Heeisaot won by attacking him
somewhere else and defeating him where he is*Adiisurgent quantitative practicEsand a

there not to be a (legal) fact is popularly knowrtature, without quotes. U.S. Department ofideg2002). Memorandum for Alberto R.
Gonzales, Counsel to the President, Re: Standafr@®nduct for Interrogation Under 18 U.S.C. 88 232B40A Washington, DC: Office of
the Assistant Attorney General, U.S. Departmerlustice. Quotes from p. 3, 6. The careful taxdr@nd legal reasoning in the memo came
from Jay Bybee, assistant attorney general in ehafghe Office of Legal Counsel, a position onetdtby such luminaries as William H.
Rehnquist and Antonin Scalia; Bybee ttMeéridian, a Mormon magazine, that “I would like my headstémread, ‘He always tried to do the
right thing.” Adam Liptak (2004). ‘Author of '021emo on Torture: ‘Gentle’ Soul for a Harsh TopidThe New York Timedune 24, Al.
More broadly, “There wasn't anything. The Amerisand British created facts where there were nis fcall.” Hans Blix, interviewed in
James Bamford (2004A Pretext for War: 9/11, Iraq, and the Abuse ofehica’s Intelligence AgenciesNew York: Doubleday, p. 360. At
the pinnacle of post-poststructuralist construdsionis a senior aide to U.S. President George V8hBwho referred dismissively to people in
“what we call the reality-based community.” Thdeainterrupted Ron Suskind’s questions about etd@ighent principles and empiricism,
saying “That's not the way the world really worksyanore .... We’re an empire now, and when we aetcieate our own reality. And while
you're studying that reality -- as you will -- wiedict again, creating other new realities, which gan study too, and that's how things will sort
out. We're history’s actors ... and you, all ofiyavill be left to just study what we do.” Ron sl (2004). “Without a Doubt."New York
Times MagazineOctober 17, p. 44. History's actors quickly dissed White House Economic Advisor Lawrence Lindse3003 after he
made the mistake of assigning an economic estitodtee cost of one element of this new reality-togaenterprise. Lindsey’s estimate at the
time was $200 billion for the Iraq war; three yekter, the (now) dissident economist Joseph $tigliovides a detailed analysis of direct and
indirect costs incurred and expected over the sexéral years, estimating a total between $1dnilind $2 trillion. Linda Bilmes and Joseph E.
Stiglitz (2006). The Economic Costs of the Iraq War: An AppraidakE Years after the Beginning of the Conflistew York: Columbia
University; available at http://www.josephstiglitam. Of more direct interest to urbanists is theoern of Ceri Peach, commenting on urban
social research on race and ethnicity. In recagnivf the consensus that so many of the categofigsjuiry are social constructs, scholars,
“when speaking in conferences, often engage imd &f aerobic exercise in which they raise bothsaamd use two fingers of each hand to
inscribe inverted commas around the terms which éne forced to use but to which they do not suibect Ceri Peach (2000). “Discovering
White Ethnicity and Parachuted PluralityProgress in Human Geograpi2¢, 620-626, quote from p. 621. It is deeply icdhat the rich
flowering of scholarship on the social constructadrscience and identity has coincided with courgiing trends in politics and public policy,
as courts, legislatures, and other elements oftdte have dismantled some social constructiogs (eelfare, affirmative action, labor
organizing rights) while aggressively building aefending others (prisons and racialized crimigafamily values and heteropatriarchal
marriage, the American Homeland, a New Americant@gh Lake’s discussion of facts not “facts” migtimply be stylistic, in the spirit of
Adam Hochschild's playful comments in the margiraafearly draft ofhe Commercialization of Intimate LiféOy!” “So” “many” “quotation
marks” “around” “so” “many” “words” “makes” “the” éssay” “seem” “weird.” Arlie Russell Hochschildd@3). The Commercialization of
Intimate Life: Notes from Home and WoiRerkeley: University of California Press, p. iBut other unapologetic titles suggest otherwise,
especially Robert W. Lake (2002). “Bring Back Bsgvernment.”International Journal of Urban and Regional Resda26(4), 815-822.

13 ake, “Just the Facts,” p. 702.

4 paul Plummer and Eric Sheppard (2001). “Must Eaipstory Economic Geography be Qualitative®itipode33(2), 194-199. See also the
other essays in the Debate section of the same,isspecially Trevor Barnes’ analysis of old and oaricatures of geography as “mere
description” and economics as rigorous abstraciwh“staring at equations until your brain hurtfevor J. Barnes (2001). “On Theory,
History, and Anoraks.”Antipode33(2), 162-167, quotes from p. 162.

'® Theodor W. Adorno (1982)Against EpistemologyOxford: Blackwell. Quote from p. 5, cited ih&ppard, “Quantitative Geography.” We
take the tactical and strategic advice of SheppadiAdorno seriously in this course, for the pugpolearning important maneuvers frequently
deployed on the battlegrounds of urban policy amdlip discourse. Yet this approach does not meanwe lose respect for alternative
approaches among allies. | am grateful to Josh fditalerting me to a quote from Slavoj Zizek, whaurn quotes Simon Critchley, who sees
things very differently from Sheppard and Adorri®erhaps it is at this intensely situational, indiézcal level that the atomising force of
capitalist globalisation is to be met, contested asisted. That is, it is not to be resisted daystructing a global anti-globalisation movement
that, at its worst, is little more than a highlylaarful critical echo of the globalisation it costs. It is rather to be resisted by occupying and
controlling the terrain upon which one stands, weharte lives, works, acts and thinks. This neddndlve millions of people. It needn’t even
involve thousands. It could involve just a fewfiegt. It could be what Julia Kristeva has recemhlled the domain of ‘intimate revolt.” That is,
politics begins right here, locally, practicallycdagpecifically, around a concrete issue and notbping off to protest at some meeting of the
G8. You shouldn’t meet your enemy on their ground,on your own, on the ground that you have mexe own. Also think of the money
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strategic positivism chastened by our witness to theiosacy appropriation of the legitimacy
claims of objectivity and metaphysical realism, can hiedpurban geographer committed to
social justice to penetrate the power of her opponentrezad him on his own territory, to create
new and emancipatory urban systetgccordingly, we will examine a series of research
initiatives that fuse quasi-positivi&tempirical analysis of urban inequality with critical Bdc
theory, in a pluralist recognition of “the rich tapgstf the field as it has been woven throughout
its recent history, nourished by the quantitative revolutioa rise of Marxism and humanistic
geographies, and the effervescence of feminist, postmoatedrpost-Colonial thought® Case
studies include the magnification of inequalities in skeddglobal’ cities; recent trajectories of
metropolitan class polarization; feminist perspectwmesnethodological debates and daily urban
life; racial segregation and policy responses to coraemat urban poverty; evolving inequalities
of gentrification and anti-homeless policies; dilemro&glentity and categorization in data,
activism, and regulation; and informational activism intdigcities in the shadow of threats of
nascent forms of ‘geo-slavery.” Some of the matenvolves multivariate quantitative methods,
but this seminar is not an uncritical methodological synieis also not an extended external
critique. We’re aiming for something in between these twritical engagement with the value
and limits of the methods for understanding and challengingemporary urban inequalities --
sensitized to the need to frame constructive criticisthinva spirit of care of the subjet.

Readings

All required readings for the seminar will be availaibl@ password-protected directory, at
http://www.geog.ubc.ca/~ewyly/Private/g552/

Evaluation and Deadlines
Evaluation is based on three components: participatisaminar discussions (15 percent),

written discussion papers (15 percent) and a final papartopic to be agreed with the
instructor (70 percent).

and time you save on travel!” Simon Critchley (2D0The Problem of Hegemony.Political Theory Daily Review’-9 May, 2004, quoted in
Slavoj Zizek (2006)The Parallax View Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, p. 333.

'6 Sheppard, “Quantitative Geography,” specific paras p. 550.

¥ The phrase “urban systems” was coined forty yagosto describe the interconnected, interdepentimtorks of centralized economic and
social processes that were understood to orgamézepaces of regions and nation-states. BriarBeiry (1964). “Cities as Systems Within
Systems of Cities."Papers of the Regional Science AssocialiBn147-163. Viewed from the perspectives of yglauman geographies, the
theoretical and methodological lineage of the pliseems as precarious as that for regional scitsati(think of central place theory colliding
with general systems theory, as it sideswipes raritite numerical taxonomy and skids across a thledhk of faith in efficient, self-equilibrating
markets). But key assumptions of this heritaganfase in surprising places, and its legacy alstuifes insurgent moments of radical urban
expeditions, welfare geography and policy influerso® many counter-mappings of alternative, jusanrlandscapes. See Sheppard,
“Quantitative Geography...”; Olivier Kramsch andifis Boekema (2002). “Breaking Out of the ‘IsolaBtdte’: Views on the Status and Future
of Regional Science from a European Border Regi@nVironment and Planning 34, 1373-1393; and David M Smith (1994eography
and Social JusticeOxford: Blackwell.

18 This is a cumbersome and perhaps distasteful tantrhopefully theseemingor root help to convey some of the more important intended
meanings. Our focus is on analytical methods alitative and quantitative -- that rely on someeadfo hypothesis verification and
falsification, cautious generalization, observapijlattempted disinterested impartiality, and regdion. Following Matthew Hannah's
reasoning, our approach is situated somewhere bata@cial constructionisal denteand positivismal dente Matthew G. Hannah (2001).
“Sampling and the Politics of Representation in.\C8nsus 2000.Environment and Planning D: Society and Spa8e515-534.

¥ Wolch, “Radical Openness...," p. 645.

20« _many of the critiques of geographic informatisystems (GIS) have aimed to demonstrate whatriang’ with this subdiscipline of
geography rather than engaging critically with tisehnology. ... This follows a pattern of exteraafique in which the investigator has little
stake in the outcome. ... we argue for a form itijere that transcends this binary [between inteana external] by tackling enframing
assumptions while remaining invested in the subj&ct be constructive, critique must care for thlject.” Nadine Schuurman and Geraldine
Pratt (2002). “Care of the Subject: Feminism @niiques of GIS.” Gender, Place, and Cultu®(3), 291-299.
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Components of Final Course Mark

percentage
1. 15 Participation in seminar discussions
Includes serving as lead facilitator for one seminar mgeti
2. 15 Written discussion papers
Due at the beginning of each seminar meeting. Bring enough
copies to distribute to all seminar participants.
3. 70 Research Paper
Proposal deadline: 9:00 AM February 5
First draft deadline: 9:00 AM March 4
Second draft deadline: 9:00 AM April 8
Final paper deadline: 9:00 AM April 29
Schedule

On the following pages is a tentative schedule with cpoeding readings and references. For
each week, we will all read a set of “core” artiabeshapters. Discussants will present
commentary and analysis for some of the other readegdoring the way that respective
articles relate to the core readings we’ve all exathi Written discussion papers should engage
with the readings, but should not be constrained by tHascreative, take risks, ask questions,
explore possibilities, and do whatever you think willhbest helpful for your own project or for
our collective “barn-raising” project. Bring enough capid your discussion paper for all
seminar participants.

Jan 9 Introductions. You. Me. The Course.

Please read through this syllabus, either before ar @itefirst meeting, and then red:
Some of the data sources referenced at http://www.geogaibewyly/data.htrif

Michael Kahn (1971).Seminaring Letter Unpublished manuscript. Santa Cruz, CA: University of
California, Kresge Colleg®.

2L Further information on the thinking behind the ®) and my approach to urban studies, can be foumdpecial session devoted to a
retrospective on Brian J.L. Berry's futuristic alé, written in 1969, on “The Geography of the @ditStates in the Year 2000.” My reaction
was published as Elvin K. Wyly (2004). “Geographéd the United States in the Year 200#rofessional Geograph&i6(1), 91-95. Other
essays in this forum section are: Daniel Z Sub@0 “The Geography of the United States in tharY2000: Science, Predictability, and Public
Policy in an Age of Uncertainty.’Professional Geographdi6(1), 73-75. Stanley D. Brunn and Edward J. Mkil€2004). “Looking
Backwards into the Future with Brian BerryProfessional Geographdi6(1), 76-80. Donald G. Janelle (2004). “LookBack and Looking
Forward from ‘The Geography of the United StatethanYear 2000."Professional Geographéit(1), 81-84. Barney Warf (2004). “Troubled
Leviathan: The Contemporary U.S. versus BriamBeJ.S. Professional Geographédi6(1), 85-90. Brian J.L. Berry (2004). “Amenca
Geographers in the Year 2000Ptofessional Geographei6(1), 96-99. An extended version of my panelad is available at
http://www.geog.ubc.ca/~ewyly/ewaag02.pdf. Alteiviely, see “The New Spatial Politics of Social BAtat
http://www.geog.ubc.ca/~ewyly/nov2.pdf.

2 There's dot of data out there, of varied quality, significancgievance, utility, and potential. I've compiladist of data sources that I've
learned about over the years, but the list onlgtsbes the surface. There’'s so much informatiahwle are increasingly crashing against the
distinction made by the national security analystdary Treverton -- between puzzles and myster{€hink of something along the lines of
Donald Rumsfeld’'s famous disctinction between knamwknowns and unknown unknowns.) See Malcolm G&H{007). “Open Secrets.”
The New Yorkedanuary 8, 44-53.

% | apologize for the poor quality of the multiplesgeration photocopy, but | obtained this from TreBarnes after Bonnie Kaserman told me
that Trevor got it from Jayme Walenta, who kephiber files after taking a graduate seminar atitheversity of Kentucky several years ago.
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Robert W. Lake and Peter O. Muller (2004). “Editorialur®ism as Principle in Urban Geography.”
Urban Geography5(6), 501-502.

Critical Analytical Urbanism.
Everyone Reads:

Eric Sheppard (2001). “Quantitative Geography: RepresensatPractices, and Possibilities.”
Environment and Planning D: Society and Spa8e535-554.

Bruno Latour (2004). “Why Has Critique Run out of SteaRm®m Matters of Fact to Matters of
Concern.” Critical Inquiry 30, 225-248.

Elizabeth Warren (2002). “The Market for Data: The Chagdlole of Social Sciences in Shaping the
Law.” Wisconsin Law Review-33.

Mei-Po Kwan and Tim Schwanen (200@ritical Quantitative GeographiesOutline for five paper
sessions and panel discussions at the Annual Meetihg éfssociation of American Geographers, April
17-21, San Francisco, CA, sponsored by the Urban Geog&geltyalty Group, the Spatial Analysis &
Modeling Sepcialty Group, and the Geographical Perspeaiv&¥omen Specialty Group. Full abstracts
available at http://www.aag.org

Discussant Reports on:

Mei-Po Kwan (2004). “Beyond Difference: From CanoniBabgraphy to Hybrid GeographiesXhnals
of the Association of American Geograph@4¢4), 756-763.

Jessie P.H. Poon (2003). “Quantitative Methods: Produ@irantitative Methods NarrativesProgress
in Human Geograph27(6), 753-762.

Jesse P.H. Poon (2004). “Quantitative Methods: Pad®@sent.Progress in Human GeograpB(6),
807-814.

Ash Amin and Nigel Thrift (2000). “Intervention: Whatri€i of Economic Theory for What Kind of
Economic Geography?Antipode32(1), 4-9. Response by Paul Plummer and Eric Sheppard (2001).
“Must Emancipatory Economic Geography be Qualitativ&Pitipode33(2), 194-199. Also see Paul
Plummer (2001). “Commentary: Vague Theories, Sophistichechniques, and Poor Data.”
Environment and Planning 33, 761-764.

Berry, Brian J.L., and James O. Wheeler, eds. 2Qbban Geography in America, 1950-2000:
Paradigms and PersonalitiedNew York: Routledge. Chapters 5, 7, 22, and 23.

The conceptualization of “critical analytical urbanisisra fusion of Eric Sheppard’s notion of “insurgent
quantitative practices,” Dorling and Simpson’s work vifte Radical Statistics GrodpMartin
Cadwallader’s reference to “analytical urban geographgrid my own thinking on the possibilities for a
strategic positivism. Several years ago, Ash AminNige! Thrift offered the inaugural essay in the
‘Interventions’ section ofntipode under the title, “What Kind of Economic Theory fothdf Kind of
Economic Geography?” Amin and Thrift’s interventioasaborn of frustration amongst economic
geographers trying to engage with the powerful domainashstream economics, with its restrictive
methodological and theoretical criteria for valid Wiedge. Amin and Thrift argued that much of the best
current economic thinking is taking place outside the riraas, led by dissident economists as well as
those without disciplinary credentials in economicsa assult, Amin and Thrift suggest, economic

24 Daniel Dorling and Stephen Simpson, editors (198Rjtistics in Society: The Arithmetic of Politidsondon: Arnold.
% Martin T. Cadwallader (1985)Analytical Urban GeographyEnglewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall. The sedatlition, published in 1996,
adopts a slightly less ambitious titldrban Geography: An Analytical Approach
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geographers no longer need to struggle for a seat aitleestith mainstream economics: *“...at this point
in time, we need to think seriously about whom we asaoangeographers want to play out with. We
think we would be fooling ourselves if we believe wa tia down with the lion and become anything more
than prey.®

Amin and Thrift's provocative metaphor (economists asdj geographers as prey) attracted considerable
attention, including the Plummer and Sheppard essay laiove, as well as eight additional responses by
prominent geographers. One of the central axes of debateAmin and Thrift's intervention involves a
presumed dualism between means and ends: quantitativeyiisqassociated with orthodox, mainstream,
or reactionary status-quo research, while qualitatigairy is believed to foster greater emancipatory
possibilities. The latter side of the dualism is digecontradicted by the rich history of anthropological
ethnographies placed in service of colonialism, whilfdhmer rests on a caricature of quantitative
research that no longer holds. As Poon concludes ireatresview: “Few quantitative human
geographers today fully subscribe to the revered mod@nmsiples of certainty and predictability that
commonly characterize nomothetic research using teatftc method. ... production of quantitative
methods by geographers ... is increasingly shaped bgrwhof methodological legislation, where jurors
are encouraged to discriminate between wheat and cheff egnfronted with evidence that encompasses
spatial uncertainty and diversit§’” The continued reproduction of simplified caricatureguantitative
inquiry, although understandable in light of key generatimsales bound up with the distinctive
disciplinary history of the (erroneously labeled) quantitatevolution and its prominent advocates, has
limited trans-disciplinary engagement with importanatgtgic movements to advance social justice on
geographic issues.

For two decades beginning in the late 1960s, dissidents in ghgdadyored to produce rich critiques of a
quantitative-positivist methodology and epistemology s understood to be hegemonic in the figld.
Urban geography was at the center of this intellecpgditical, and methodological turmoil. Thirty years
on, however, many geographers have absorbed only tsteatridged versions of this rich history,
perpetuating simplified caricatures of quantification angltpgsm. A poignant contrast with some of
these caricatures (which are premised on an assertedat@npive understanding of, and transcendence
of, positivist epistemology) comes from legal scholarshihich has only recently undertaken
comprehensive efforts to infuse social-scientific &piwlogies and methodologies into judicial reasoning.
For a lengthy yet accessible analysis of the cuetatt to infuse contemporary positivist social scen
into the law, see the work of Lee Epstein and Gang&l Within geography, one of the most systematic
attempts to fuse a more productive methodological and epkigical agenda comes from John Paul
Jones’ effort to engage a realist perspective withiBi@asetti’s expansion methdd.

Jan 22 A New World Urban Hierarchy?
Everyone Reads:

Arthur S. Alderson and Jason Beckfield (2004). “Power asitiBo in the World City System.”
American Journal of Sociology09(4), 811-851.

Hackworth, Jason. 2002. “Local Autonomy, Bond-Rating Agesand Neoliberal Urbanism in the
United Stateslinternational Journal of Urban and Regional Resea?éif4), 707-725.

% Ash Amin and Nigel Thrift (2000). “Interventiorivhat Kind of Economic Theory for What Kind of Eamic Geography?"Antipode32(1),
4-9, quote from p. 8.

27 Jessie P.H. Poon (2003). “Quantitative Methd@ducing Quantitative Methods Narrative®fogress in Human Geograpl®7(6), 753-
762, quotes from p. 754. See also Jesse P.H.[R6004). “Quantitative Methods: Past and Pres@nbgress in Human Geograpi2(6), 807-
814.

% This contemporary historical critique and re-ewation continues, exemplified by Trevor Barnes’ werfdl histories of various statistical
techniques. See Trevor J. Barnes (1998). “Adnysbf Regression: Actors, Networks, Machines, Blagnbers.” Environment and Planning
D: Society and Spac0, 203-223.

29 |ee Epstein and Gary King (2002). “The Rulesrdétence.” The University of Chicago Law Revié@(1), 1-133.

%0 John Paul Jones, Ill, and Robert Q. Hanham (1995pntingency, Realism, and the Expansion Methd@&ographical Analysig7(3), 185-
207; and John Paul Jones, llI, and Emilio Casetts. (1992)Applications of the Expansion Methoblew York: Routledge.



Geography 552, Critical Measures of Urban Inequedit Wyly, Page 10

Peter J. Taylor (2004). “The New Geography of Globall@wgtiety: NGOs in the World City Network.”
Globalizations1(2), 265-277.

John Rennie Short (2004). “Black Holes and Loose Connadtioa Global Urban Network.”
Professional Geographei6(2), 295-302.

Discussant Reports on:
Peter J. Taylor (2004)World City Network: A Global Urban AnalysidNew York: Routledge.

Peter Hall (2001) Christaller for a Global Age: Redrawing the Urban Hierarchyoughborough:
Globalization and World Cities Research Group, Loughborougtelbity.

Harvey, David (1989). “From Managerialism to Entreprenéana The Transformation in Urban
Governance in Late CapitalismGeografiska Annaler1B(1), 3-17.

Peter J. Taylor, G. Catalano, and D. R. F. Walke022. “Measurement of the World City Network.”
Urban Studie89(13), 2367-2376.

Peter J. Taylor, G. Catalano, and D. R. F. Walke082. “Exploratory Analysis of the World City
Network.” Urban Studieg89(13), 2377-2394.

Peter J. Taylor (2005). “New Palitical Geographiesob@l Civil Society and Global Governance Through
World City Networks.” Political Geography?4, 703-730.

Peter J. Taylor (2005). “Leading World Cities: EmpiriEgaluations of Urban Nodes in Multiple
Networks.” Urban Studie€l2(9), 1593-1608.

Jonathan V. Beaverstock, Richard G. Smith, and Petaylbr. 2000. “World-City Network: A New
Metageography?’Annals of the Association of American Geograpl®&€), 123-134.

John Rennie Short, Y. Kim, M. Kuus, and H. Wells (1996)heDirty Little Secret of World Cities
Research: Data Problems in Comparative Analydistérnational Journal of Urban and Regional
Researct20(4), 697-717.

Carl Nordlund (2004). “A Critical Comment on the Tayfgpproach for Measuring World City Interlock
Linkages.” Geographical Analysi86(3), 290-296.

Timothy J. Sinclair (2003). “Global Monitor: Bond fitey Agencies.” New Political Econom$(1), 147-
161.

Robert A. Beauregard (2003). “Aberrant Cities: UrbapuPaion Loss in the United States, 1820-1930.”
Urban Geography4(8), 672-690.

This week, we tackle two central questions: Have usyatems fundamentally changed amidst the much-
hyped process of globalization? Precisely how does thhalgiimancial space of flows impose constraints
on individual cities?

1. Isthere a world urban system? If so, is it funelaaly different from the urban networks of prior
generations? In the 1990s, the work of several promihentists seemed to provide positive answers to
both questions, and in many quarters today it is taken amatiwthat globalization has altered the role
and position of cities. Yet empirical work has laggedfanind the sweeping interpretations of the global-
city theorists, and as Short and his colleagues demtmdtia absence of relevant relational data is the
“dirty little secret” of world-cities research. Givéme enormous interest in global-city rankings in the
popular and policy arenas, careless methodologies aaorgneus risks: the questionable global-city
rankings that permeate popular thinking have the effect oheragies of millions from the geographical
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imagination -- creating, as Short puts it, “black holesthe urban network. Fortunately, in the last few
years there has been a rigorous and sustained effesttcompeting hypotheses on world ciaesl to
make data available to other researchers for independent replicaliturch of this effort is underway in
the Globalization and World Cities (GAWC) Researchuprat Loughborough University, supervised by
Peter Taylor and Jonathan Beaverstock, at http://wwralho.uk/departments/gy/research/gawc.html.

2. Discursive constructions, individual agency, ancenmtstructures have mutually reinforced the
vulnerability of individual cities to mobile capitalisang the stakes on a broad interdisciplinary debate on
local autonomy that has raged since the late 1970s.rtuné&dely, many of the contributions to this debate
have portrayed a global, mobile capital in highly abstierens, with only selective and anecdotal evidence
of global-local relations. Here, we examine effootshied light on the anatomy of a particular institutional
ensemble -- a set of specific actors embedded in timahand transnational structural spaces of capital
flows -- and the role of this infrastructure in discipligilocal urban policy choices.

Urban Systems of Inequality: Neoliberal Urbanizatiod the ‘Global City’
Polarization Hypothesis.

Everyone Reads:
Susan S. Fainstein (2001). “Inequality in Global City-Regibrin Allen J. Scott, edGlobal City-
Regions: Trends, Theory, Policpxford: Oxford University Press, 285-298.

Gérard Duménil and Dominique Lévy (2004). “Neoliberal Incdmrends: Wealth, Class, and Ownership
in the USA.” New Left Review80, 105-133.

Stephen W. K. Chiu and Tai-lok Lui (2004). “Testing thelgal-City Social Polarisation Thesis: Hong
Kong Since the 1990s.Urban Studie<l1(10), 1863-1888.

Chris Hamnett (2003)Unequal City: London in the Global Aren&hapter 4, “Widening Inequalities:
Earnings and Income.” New York: Routledge.

Discussant Reports on:

James R. Elliott (2004). “The Work of Cities: Undereoyphent and Urban Change in Late 20th-Century
America.” Cityscape7(1), 107-133.

Thomas Piketty (2005). “Top Income Shares in the Long RumOverview.” Journal of the European
Economic AssociatioB(2-3), 1-11.

Helle Ngrgaard (2003). “The Global City Thesis -- &bBiolarization and Changes in the Distribution of
Wages.” Geografiska Annale85B(2), 103-119.

Rosie Cox and Paul Watt (2002). “Globalization, Polaigratand the Informal Sector: The Case of Paid
Domestic Workers in London.Area34(1), 39-47.

Blair Badcock (1997). “Restructuring and Spatial PolaripaitioCities.” Progress in Human Geography
21(2), 251-262.

Herman L Boschken (2003). “Global Cities, Systemic Ppared Upper-Middle-Class InfluenceUrban
Affairs ReviewB8(6), 808-830.

Depending on how you approach the literature, ther¢hisrddroad consensus or widespread skepticism in
response to Saskia Sassen’s argument that globalrodigsify broader polarization processes in the
economic transformations of the last generation.r@ has been an accelerating effort to devise rigorous
empirical tests for this proposition, but at this pdi@re is relatively little evidence (particularly inntast

to the number of studies of investment flows, headqusalideations, and producer service networks). The
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stakes on the global-city inequality thesis are enormfaasever: if inequality is especially pronounced in
global cities, then it implies some role for regioaad local policy interventions (particularly if these
intransigence at the national level). Michael Stoggputes Sassen’s hypothesis, which he portraysas th
“yuppies and servant classes” model of an hourglass-sloapagational structure; Storper argues that
polarization is by no means limited to the highest-ofglebal’ cities, or even to cities in general --
implying that responses to polarization must be pursutétbatation-state or transnational scal&wo

other detailed empirical studies provide valuable ygenhievidence on the hypothesis for Hong Kong and
New York (Chiu and Lui, Norgaard). Peter Marcuse and Rioviah Kempen summarize a series of case
studies of globalizing cities throughout the world, coniclgdhat there is no fundamentally new spatial
order, but that there are important changes in the trajeatml character of specific kinds of inequaliffes.
The ‘global city’ research stream in urban geographysactlogy is too often unconnected with the urban
political science research on the relations betweerigpdlicy and inequality, which typically takes
globalizationas a background conditidmefore focusing on domestic political dilemmas of inétya

usually in the U.8% There are, however, several valuable case studsgseoffic transnational facets of
polarization in particular global cities, including Cox afdtt’s limited application of survey and sample
selection methods and a small number of interviewls dagimestic workers in London; Susser’s qualitative
account based on several years of observation ofdocall service institutions and in-depth interviews
with a small number of mothers in New York CifyBoschken’s theoretical explication of the institutibn
and political dynamics of upper-middle class professioaradisthe effects on public policy, along with
rankings of U.S. cities; and Swyngedouw’s comparativeyaisabf the context and consequences of large-
scale redevelopment projects, emphasizing the in@em&oeconomic polarization and the establishment
of “exceptionality measures” in elite-driven, anti-denaticrlocal governanc&. One final note: there is
almost no empirical analysis of the relationship betwegothesized global-city processes and
inequalities as measured Wwealth or alternatively measured by what economists refastpermanent’
income; this kind of analysis is sorely needed. Theeegreat deal of economic inquiry on the latter ssue
but this work has yet to be engaged with urban geograpnidy on changing urban systems.

Mapping and Mobilizing:
Metropolitan Class Polarization and Living Wage Movetsen

Paper proposal due.
Everyone Reads:

Enid Arvidson (2000). “Los Angeles: A Postmodern Clasppitag.” In J.K. Gibson-Graham, Stephen
A. Resnick, and Richard D. Wolff, ed€lass and Its OthersMinneapolis: University of Minnesota
Press, 163-189.

David Harvey (2000) Spaces of HopeChapter 7, “Body Politics and the Struggle for ahg/iVage.”
Berkeley: University of California Press.

Robert Pollin (2002). “What is a Living Wage? Consideratiom® Santa Monica, CA.'Review of
Radical Political Economic84, 267-273.

Robert Pollin (2005). “Evaluating Living Wage Laws in thaited States: Good Intentions and Economic
Reality in Conflict?” Economic Development Quarted$(1), 3-23.
Discussant Reports on:

%1 Storper, Michael. 1997The Regional World: Territorial Development in éoBal Economy New York: Guilford, especially pp. 221-259.
%2 peter Marcuse and Ronald van Kempen (2001). “Dsitn: A Changed Spatial Order.” In Peter Maecaad Ronald van Kempen, eds.,
Globalizing Cities: A New Spatial Order@xford: Blackwell, 247-275.

33 One of the best contributions in this area is Sstrmm, Todd, Peter Dreier, and John Mollenkopf020“Economic Inequality and Public
Policy: The Power of Place.City and Communit{(4), 349-372.

% Susser, Ida. 1998. “Inequality, Violence, anch@a Relations in a Global City: New York, 19869869’ Identities5(2), 219-247

% swyngedouw, Erik, Frank Moulaert, and Arantxa Rguiez. 2002. “Neoliberal Urbanization in Eurodearge-Scale Urban Development
Projects and the New Urban PolicyAntipode34(3), 542-577.
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Robert Pollin, Justine Burns, and James Heintz (2004lpbdBApparel Production and Sweatshop
Labour: Can Raising Retail Prices Finance Living Wagé&3&nbridge Journal of Economi@8, 153-
171.

Jason Hackworth (2005). “Emergent Urban Forms, or Emergsti\odernisms? A Comparison of
Large U.S. Metropolitan Areas.Urban Geography6(6), 484-519.

Erik Olin Wright (2004). “Introduction.” Special Issue Bedesigning RedistributiorPolitics & Society
32(1), 3-6.

Philippe van Parijs (2004). “Basic Income: A Simphe #owerful Idea for the Twenty-First Century.”
Politics & Society32(1), 7-39.

Edward N. Wolff (2004). “Stakeholding and InheritanceBdlitics & Society32(1), 119-126.

Bill Lester and Karen Chapple (2003Rising Income Inequality and the Changing Economic Geography
of U.S. Metropolitan Areas in the 1990Berkeley: Department of City and Regional Planningyehsity
of California.

Asena Caner and Edward N. Wolff (200sset Poverty in the United States: Its Persistence in an
Expansionary EconomyPublic Policy Brief No. 76. Annandale-on-Hudson, NY:rdB@ollege, Levy
Economics Institute.

Edward N. Wolff, Ajit Zacharias, and Asena Caner (20Q4vy Institute Measure of Economic Well-
Being Annandale-on-Hudson, NY: Bard College, Levy Econonrisstute.

Stephen Resnick and Richard Wolff (2005). “Exploitation, €Lionption, and the Uniqueness of U.S.
Capitalism.” Historical Materialism11(4), 209-226.

Issues of difference and the construction of identityeh@acome central to urban social inquiry in the last
two decades, replacing what was at times a narrow anardieitst focus on class as an analytical category.
For some, political economy research in the 1970s and 1p8aduted a discourse of Capitalism”
emphasizing unity, singularity, and totality -- and tbpsrated “powerfully to discourage and marginalize
projects of class transformatioff.” Poststructuralist thought offered a possible solutichis paralysis:

“It may be necessary...to think within a radically diffiet accounting regime that does not draw on a
centered vision of economic totalities, an essastiahderstanding of economic dynamics and a conflation
of the identity of all enterprises with a singular stmuetand subjectivity, that of the universal rational
calculating subject® Unfortunately, such theoretical advances in the 1990dgachtultural and

economic trends in a “tricky gestalt between a subvensigressivism and reactionary essentialism.
Corporate capitalism has caught up with our categonigsjaite effortlessly leveraged their buyotft.”
Amidst the co-optation exemplified by guerrilla marketingystomer semiotics, and other fusions of

capital and hijacked poststructuralist thought, “we findselwes without a sophisticated language of class
precisely at the time when, globally, class is begapserted with a vengeané&.”And yet on-the-streets
organizing and advocacy have given rise to a growingdiwage movement that may alter, in some small
way, the urban politics of class. The movement'€ssg may ultimately hinge on a fusion of political
appeals based on structuralist and poststructuralistiras;aalong with an arsenal of applied econometrics
deployed to challenge the dominant “free” market policy.bias

% Gibson-Graham, J.K. 1993. “Waiting for the Rexiain, or How to Smash Capitalism While Working-&tme in Your Spare Time.”
Rethinking Marxisn6(2), 10-24.

%" Gibson-Graham, J.K. 199@he End of Capitalism (As We Knew It): A Femiflistique of Political Economy Oxford: Blackwell, p. 138.
% Smith, Neil. 2000. “What Happened to Clas&tivironment and Planning 32, 1011-1032.

%9 Smith, “What Happened to Class?”, p. 1011.
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Feb 12 Transnationalizing Workfare Cities.
Everyone Reads:

Kathryn Edin and Laura Lein (1996). “Work, Welfare, and Sildii¢hers’ Economic Survival
Strategies.”American Sociological Reviegd, 253-266.

Jamie Peck and Nik Theodore (2001). “Contingent Chicago:rruRasting the Spaces of Temporary
Labor.” International Journal of Urban and Regional Resea?&(3), 471-496.

Alejandro Portes, William Haller, and Luis Eduardo Gimw (2002). “Transnhational Entrepreneurs: An
Alternative Form of Immigrant Economic AdaptatiorAimerican Sociological Revieg7(2), 278-298.

David Card (1990). “The Impact of the Mariel Boatlift te Miami Labor Market.”Industrial and Labor
Relations Review3(2), 245-257.

Discussant Reports on a few of these:

Jorge Durand and Douglas S. Massey, eds. (2@@ssing the Border: Research from the Mexican
Migration Project New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Elizabeth Fussell (2006).atino Immigrants in Post-Katrina New OrleanBaper presented to the
Regional Seminar on Labor Rights. New Orleans: Depmant of Sociology, Tulane University.

James R. Elliott and Jeremy Pais (2006). “Race, GiassHurricane Katrina: Social Differences in
Human Responses to DisasteBocial Science Resear@b, 295-321.

John Baugh (2006). “It Ain't About Race: Some Lingeringniuistic) Consequences of the African
Slave Trade and Their Relevance to Your Personaliitiatddardship Index.”"Du Bois Reviev@(1), 145-
159.

Jamie Peck (2006). “Liberating the City: Between NewkYand New Orleans.” forthcoming Wrban
Geography

William 1. Robinson (2006). “Aqui Estamos y no Nos Vam@obal Capital and Immigrant Rights.”
Race & Clas#18(2), 77-91.

Sheldon Danziger and Sandra Danziger (2006). “Poverty, Badeintipoverty Policy Before and After
Hurricane Katrina.”Du Bois Reviev@(1), 23-36.

Hartmann, Heidi, Roberta Spalter-Roth, and Melissa S)3. Survival at the Bottom: The Income
Packages of Low-Income Families with Childrdfxecutive Summary, pp. vii-xi. Washington, DC:
Institute for Women'’s Policy Research.

Trudeau, Daniel, and Meghan Cope. 2003. “Labor and Housinkekdaas Public Spaces: ‘Personal
Responsibility’ and the Contradictions of Welfare-6tei Policies.” Environment and Planning 35,
779-798.

Dennis P. Culhane, Stephen R. Poulin, Lorlene M. Hoyt,3tephen Metraux (2003). “The Impact of
Welfare Reform on Public Shelter Utilization in Philgaleh: A Time-Series Analysis.Cityscapeb(2),
173-185.

Douglas S. Massey (2004). “Social and Economic Aspectamidration.” Annals of the New York
Academy of Sciencd938, 206-212.
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Michael B. Aguilera and Douglas S. Massey (2003). “Socaitdl and the Wages of Mexican Migrants:
New Hypotheses and TestsSocial Forces82(2), 671-701.

Mariano Sana and Douglas S. Massey (2005). “Household CamppEamily Migration, and
Community Context: Migrant Remittances in Four Caestf Social Science Quarterg6(2), 509-528.

Janet E. Kodras (1997). “The Changing Map of AmericareRpin an Era of Economic Restructuring
and Political Realignment.Economic Geography3(1), 67-93.

Manning Marable (2006). “Race, Class, and the KatrinasCrisWorkingUSA9, 155-160.

Any contemporary class analysis -- whether rooted iradyo constellations of power relations or in
theories of the appropriation and circulation of susplalue -- is destabilized by the massive
transformation of the state in the last thirty yedrsmost wealthy economies, the state has abandisned
role in cushioning market-driven social inequalities, maod takes actions that often magnify and reinforce
disparities. Labor market institutions are at thethafathese changes, particularly in cities. Federal and
state welfare restructuring pushed hundreds of thousarfiolstaér welfare recipients into the low-wage
workforce; federal and state regulatory changes have neyniicroeconomic trends encouraging the
informalization and privatization of the employmenttign, creating a vast quasi-underground labor
market that is vulnerable to particularly severe forfrexploitation. Expanded immigration has
transnationalized many aspects of these local, statifederal policy frameworks of inequality, with
sweeping consequences for native-born racialized mie®as well as new working-class immigrants.
The politics of measurement and modeling have a tattustory in all of these developments: although
the destruction of the welfare social safety netigdanost social science research, there is nowvairggo
body of post-welfare research that (perhaps unavoidphbyjdes legitimacy to the policy by charting the
simplistic metric of the number of former recipientsving into the labor force. Countermappings are thus
critically important to a) measure the extent and sgvefiworking poverty, b) document in a systematic
and representative way the individual survival strategged by former recipients, by working-class
immigrants, c) rigorously document the incidence and fonstof labor markets hidden from official
statistics, and d) challenge the dominant ideological absiigmverty statistics that have culminated in
urban and policy catastrophes like the current neocortservadevelopment of post-Katrina New
Orleans.

Reading break; no seminar meeting.

Feminist Urbanism, Geographic Information Science, amdu@d Truth.’
Everyone Reads:

Mei-Po Kwan (2002). “Is GIS for Women? Reflectionstloa Critical Discourse in the 19909Gender,
Place, and Cultur®(3), 271-279.

Nadine Schuurman and Geraldine Pratt (2002). “Careedbtitnject: Feminism and Critiques of GIS.”
Gender, Place, and Cultui®(3), 291-299.

Mei-Po Kwan (2003). “Feminist Visualization: Re-enwvisi@y GIS as a Method in Feminist Geographical
Research.”Annals of the Association of American Geograple(@), 645-661.

Sara McLafferty (2003). “Mapping Women’s Worlds: Knogde, Power, and the Bounds of GIS.”
Gender, Place, and Cultui®(3), 263-296.

Discussant Reports on a few of these:

Sarah Ellwood (2006). “Negotiating Knowledge Production: Therfelay Inclusions, Exclusions, and
Contradictions of Participatory GIS Researchilie Professional Geograph&8(2), 197-208.
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Brenda Parker (2006). “Constructing Community Through Maps®er and Praxis in Community
Mapping.” The Professional Geograph&8(4), 470-484.

Marianna E. Pavlovskaya (2006). “Theorizing with GISTdol for Critical Geographies?” forthcoming
in Environment and Planning.A

Elvin K. Wyly (1999). “Continuity and Change in the Restlesban Landscape.Economic Geography
75(4), 309-338.

Mei-Po Kwan and Joe Weber (2003). “Individual AccessibRgyisited: Implications for Geographical
Analysis in the Twenty-First CenturyGeographical Analysi85(4), 341-353.

Sarah H. Ellwood (2002). “GIS Use in Community PlanningMuitidimensional Analysis of
Empowerment.”Environment and Planning 34, 905-922.

Marianna E. Pavlovskaya (2002). “Mapping Urban Change and CGitp@dgs: Other Views of Economic
Restructuring.”Gender, Place, and Cultu®3), 281-289.

Sara L. McLafferty (1995). “Counting for WomenThe Professional Geographéi (4), 436-442.

John O’Loughlin (2005). “The War on Terrorism, Academic Rualtion Norms, and Replication.The
Professional Geographds7(4), 588-591. Also skim through Richard A. Beck (2003). “Rematsisg
and GIS as Counterterrorism Tools in the Afghanistan \a€ase Study of the Zhawar Kili Region.”
The Professional Geograph8b(2), 170-179.

The contemporary expansion of feminist urban researsmeeessarily conditioned by the privileged
status of positivist inquiry and quantitative methodtha1970s. Accordingly, much of the early work
emphasized application of many of the standard techniquesahes of analysis, but explicitly focusing
on women (and in some cases with more nuanced treadfrgender relations). Among the foundational
statements of contemporary feminist perspectives @witi1 include landmark articles and books in the late
1970s and early 1980s, including pieces by Dolores Hayden,rdatisimpson and several coauthors,
and Ann Markusef’ An updated, poignant, and well-crafted dispatch from thedratiexuberance of

the 1990s was published in the ‘Millennial’ issuélbe New Yorkemhich included a series of essays on
what seemed to be ‘Next’ in a variety of realms of eeltpolitics, and economié$. The Worcester
Expeditions led by Susan Hanson and Gerry Pratt in th@s1®88k the comparatively narrow second-wave
feminist and socialist-feminist perspectives of the 19@@svaluable new terrain on difference, identity,
and their relations to socially-produced urban spaddy own attempts to understand the evolving
relations between gender and class relations and subspatial structure are deeply indebted to the work
of Hanson and Pratt, Markusen, Hayden, and Meliss@@&ilthe ‘public household’ is an attempt to
conceptualize the interdependencies between householtiseatiegree to which social and familial
activities are commodifiet’. As an alternative to the quantitative approach adopted,teee the extended
case study of overworked upper-middle class professionedemted by Arlie Russel Hochschild, in
“Emotional Geography and the Flight Plan of Capitaliéfnlh the last decade, however, feminist urban
inquiry that attempts to maintain a dialogue with positivismquantification seems to have undergone a
decisive shift in tandem with methodological changeserdilcipline which reached a crescendo in the
debates surrounding John Pickl€sbund Truth an engagement with the social enterprise of geographic
information systems; most but not all of the contrapsitto this collection wrote from a critical social

“°Dolores Hayden (1981). “What Would a Non-Sexiiy Be Like? Speculations on Housing, Urban Desigrd Human Work.” In Catharine
R. Stimpson, Elsa Dixler, Martha J. Nelson, andhi§at B. Yatrakis, editord)omen and the American Cithicago: University of Chicago
Press, 167-184; and Ann R. Markusen (1980). “Sitatial Structure, Women's Household Work, and dfeti Urban Policy.”Signs: Journal
of Women in Culture and Sociég{3), supplement, S23-S44, especially ‘Toward miRest National Urban Policy,’ pp. S42-S44.

41 Margaret Talbot (1997). “Dial-a-Wife. The New YorketOctober 20 & 27, 196-208. John Cassidy alsareffan amusing and fascinating
account of business executives rediscovering Marinkights on the dynamics of capitalism (in theng issue).

42 Susan Hanson and Geraldine Pratt (19g5nder, Work, and Spacélew York: Routledge.

“3Elvin K. Wyly (1999). “Continuity and Change ihe Restless Urban Landscap&tonomic Geography5(4), 309-338.

44 Arlie Russell Hochschild (2003). “Emotional Geaghy and the Flight Plan of Capitalism.” The Commercialization of Intimate Life:
Notes from Home and WorlBerkeley: University of California Press.
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theoretical perspective in a spirit of external critiéfud.he feminist dimensions of the shift from
guantification to geo-visualization debates is best exdieghloy considering the special issuelbie
Professional GeographefShould Women Count?” in 1995, alongside the 2002 foru@®ender, Place
and Culture “Is GIS For Women?” Within this context, Mei-Po Ew/s work on feminist visualization,
feminist reconstructions of the behavioral geographadition of the 1970s, and feminist dimensions of
public-participation GIS stands as some of the most inivevahd critically important. | also strongly
recommend Marie Cieri’s innovative disruption of takendoanted ways of visualizing geographical
information?®

Mar 4 Aftermath of the Underclass Debates: Poverty Deeptmation.

First draft due.
Everyone Reads:

Paul A. Jargowsky and Rebecca Yang (2006). “The ‘UndetdRasssited: A Social Problem in
Decline.” Journal of Urban Affair28(1), 55-70.

New Vision Institute (2005)Moving to Opportunity in the Wake of Hurricane KatrinBetition
circulated by Briggs, Wilson, Jencks, Katz, Ellwood, and denémther prominent scholars
associated with urban poverty research. Cambridge, M&w Ysion Institute.

Adolph Reed and Stephen Steinberg (2006). “Liberal Bad irailtte Wake of Hurricane
Katrina.” Black Commentatot82, May 4.

Discussant Reports on a few of these:

James DeFilippis and Elvin Wyly (2007). “Through the Look@ligss with Federally Subsidized
Housing in New York City.” Conditionally acceptddiban Affairs Review [Review
correspondence is Defillipis (2007b).]

Elvin K. Wyly (2006). “Race, Housing, and the Urban ‘Urdligss.” Lecture notes for
Geography 350ntroduction to Urban GeographyVancouver: Department of Geography,
University of British Columbia. [Text in *.pdf file, imag&s *.ppt file.]

Edward G. Goetz (2004)Clearing the Way: Deconcentrating the Poor in Urban America
Chapter 2, “The Case for Deconcentration,” and Chaptgidman v. Cisnerad Washington,
DC: Urban Institute Press.

Jason Hackworth (2003). “Public housing and the RescaliRggulation in the USA.”
Environment and Planning 35, 531-549.

Heather Smith (2004)The Evolving Relationship between Immigrant Settlement and
Neighbourhood Disadvantage in Canadian Cities, 1991-200drking Paper 04-20. Vancouver:
Research Centre of Excellence on Immigration and latiegrin the Metropolis.

David Ley and Heather Smith (2000). “Relations betwReprivation and Immigrant Groups in
Large Canadian Cities.Urban Studie87(1), 37-62.

Erol R. Ricketts and Isabel V. Sawhill (1988). “Definiaigd Measuring the Underclass.”
Journal of Policy Analysis and Managemé&@), 316-325.

5 John Pickles, ed. (1995%round Truth: The Social Implications of Geographiformation SystemsNew York: Guilford.
46 Marie Cieri (2003) “Between Being and Lookingu&gr Tourism Promotion and Lesbian Social Spa&réater Philadelphia, ACME: An
International E-Journal for Critical GeographieX2), 147-166.
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William Julius Wilson (1993).The New Urban Poverty and the Problem of Ra&en Arbor,
MI: Tanner Lectures on Human Values.

William Julius Wilson (1999). “When Work Disappears: Nemplications for Race and Urban
Poverty in the Global Economy Ethnic and Racial Studi€?(3), 479-499.

Robert W. Pearson (1991). “Social Statistics and an iaretrban Underclass: Improving the
Knowledge Base for Social Policy in the 19903durnal of the American Statistical Assocation
86(414), 504-512.

Wacquant, Loic. (2002). “From Slavery to Mass Incatien: Rethinking the ‘race question’ in
the U.S.” New Left Review3 (Jan-Feb), 41-60.

The work of William Julius Wilson from the late 1970gte mid-1990s was the most prominent
stream of an interdisciplinary literature documentingréeéal dimensions of concentrated poverty
and its consequences. This work involved a synthesareful ethnographic field research,
individual and household surveys, and quantitative aisatysecondary data -- all conceived in
an effort to counter the deep influence of ideologicatmitments to the culture-of-poverty
explanation for segregation and racial inequality. Andry#te translation from liberal social
science to neo-liberal and conservative policy imgetation, Wilson’s evidence was used to
support interventions tied closely to culture-of-poverty pgaisaof an undeserving poor. By the
late 1990s, a number of trends in American urban policy haldsted into what Goetz calls a
‘deconcentration paradigm’ “From the nation’s almosty&&r preoccupation with concentrated
urban poverty, a policy approach has gradually emerged, dgtite simply, to break up
concentrations of poverty wherever possible.” Atshme time, the strategic, political rhetoric of
the term ‘underclass’ has been torn out of context &pdreed around the world, reflecting and
refracting the distinct racial and class inequalitiesther urbanisms.

Mar 11 Counting, Categorization, Citizenship.
Everyone Reads:

Matthew G Hannah. 2001. “Sampling and the PoliticsegfrBsentation in US Census 2000.”
Environment and Planning D: Society and Spa8e515-534.

Elvin Wyly, Mona Atia, Elizabeth Lee, and Pablo Mend@907. “Race, Gender, and Statistical
Representation: Predatory Mortgage Lending and theQd@munity Reinvestment Movement.”
forthcoming,Environment and Planning. A

David Ley. 2003. “Seekingomo EconomicusThe Canadian State and the Strange Story of the Basines
Immigration Program.”Annals of the Association of American Geograpl8&(g), 426-441.

Michael P. Brown and Paul Boyle. 2000. “National Clesé&bovernmentality, Sexuality, and the
Census.” In Michael P. BrowigGloset Space: Geographies of Metaphor from the Body to the .Gitée
York: Routledge, 88-115.

Discussant Reports on a few of these:

American Sociological Association. 200Bhe Importance of Collecting Data and Doing Social Scientific
Research on RaceNew York: ASA.

Joint Statement of Constitutional Law Scholars. 2@&affirming Diversity: A Legal Analysis of the
University of Michigan Affirmative Action Case€ambridge, MA: Harvard University.

Gratz et al. v. Bollinger et al2003. Slip Opinion, Decided June 23. Washington, DC: Swgp@wurt of
the United States.
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Grutter v. Bollinger et al.2003. Slip Opinion, Decided June 23. Washington, DC: eaupiCourt of the
United States.

Johnson v. California 2005. Slip Opinion, Decided February 23. Washington, D@rene Court of the
United States. [Note also brief filed by Theodore Bo® (2003), Solicitor General.}

Gregory D. Squires. 2004Vhy the Poor Pay More: How to Stop Predatory Lendiwgstport, CT:
Praeger.

Joe Mariano. 2003. “Where the Hell did Billions of [2o# for Reinvestment Come From?” In Gregory
D. Squires, ed. 20030rganizing Access to Capital: Advocacy and the Democratizafi¢-inancial
Institutions Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 27-42.

David R Harris. 2002. “Who is Multiracial? Assessing Complexity of Lived Race.American
Sociological Review7(4), 614-627.

David R. Harris and Jermiah Joseph Sim. 2080.Empirical Look at the Social Construction of Race:
The Case of Mixed-Race AdolesceRgport No. 00-452. Ann Arbor: Population Studies Center,
University of Michigan Institute for Social Research.

Carolyn A Liebler. 2004. “American Indian Ethnic Identitjribal Nonresponse in the 1990 Census.”
Social Science Quarterfy5(2), 310-323.

David R. Harris. 2003. “New Approaches to the Measun¢mmieRace and Ethnicity: Beyond Census
2000.” Paper presented at the annual meeting of the Popufeasociation of America. Ann Arbor, MI:
Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan.

Richard Wright, Serin Houston, Mark Ellis, Steven dalay, and Margaret Hudson. 2003. “Crossing
Racial Lines: Geographies of Mixed-Race PartneringMultiraciality in the United States.Progress in
Human Geograph27(4), 457-474.

Mary E. Campbell. 2006. “Thinking Outside the (Black) Bd#easuring Black and Multiracial
Identification on Surveys.'Social Science Researdbrthcoming.

J. Scott Brown, Steven Hitlin, and Glen H. Elder, Jr. 200®e Importance of Being ‘Other’: A Natural
Experiment about Lived Race Over TimeSbcial Science Researdbrthcoming.

Cedric Herring. 2002. “Bleaching Out the Color LineReSkin Color Continuum and the Tripartate
Model of Race.”Race & Societp, 17-31.

As part of a broad transformation of social inquiry aatiural understanding over the past generation,
problematic categorizations of social science hava bkallenged, contextualized, and dismantled. ‘Race’
is the most pervasive categorization to be challengedt is by no means the only one. Despite advances
in critical social theory, however, the praxis ofims#ream social science, public policy, and the law
require constinued engagement with the flawed, rigid taxasnreated through the statistical
governmentality of political and regulatory systems. Heseconsider the implication of Matthew
Hannah's theory of “statistical citizenship” in the tioB of data collection and visibility for same-sex
couples, investor-class immigrants, and people facing bothlrand financial exploitation. In the case of
the latter, one interpretation goes like this: “Soptased qualitative inquiry on racialized identitieslgie
considerable theoretical power, but a correspondingjgadiforce requires that critical theory articulate
with an existing legal or policy infrastructure or tap ietoerging social movements. Housing policy in the
USA today is governed by a conservative/neoliberalemsiss on the virtues of homeownership, an
ideological commitment to market forces, and a blindhfaitthe synergies of public—private partnerships.
Yet this regime is also premised on the strategic #aiesm codifed in the legislative and judicial vict@ie
of the Civil Rights era and the subsequent social memsrevolving out of the 1960s. These movements
are often embattled and sometimes co-opted by the fofgessatization and devolution, and Civil Rights
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legislation relies on reified categorizations of rézed identities that are at odds with qualitative research
on race in human geography and other fields. But this égarf eviscerated social welfare commitments,
persistent inner-city disinvestment, severe shortab@ardable housing, the emergence of aggressive
and abusive predatory lenders, and pervasive raciairdisation that is itself based on problematic
categories of race constructed through the processas@fidan urbanization and suburban development.
And so the question of ‘to whom the speech is direstbéther it can be heafd'must be answered:
activists in the community reinvestment movement, liarade with progressive, politically engaged
scholars, speak out forcefully against racial injusteel the historical record shows that this speech has
often been heard by judges, regulators and financialutistis. CRA activism over the last generation has
achieved commitments of more than $1 trillion in loa®syices and investments for minority and low
income households and neighborhoods, with 99 percehisdigure committed since 1992. The
cumbersome reifications of complex, interlocking axediftérence signaled by ‘minority’ and ‘low-
income’ should not obscure the value of progressiategiic essentialism linked to an infrastructure of
quantitative, policy-oriented researd.”

Mar 18 Gentrification, Displacement, and the Right to tlig.C
Everyone Reads:

Lance Freeman and Frank Braconi (2004). “GentrificationZisplacement: New York City in
the 1990s.”Journal of the American Planning Associatit®(1), 39-52.

Lance Freeman (2005). “Displacement or Successiontddreisil Mobility in Gentrifying
Neighborhoods.”Urban Affairs Reviewl0(4), 463-491.

Kathe Newman and Elvin K. Wyly (2006). “The Right toySRut, Revisited: Gentrification and
Resistance to Displacement in New York CityJtban Studiegt3(1), 23-57.

Elvin Wyly and Daniel J. Hammel. 2005. “Mapping NeolddeAmerican Urbanism.” In
Rowland Atkinson and Gary Bridge, edSentrification in a Global Context: The New Urban
Colonialism. New York: Routledge, 18-38.

Discussant Reports on a few of these:

David Wilson and Jared Wouters (2004). “Successful Proteetr@inity Discourse: Spatiality
and Palitics in Chicago’s Pilsen Neighbourhooé&fvironment and Planning 36, 1173-1190.

Don Mitchell (2003). The Right to the City: Social Justice and the Fight for PuBtiace
Chapter Five, “The Annihilation of Space by Law: Anti-Heless Laws and the Shrinking
Landscape of Rights.” New York: Guilford.

Tom Slater (2006). “The Eviction of Critical Perspecti#®m Gentrification Research.”
International Journal of Urban and Regional Reseas€i4), 737-757.

Tom Slater (2004). “North American Gentrification? Restaist and Emancipatory Perspectives
Explored.” Environment and Planning 36, 1191-1213.

Jason Hackworth and Neil Smith (2001). “The Changing $faBentrification.” Tidschrift voor
Economische en Sociale Geogr&iig4), 464-477.

Neil Smith (2002). “New Globalism, New Urbanism: Geidation as Global Urban Strategy.”
Antipode34(3), 427-450.

47 Judith Butler (1995). “Collected and Fracturdiesponse ttdentities” In Kwame Anthony Appiah and Henry Louis Gatés, eds.,
Identities Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 439-4libte from p. 440.

“8 Elvin Wyly and Steven R. Holloway (2002). “Invi$é Cities: Geography and the Disappearance aféRisom Mortgage-Lending Data in
the USA.” Social & Cultural Geographg(3), 247-282.
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Caitlin Cahill (2007). “At Risk? The Fed Up Honeys Redant the Gentrification of the Lower
East Side.”"Women'’s Studies QuarterBa4(1,2), 334-363.

Caitlin Cahill (2007).Negotiating Grit and Glamour: Young Women and Urban Economic
Restructuring. Salt Lake City: Community Studies, University of Utah

Bostic, Raphael W., and Richard W. Martin. 2003. tRlelome Owners as a Gentrifying Force?
Neighbourhood Dynamics in the Context of Minority Homeorshg.” Urban Studiegl0(12),
2427-2449.

Diane K. Levy, Jennifer Comey, and Sandra Padilla (2006he Face of Gentrification: Case
Studies of Local Efforts to Mitigate DisplacemeWashington, DC: The Urban Institute.

Elvin K. Wyly, Thomas J. Cooke, Daniel J. Hammel v8teR. Holloway, and Margaret Hudson
(2001). “Low and Moderate Income Lending in Context: A ResgiReport on the
Neighborhood Impacts of Homeownership PoliciAbdusing Policy Debatel2(1), 87-127.

As lexicon and theory, ‘gentrification’ is well into dudle age. Four decades ago, the geographer
Ruth Glass used the term in passing to punctuate awaliecription of changes underway in
London’s Covent Gardens neighborhood. Ever sinceytind has been at the center of urban
struggle, from violent stredtattles to polite-veneer academic debates, from obil&zy
discussions to offbeat pulp fiction, from carefully-calcethtand development schemes to
colorful urban-boosterish newspaper spreads. The tagiattracted so much attention that Larry
Bourne, one of North America’s most prominent urbanises concerned in the early 1990s that
“it may appear to some observers that this single subgs dominated academic debate.... many
students of the city now view the gentrification phenoameas one of the most pervasive
processes of social change operating to restructure thergmr ary inner city.* More than a
decade later the debate rages on, producing a rich anctofteadictory literature that seems to
promise too much, particularly on the connections betwleeory, policy, and activism. Liz

Bondi, once an eloguent voice on the emancipatory pbgsand polarizing inequalities of the
gentrified inner city, is now frustrated and suggests thathemdon the subject “because of its
inability to open up new insights,” and she wondergtiis‘time to allow it to disintegrate under
the weight of these burden®.”And yet the debate is anything but academic. A siipiblic
policies has fostered gentrification for many years, geimgr enough resistance and backlash
among the inner-city poor and working-class that new urbargkitect Andres Duany feels
compelled to write in the pagesTfe American Enterpris® defend middle-class people
“accused of committing that newest of social sins: tigiration.” Duany offers “three cheers”
for a process that reduces concentrated poverty, bhiegsdlitical constituency of the middle
class back to the inner city, and provides a “rub-offknethic” for the poor: “It is the rising tide
that lifts all boats* Or maybe, as Rowland Atkinson and Gary Bridge suggesteioeat book,

it is The New Urban Colonialisit

Mar 25 Gerrymanderinfo™: Mapping Electoral Systems.
Everyone reads:

League of United Latin American Citizens et al. v. Peagyernor of Texas, et d2006). No.
05-204, Slip Opinion. Washington, DC: U.S. Supreme Court.

“9Larry S. Bourne (1993). “The Demise of Gentrifioa? A Commentary and Prospective Viewtbhan Geographyl4(1), 95-107.
*0Liz Bondi ( 1999). “Between the Woof and the We#t:Response to Loretta LeesSociety and Spack?, 253-255.

*1 Andres Duany (2001). “Three Cheers for Gentrifmat’ The American Enterprisépril/May, 36-39.

52 Atkinson, Rowland, and Gary Bridge. 200Bentrification in a Global Context: The New Urb&olonialism New York: Routledge.
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Seth C. McKee, Jeremy M. Teigen, and Mathieu Turge0@6R “The Partisan Impact of
Congressional Redistricting: The Case of Texas, 2001-20&Tal Science Quarter§7(2),
308-317.

R. Alan Walks (2004). “Suburbanization, the Vote, and ChairgEederal and Provincial
Political Representation and Influence between Inmtge<Cand Suburbs in Large Canadian Urban
Regions, 1945-1999.Urban Affairs Reviev@9(4), 411-440.

Kosuke Imai and Gary King (2004). “Did lllegal Oversedséntee Ballots Decide the 2000 U.S.
Presidential Election?Perspectives on Politica(3), 537-549. See also the free software tools
and reprints available at http://gking.harvard.edu/

Other items that may be of interest:

Micah Altman, Karin MacDonald, and Michael McDonald (200%jrom Crayons to Computers:
The Evolution of Computer Use in RedistrictingSocial Science Computer Revi28(3), 334-
346.

Richard Forgette and John W. Winkle 111 (2006). “Partisanr@nandering and the Voting
Rights Act.” Social Science Quarter7(1), 155-173.

Richard L. Hasen (2005). “Beyond the Margin of LitigatidReforming U.S. Election
Administration to Avoid Electoral Meltdown.¥Washington & Lee Law Revied2, 937-999.

Benjamin Forest (2001). “Mapping Democracy: Racial Ideutity the Quandary of Political
Representation.’Annals of the Association of American Geograpi®di4d), 143-166.

Ron Johnston, Kelvyn Jones, Rebecca Sarker, Simon Bufegssd Propper, and Anne Bolster
(2004). Party Support and the Neighbourhood Effect: Spatial Polarisation of thislBri
Electorate, 1991-2001ESRC Research Methods Programme, Working Paper Ndadchester:
University of Manchester.

Ron Johnston, Kelvyn Jones, Simon Burgess, Carol PrdRpbecca Sarker, and Anne Bolster
(2004). “Scale, Factor Analyses, and Neighbourhood Effe@gsographical Analysi86(4),
350-368.

Steven F. Freeman (2004he Unexplained Exit Poll Discrepancyhiladelphia: University of
Pennsylvania.

David Lublin and Michael P. McDonald .2006. “Is it TineeDraw the Line? The Impact of
Redistricting on Competition in State House Electiorsléction Law Journab(2), 144-157.

Gary King, John Bruce, and Andrew Gelman (1996). “Raci@h€ss in Legislative
Redistricting.” In Paul E. Peterson, édlassifying by RacePrinceton: Princeton University
Press.

Library shelves, video archives, and file serveesaerloaded with the accumulated stock of
books, scholarly articles, news accounts, think-tank tepmagazine stories, talking-head-talk-
show debates, and bldgsecounting the history of the U.S. Presidential @edn November,
2000. To avoid any appearance of partisanship in assessifagté’ of what happened, we will

3 Web-logs. Envision a personal diary with minirself-restraint hooked up to a high-speed Internehection. For a fascinating evaluation of
the effects of blogs on the current campaign, sathdw Klam (2004). “Fear and Laptops on the Cagmp@rai|_.” New York Times

Magazine September 26, 42-49, 115-116, 123 “Left-win§tjs are thriving on the blogs the way Limbaugsidominated talk radio, and the
nastier partisan blogs have been growing the fastps48. For an especially hilarious instan€ewture-jamming, see the discussion of the
‘Sloganator’ on wonkette.com, discussed in Klantske on p. 47.

¥ Al dente. See note 8upra
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rely on the record reported (although not signed) thighpristine positivist objectivity and
neutrality of William Rehnquist, Sandra Day O’Connor, AntoScalia, Anthony Kennedy, and
Clarence Thoma3. After the close-fought national election came tagkion the outcome in
Florida, the Florida Division of Elections reported ooviember 8, 2000 that Bush had received
2,909,135 votes to Gore’s 2,907,351, yielding Bush an appareginnad victory of less than one
half of one percent. The Florida Election Code required an automatic madgnount, which
was conducted and narrowed (but did not eliminate) Bushts | Gore then “sought manual
recounts in Volusia, Palm Beach, Broward, and Miami-Daolenties” under the state’s election
protest provisiond’ After a series of disputes over the deadline for cocamyassing boards to
submit returns to the Florida Secretary of State| M8 Supreme Court vacated a Florida
Supreme Court decision extending the deadline from a statdtarember 14 to November 26,
only to have the Florida Supreme Court issue a dectsiaemand, reinstating the dateOn
November 26 the Florida Elections Canvassing Commiskolared Bush the winner of the
state’s 25 electoral votes, and the next day GordeaMaimself of the state'sontestprovisions:®
The case wound up again in the Florida Supreme Courthwsleimepted jurisdiction, in part, on
the grounds that Miami-Dade County failed to manuallpuet 9,000 ballots for which machines
detected no Presidential selection (“undervotes”). QeeBwer 8, the Florida Supreme Court
ordered a hand recount of the 9,000 ballots in Miami-D&desh filed an emergency application
to the U.S. Supreme Court, asking for a stay of theda Supreme Court mandate; on December
9, the U.S. Supreme Court granted the stay, and oaniimr 12, reversed the judgment of the
Florida Supreme Court. The December 12 opinion, an uhussignedper curiam™ stopped
the recount on the grounds of equal protection, leaBimh the winner of Florida’s popular vote
(by an official margin of 537 votes), the loser of thearat| popular vote (by a margin of about
half a million), and the winner of the Electoral Collagee.

Bush v. Gordnas generated a sizeable legal literature, and @lbasatalyzed longstanding
debates over gerrymandering, the applicability of the Heraikction clause, and the potential for
oppositional judicial use of the per curiam for precederspitiethe high court’s admonition that
this was a one-time deal. Here, we examine the maxiter in the judiciary’s constant revisions
to electoral geography textbooks, and we also consideradalifferent methodological
contributions at the nexus of geography, political seéeand the law.

Apr1 Carceral Urban Systems.
Everyone reads:

Jamie Peck (2003). “Geography and Public Policy: Mappin@#mal State.’Progress in Human
Geography?27(2), 222-232.

Katherine Beckett and Bruce Western (2001). “Governing Bltaeginality: Welfare, Incarceration, and
the Transformation of State PolicyPunishment & Society(1), 43-59.

Ruth Wilson Gilmore (1998). “Globalization and US Prisaiov@h: From Military Keynesianism to
post-Keynesian Militarism."Race & Class10(2/3), 171-188.

Loic Wacquant (2000). “The New ‘Peculiar Institution’'n e Prison as Surrogate Ghettdeoretical
Criminology4(3), 377-389.

%5 Bush v. Gorg531 U.S. 98 (2000Rer Curiam

6 Bush v. Gorgp. 100-101.

" Bush v. Gorep. 101.

8 Bush v. Gorep. 101.

9 Bush v. Gorep. 101.

€0 Latin, “by the court.” Per curiamdecisions are typically issued for routine, uncoversial matters, while major decisions carryraene of
the judge who authored the decision along withatigires of concurring Justices. There has beend=rmable speculation on which Justice
authoredBush v. Gore
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Other items that may be of interest:

Patricia Allard and Kirsten D. Levingston (2008ccuracy Counts: Incarcerated People and the Census.
New York: Brennan Center for Law and Justice, New Yankversity School of Law.

Patricia Allard and Chris Muller. Incarcerated Peapid the Census: Painting a Distorted Picture of
Virginia. New York: Brennan Center for Law and Justidew York University School of Law.

David Downes (2001). “The Macho Penal Economy: Masgrtreetation in the United States -- A
European PerspectivePunishment & Society(1), 61-80.

Samuel R. Gross, Kristen Jacoby, Daniel J. Mathesmholkis Montgomery, and Sujata Patel (2004).
Exonerations in the United States, 1989 Through 20%# Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Law
School.

Michael A. Hallett (2002). “Race, Crime, and For-Prbfiprisonment: Social Disorganization as Market
Opportunity.” Punishment & Socie®(3), 369-393.

Gregory Hooks, Clayton Mosher, Thomas Rotolo, and Liratzab (2004). “The Prison Industry:
Carceral Expansion and Employment in U.S. Counties, 1969-1%3tial Science Quarter§5(1), 37-
57.

Sarah Lawrence and Jeremy Travis (200&)e New Landscape of Imprisonment: Mapping America’s
Prison Expansion Washington, DC: Urban Institute, Justice Policpiée

Sociology, the law, and public policy scholarship tracésng and complex history of crime,
criminalization, and trends in incarceration. Geograghiguiry into these topics has expanded in recent
years, coinciding with a general consensus that weesiag an era of ‘hyper-incarceration,” led most
starkly by the acceleration in the population behind latise United States. Simon, Jonathan. 2000.
“The ‘Society of Captives’ in the Era of Hyper-Incamatton.” Theoretical Criminology(3), 285-308
(tracing evolving contexts and goals of sociological poiitical science inquiry on the internal social
processes of prisons). Jamie Peck offers the crucial {nait the debates over the demise of the nation-
state (common in the 1990s) have now been overshadovaedeyrgent interest in the aggressive actions
of state institutions -- and that these actions casingily be viewed as crisis-induced responses.
“Distinctively new forms of policy reconstruction anebulatory rollout are in evidence...” We are seeing
“an emergent process of ‘carceralization,” suggesting psittap the prison system can be understood as
one of the epicentral institutions of these neolilised times.” (Peck, p. 223, 226). Beyond the obvious
connections to American exceptionalist debates, thertedional transfer mechanisms for public policy
and political ideology have placed America’s incarcerategime at center stage in debates throughout the
world. Writing from the London School of EconomicgJil Downes offers a striking view of America’s
“macho penal economy”: “...the US prison population noveants some 2 percent of the male labor
force. As aresult of prisoners being excluded fromaher force count, a convention which merits re-
examination, this factor alone has reduced the offiaigiré for male unemployment by some 30-40
percent since the early 1990s. And it is this unemplayriigure that is endlessly cited, on both sides of
the Atlantic, as a major sign of the superiority of deeegulated economy of the USA compared with the
more corporatist economies of Western Europe. ... Mpgbme allowance for the huge job creation aspect
of imprisonment for custodial and allied staff, esplécia areas of high unemployment, would enhance its
significance even further. It is a tragic irony thanajor flaw in the political economy of the USAts
grotesquely high prison population -- unduly inflates wh#dhken to signify a major success -- its
unusually low unemployment raté:” Ruthie Gilmore’s work represents a particularly vitiidory of the
roots of America’s recent incarceration boom aswciiral solution to the production of surplus, racediz

¢! David Downes (2001). “The Macho Penal Economyasblincarceration in the United States -- a EunojRaspective.’Punishment &
Society3(1), 61-80, quotes from p. 72. Alternativelye genne Worrall (2000). “Globalization, the Millelnm, and the Prison.Theoretical
Criminology4(3), 391-397 (a valuable review of several bamkgrison trends, women in prisons, and comparathadyses in the tradition of
‘international penology’). A valuable, concisetbiscal evaluation is offered in Franklin E. Zimgif2001). “Imprisonment Rates and the New
Politics of Criminal Punishment.Punishment & Societ$(1), 161-166.
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labor. Beckett and Western’s empirical analysiseisessarily much narrower in its substantive focus, but
offers strong evidence in support of Gilmore’s argumeAt&litional empirically politicized dimensions of
the incarceration boom are illustrated in rigorous yiéitat engagements with policy by researchers at the
Urban Institute and a Soros-supported effort to docurherliriks between incarceration, the Census, and
political representatioff. Finally, there is an expanding and rich source of inédion from legal
scholarship and policy sources, including the Death Pemdtignhation Center, the Innocence Project at
Cardozo Law School, and the Center on Wrongful Convistat Northwestern University Law Schédl.

Apr8 The Informational City Revisited: City of Emancipat@is or Geoslavery?
Second dr aft due.
Everyone reads:

Jerome Dobson and Peter F. Fisher (2003). “Geoslav#ef£E Technology & Society Magazjri#?, 47-
52.

Martin Dodge and Rob Kitchin (2005). “Codes of Life: Identifion Codes and the Machine-Readable
World.” Environment and Planning D: Society and Sp28£851-881.

Other items that may be of interest:

Michael R. Curry (1997). “The Digital Individual and tRévate Realm.”Annals of the Association of
American Geographei&7(4), 681-699.

William J. Mitchell (2003).Me++: The Cyborg Self and the Networked Citghapter 7, “Logic Prisons.”
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Daniel Z. Sui and Michael F. Goodchild (2003). “A TelraAnalysis of GIS and Society Using
McLuhan’s Law of Media.”Canadian Geographet7(1), 5-17.

David Lyon (2003). “Technology vs ‘Terrorism’: Circuits@ity Surveillance since September 11th.”
International Journal of Urban and Regional Resea?dl(3), 666-678.

At the heart of Hannah'’s theory of statistical citizleip is the political management of individual
information. This political management has, of couras,tbeen transformed by the accelerated
diffusion of information and communications technologiEgyel Thrift suggests that we are
seeing the development of a “track-and-trace spatiajimasy” that is reshaping our visions of
cities, our experience of urban life, and the relatlmtsveen urban space and informational
practices’ The range of empirical illustrations of the new spalyjaamics of data is virtually
without limit. Trademark and copyright law are coltigiwith the new spatialities of the Internet,
raising difficult questions about the location of legaisdiction®® Satellite remote sensing and
other geographical technologies are being used by agribsisioeglomerates to monitor farms
and to sue farmers for patent infringement when thezeidence of saving and replanting
genetically-modified seed§. The proliferating legions of private and municipallysraged

2 sarah Lawrence and Jeremy Travis (200&)e New Landscape of Imprisonment: Mapping Amériedson Expansion Washington, DC:
The Urban Institute, Prison Policy Initiative (hifprww.prisonpolicy.org/atlas). See also Peter Wets Prisoners of the Census Project
(documenting the mismatch between the originsdisproportionate number of prisoners from inney-citcially marginalized communities sent
to prison facilities in rural, predominantly whieeas) (http://www.prisonersofthecensus.org).

%3 For the most comprehensive source of data on eatames, see Gross, Samuel R., Kristen Jacoby,d@banMatheson, Nicholas Montgomery,
and Sujata Patel. 200&xonerations in the United States, 1989 Througt3208nn Arbor: University of Michigan Law School.

% Nigel Thrift (2003). Paper delivered to a joirsnel of the Urban Geography Specialty Group of&ksociation of American Geographers and
the Urban Group of the Institute of British Geodrafs, Annual Meeting of the Association of Amerié@®ographers, New Orleans, LA.

% Should the legality of certain forms of communicatbe governed by the ‘prevailing community staxdaof the location of a server? The
location of the act of viewing or downloading? Tietworks connecting origin and destination?

% |n the United States, a case out of Tupelo, Ms§ss was the first to reach a federal appealstdalate 2003. Adam Liptak (2003). “Saving
Seeds Subjects Farmers to Suits Over Paté&tew York TimesNovember 2, p. 14.
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surveillance cameras are being hooked up to sophisticaiatiriecognition software and growing
databases of ‘known’ or ‘suspected’ criminals and tetiyrighile FBI officers are (once again)
infiltrating activist organizations to take photogragnd build their databastsWal-Mart has
begun using digital thumbprinting for identification purposesctistomers who write checks, and
the behemoth retailer’s decision to use radio-frequatesytification chips throughout its
inventory system has percolated through its supplier mksaaxross the entire wholesale trade
sector -- creating the theoretical possibility of i@l monitoring of the location of a product
from the factory, to the route followed by the truckvdrion the way to the local Wal-Mart, to the
supply on the shelf, and all the way to the consuniense®® Here, we consider theoretical
perspectives on the dangers in such trends -- Mitchaltismof logic prisons, and Dobson’s
concept of geoslavery -- as well as the possibility mioae optimistic scenario of agency of the
digital individual. Unfortunately, the digital individuahvisioned in theory in the mid-1990s has
now been entirely transformed in the national securdtiestreated in the New American Century
since late 2001.

April 29, 9:00 AM: Final paper due.

67 Mitchell Gray (2003). “Urban Surveillance and Baticism: Will We Recognize the Facial RecognitBuciety?” Surveillance and Society
1(3), July. Available at http://www.surveillancegxsociety.org.
% peter T. Kilburn (2002). “Your Thumb Here: NewH3 of Choice at Store and on JobNew York TimesFebruary 2, Al, Al6.



