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1. COURSE DESCRIPTION
The course on Gender and Space forms a cross-over between the M.A. Programme in Gender Studies and the work of the Laboratory of Critical Urbanism at EHU. It thus aims at the production of projects of Gendered Critical Urbanimsm.
Over recent years, researchers in the social sciences have increasingly argued that when thinking about social relations it is important to consider their spatial dimension, a development sometimes referred to as ‘the spatial turn’. What this course seeks to ask is: what happens if we think of gender studies from the perspective of a spatial turn? Or vice-versa: what happens to our experiences and understanding of space if we consider them from the perspective of gender studies?

The course takes key intuitions of thinkers reflecting on space and reads them through the optic of gender theory (and vice-versa). In so doing, it draws heavily on some of the major figures in the growing field of feminist geography, such as Cindy Katz, Linda McDowell, Liz Bondi and Doreen Massey. However, the course is interdisciplinary including elements from: critical geography, anthropology, regional development, urban planning, sociology, gender studies. It also aims firmly to be both theoretical and practical, and therefore also contains a practical component on mapping, architecture, design and artistic practice in urban space. These sections will be both critical of existing practices and creative in that they give students tools for imagining and realizing their own interventions into the landscape.

Course Aims:
The aim of the course is to provide students with concepts that enable them to better understand and intervene in the spaces in which they live, work and play. It has both a strong theoretical element, introducing, explaining and enabling the use of key concepts from the disciplines of critical and feminist geography; and a practical element, involving students in the process of creative map making, gender sensitive design and architecture, activist interventions in public space, and the dilemmas and possibilities of gender oriented spatial planning.

Course Results:

Knowledge:

As a result of the course, students will have an understanding of the key concepts and leading figures in gendered geography, and an overview of the major questions raised by gender and space. They will have been introduced to alternative mapping, intervention and design strategies, and learned about how to carry out a gender sensitive spatial case study. 

How to:

Students learn how to read and react to theoretical texts, making active use of these in their own writing and to combine these with their own experiences of gender issues on various spatial levels. Students also gain experience in using the internet as a critical research tool for exploring and representing relations between gender and space, and for finding examples of critical mapping from a gender perspective. They are also introduced to tools available for creating alternative maps and representations of spaces themselves, as well as to strategies for planning and organising gender sensitive architecture, design, artistic interventions or urban planning strategies. By the end of the course, students will have produced their own work of research from a gender perspective into a space of their choosing, which will also include an element of a practical proposition for a gender based intervention into space or mapping of a space.

Professionally significant personal characteristics:

Students are shown the potential of combining using theoretical reflection in making practical or creative gender-sensitive spatially oriented projects. Students are trained in the processing of information and the ability to think independently. The students’ ability to plan, project, organize and realise research activity both independently and in small work group are developed. Students are encouraged to express their ideas both in words and in visual representations, such as digital maps.

Requirements for Studying the Course:

Students need a good grounding in critical theory, of the type taught on the Masters Programme in Visual and Cultural Studies at E.H.U. In addition, they need a good level of English. Also required is a good internet connection: having access to programmes such as Google Earth, photoshop, Picasa, youtube will be a help. 

• Format of work
o Classroom session in Vilnius  (October, December)
o Online work through Moodle (October 8 – November 4, 4 weeks)
2. Marking Criteria
The results of the work for the course will be marked as follows:

· Contribution to class-sessions – 15 marks

· Contribution to online discussions – 15 marks

· Forum – Find an internet site where space is represented from a gendered perspective - 10 marks

· Task 1 - Create a Gendered Design, Architecture, Planning, Activist Proposition as a Feminist Critique of Contemporary Patterns of Urbanisation - 15 marks

· Task 2: Make a Gendered Digital Map – 15 marks

· Final Project – Produce a gendered spatial case study – 30 marks *(more information below)
Failure to meet deadlines for written work – minus 2 marks for each piece of work.
The final mark will be an average of all the tasks for the course, scaled down to a mark from 1 – 10.

3. COURSE OUTLINE
	№

темы
	Модули и/или темы курса и/или темы занятий
	Количество аудиторных часов
	Самостоятельная работа студента

	
	
	Лекции
	Участие в онлайновых учебных занятиях
	Итоговые занятия
	Консультации с преподавателем
	Усвоение учебного материала
	Виды проверочных заданий
	Выполнение проверочных заданий

	1
	Gender as a Spatial Phenomenon
	4
	
	
	
	4
	
	

	2
	Space as a Social and Gendered Construction. 
	4
	2
	
	
	4
	F
	4

	3
	Gendered Critical Urbanism: 

Part 1: Socio Economic Changes and Urban Forms

Part 2: Queering Space: Gender Activism, Design and Resistance


	
	2

2
	
	
	4
	 T 1
	10

	4
	Gendered Cartography 
	
	2
	
	
	4
	 T 2
	10

	5
	Discussion/Presentation of Final Projects

	
	
	6
	
	
	
	

	
	
	8
	8
	6
	2
	32
	
	24


Course Description:

Module 1. Gender as a Spatial Phenomenon
Lecture and Seminar

The first session introduces the course by considering the role of space, and bodily relations in space, in creating our identities as gendered. To what extent can we consider gender itself as a spatial phenomena? How do the relations of our bodies to space as children impact on our construction of personal identity? 

Reading:
Massey, Doreen. 1994. ‘A Global Sense of Place.’ Space, Place and Gender (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press), pp. 145-156.

Young, Iris Marion. 1980. ‘Throwing like a Girl: A Phenomenology of Feminine Body Comportment Motility and Spatiality,’ Human Studies 3/2, pp. 137-156.

Activities:

Participate in classroom discussions

Module 2. Space as a Social and Gendered Construction
Lecture and Seminar and online segment
This seminar will discuss why space should be considered a social construction and therefore a gendered construction. How is place dependent on social relations? How does gender impact on our experience of space?

Reading:
Bondi, Liz; Domosh, Mona. 1998. ‘On the Contours of Public Space: A Tale of Three Women,’ Antipode 30/3, pp. 270-289.

Gregson, Nicky; Rose, Gillian. 2000.  ‘Taking Butler elsewhere: performativities, spatialities and Subjectivities,’ Environment and Planning D, 18, pp. 433- 452.

Forum: Find and comment on an internet site where space is represented from a gendered perspective
Module 3. Gendered Critical Urbanism: 

Online 
This module explores perspectives for producing gender sensitive critical urbanism.
Part 1: Socio-economic Changes and Urban Forms

Part 1 explores the relations between changing socio-economic forms and contemporary urban forms from a gender perspective.

Reading:

Katz, Cindy; Monk, Janice, ‘When in the World are Women?’. 1993. In Cindi Katz & Janice Monk (eds.), Full Circles: Geographies of Women over the Life Course. (London: Routledge) pp. 1-26.

McDowell, Linda. 2003. ‘Living on the Edge: Marginal Lives in Cambridge and Sheffield’, Redundant Masculinities: Employment Change and White Working Class Youth, (Oxford: Blackwell), pp. 93-137.

Бредникова, Ольга; Ткач Ольга. 2010. ‘Дом для номады. Laboratorium 3, pp. 72–95.

Marx, Colin. 2008. ‘Difference without Dominance’. In, Adrian Smith, Alison Stenning & Katie Willis (eds.) Social Justice and Neoliberalism: Global Perspectives (London and New York: Zed Books), pp. 199-228.

Part 2: Queering Space: Gender Activism, Design and Resistance

Part 2 explores strategies for alternative, gender sensitive projects for urban spaces.
Reading:

Tsing, Anna. 1994. “From the Margins”. Cultural Anthropology 9/3, pp. 279-297.

Knopp, Larry, 'Ontologies of place, placelessness, and movement: queer quests for identity and

their impacts on contemporary geographic thought', Gender, Place & Culture, 11/1 (2004), pp.121-134.
Spain, Daphne. 2000. ‘The Contemporary Workplace’. Gender, Space, Architecture, ed. Jane Rendell, Barbara Penner, Iain Borden (London: Routledge), pp. 118-128.

Task 1 - Create a Gendered Design, Architecture, Planning, Activist Proposition as a Feminist Critique of Contemporary Patterns of Urbanisation - 15 marks

Module 4. Gendered Cartography
This module explores the maps and the process of mapping from a gender perspective. What potential is there for gendered critical cartography? Students will also produce their own gender-sensitive critical map.

Reading:

Crampton, Jeremy. ‘Maps as Social Constructions: Power, Communication and Visualization’, 2001. Progress in Human Geography 25, pp. 235-52.
Pavlovskaya, Marianna; St. Martin, Kevin. 2007. ‘Feminist Cartography and GIS: The Evolution of the Feminist Mapping Subject’, Geography Compass, 1/3: pp. 583–606.

Task 2: Make a Gendered Digital Map
Module 5. Final Project – Case Study
As the final project for this course, you are to make a gender oriented critical spatial project. 
Case Study – Project for Gendered Critical Urbanism
As the final project for this course, you are to produce a project of gendered critical urbanism. This should be a portfolio and extension of the work done for task 1 and task 2, with a more detailed explanation of the reasoning behind the project.

Thus the project should include the results of Task 1, one of:

· a proposal for an element of gender sensitive urban (or rural) planning

· a proposal for an element of gender sensitive regional development

· a proposition for gender sensitive urban design

· a proposition for a gender sensitive representation of space

· a proposition for gender sensitive architecture

· a proposition for a gender sensitive intervention, performance or activism in a given space
And Task 2:

· a critical map from a gender perspective.

And: a written critical analysis explaining the reasoning behind the project.

The aim is that the critical theory you have read over the course and the tasks in modules 3 and 4 will be combined to form a work of gender sensitive critical urbanism. You should think about the ways that the social environments in which you live, work, study and play are changing, and how gender sensitive critical urbanism might enable these spaces to be organized or experienced differently. You may of course use reference to other projects that you know of or find out about on the internet, and reference to the texts studied on the course would be helpful.
The hypothesis of the course is that critical urbanism from a gendered perspective is a much understudied and underestimated issue, especially in our part of the world, where most spatial developments are carried out from a technological or economic perspective which is implicitly or explicitly patriarchal. Thus, by producing gendered projects of critical urbanism, we aim to influence the frames within which the organization of spaces is considered.

The final project should contain a description of the proposed project (in words and images). It should explain what socio-spatial problems the project seeks to counter, where and how the project would be realized and what the effects of realizing the project might be. The report may also consider the difficulties of realizing the project, and how to try to get round them. Credit will be given both for the detail of the analysis and for the relevance of the proposed project to the ideas of the course.
The balance between words and images is up to the students, and due credit will be given to the inclusion of interestingly created images – especially, for example critical maps. However, it is important that visual images should be accompanied by written text explaining the images and how they fit into the proposed project, and it is suggested that the length for the written report should be no less than 5 pages.

Attention should be paid to good writing practice: the written report should have an introduction, main argument and conclusion, and should contain appropriate scholarly references. I particularly draw students’ attention to the importance of building a linear written argument: it is important when writing that one point or paragraph leads logically to another. I encourage students to reflect that writing is also a creative assignment and that even academic texts can have the drama of an unfolding narrative and a sense of excitement as they lead a reader to new ideas.
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