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Welcome to the Feminist Geography Conference 2014! 

This conference provides an opportunity for scholars at all career levels to engage closely with one 
another about research interests, professional development, and feminist practices (broadly defined) 
while immersed in an affable, sociable, and supportive environment. We envisioned this conference 
as a distinctive forum for sharing our knowledge and developing feminist networks of support and 
collaboration. We invite you to share this vision with us and make this conference what you want it 
to be! 

The Organizing Committee solicited input from several feminist geography communities and has 
come up with the format and organization of the conference.  Core Organizing Committee 
Members include (in alphabetical order by first name): 

Ayona Datta (University of Leeds) 
Christina Dando (University of Nebraska Omaha) 

Ellen Hansen (Emporia University) 
Emily Catherine Eyles (University of Western Ontario) 

Holly Worthen (Oaxaca) 
Karen Falconer Al-Hindi (University of Nebraska at Omaha) 

Leslie Kern (Mount Allison University) 
Margareta Lelea (University of California at Davis) 

Minelle Mahtani (University of Toronto at Scarborough) 
Nazgol Bagheri (University of Texas at San Antonio) 

Neil Nunn (University of British Columbia at Okanagan) 
Oona Morrow (Clark University) 

Pamela Moss (University of Victoria) 
Roberta Hawkins (University of Guelph) 

Rupal Oza (Hunter College) 
Sendy Guerrier (Temple University) 

Thanks also to the Program Committee members (in alphabetical order by first name): 

Beth Bee (East Carolina University) 
Joni Seager (Bentley University) 

Maral Sotoudehnia (University of Victoria) 
Roberta Hawkins (University of Guelph) 

 

Last, but perhaps most importantly, we would like to thank Pamela Moss and Karen Falconer Al-
Hindi for their hard work, inspiration, and vision for making this conference a reality.  Without 
them, there would be no conference.  We are grateful and fortunate to have them as part of our 
community.
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Sponsors 

University of Nebraska Omaha 

The conference has been generously supported by the institutional infrastructure of the University 
of Nebraska Omaha. We are grateful for financial and in-kind donations from the UNO Women’s 
and Gender Studies, UNO College of Arts and Sciences, and UNO Department of 
Geography/Geology. 

 

Mount Allison University 

The Department of Geography and Environment has provided access to institutional resources that 
have facilitated the organization of the conference. We are grateful for their financial and in-kind 
donations. 

 

Feminist Geography Groups 

We are fortunate to have a group of feminist geography organizations to sponsor the conference. 
We welcome their support. 

Commission on Gender and Geography of the International Union of Geographers (IGU) 
The objectives of the Commission are: to create a comfortable platform for people to exchange 
ideas concerning feminist and gender studies in geography; to present and discuss new research on 
these issues; and to create collaborations in research and other academic work among students and 
scholars working on these themes. 

Gender, Place and Culture: A Journal of Feminist Geography 
The aim of Gender ,  Place  and Culture  is to provide a forum for debate in human geography and 
related disciplines on theoretically-informed research concerned with gender issues. It also seeks to 
highlight the significance of such research for feminism and women’s studies. The editors seek 
articles based on primary research that address: the particularities and intersections of gender, race, 
ethnicity, age, (dis)ability, sexuality, class, culture and place; feminist, anti-racist, critical and radical 
geographies of space, place, nature and the environment; feminist geographies of difference, 
resistance, marginality and/or spatial negotiation; and, critical methodology. 

The Committee on the Status of Women in Geography, of the Association of American 
Geographers (AAG) 
The Committee monitors and promotes enhanced status for women in the profession. 

Geographic Perspectives on Women, a Specialty Group of the Association of American 
Geographers (AAG) 
Geographic Perspectives on Women (GPOW) promotes geographic research and education on 
topics relating to women and gender as well as honor students for scholarly work and faculty 
members for long-time service to the discipline. 
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Canadian Women and Geography, a Study Group of the Canadian Association of 
Geographers (CAG) 
Canadian Women and Geography (CWAG) aims to provide a forum for people interested in issues 
of access, equity, and the well-being of women in geography and for those whose research is linked 
to questions of gender as they relate to relations of class, race/ethnicity, sexuality, nationality, and 
ability. 

Women’s Network of the Association of Pacific Coast Geographers (APCG) 
The Women’s Network supports and promotes women in the APCG through scholarships and 
mentoring programs. 

Supporting Women in Geography (SWIG) at Penn State 
SWIG’s mission is to promote the participation of women in the discipline of geography and to 
empower women who are pursuing academic and professional careers in geography. We provide 
regular opportunities for women and supporters of women to come together for intellectual, 
professional, and personal support, and to develop a network of information and resources. SWIG 
at Penn State is sponsoring a student essay competition: The Jennifer Fluri and Amy Trauger 
Student Essay Competition 

Great Lakes Feminist Geography Collective 
The collective is a loosely organized group that supports women and feminism in geography. The 
group’s most recent activities  involved a conference in the Fall of 2013, and a postcard campaign at 
the 2014 AAG in Tampa, Florida. The postcards draw attention to the inequity in women’s 
academic positions in universities, restrictions on parental leave and student mental health. 
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Conference Information 
 
Internet: 
The guest internet is available campus wide and does not require a password. To print, guests can 
use the Mavcard kiosk located inside the south entrance of the Student Center. They put money in 
the machine and it will give them a guest card they can use to pay for printing in the computer lab in 
the southwest corner of the Student Center. If a guest has just a few pages to print, they can visit 
Becky Karel in the MBSC Business Office (second floor) and she can print for them from her 
computer (these services may not be available on the weekend). 
 
All conference activities will take place in the Milo Bail Student Center (MBSC) on the University of 
Nebraska Omaha Dodge Campus. The opening dinner and all breakfasts and lunches will be in the 
Dodge Room on the third floor. Conference rooms will be on the third floor also. The nursing 
room is on the first floor. The activity room is the Redick Room, on the third floor.  
 
All conference presentation rooms are equipped with PC computers, projectors and screens, internet 
access, and flash drive ports. 
 

 
1. Kayser Hall (KH) 
2. Roskens Hall (RH) 
3. Eppley Administration Building (EA) 
4. Milo Bail Student Center (MBSC) 
5. Strauss Performing Arts Center (SC) 
6. Criss Library (LI) 
7. Durham Science Center (DC) 
8. Annex 24 
9. Weber Fine Arts Building (FA) 
10. College of Public Affairs and Community 

Service (CB) 
11. Allwine Hall (AH) 
12. Pep Bowl 

13. Arts and Sciences Hall (AS) 
14. University Drive East Parking Structure 
15. Caniglia Field 
16. Sapp Fieldhouse (FH) 
17. Health, Physical Education and Recreation 

(HR) 
18. Sculpture ⁄ Ceramics Studio (CS ⁄ SS) 
19. University Village 
20. Maverick Village 
21. University Drive West Parking Structure 
22. Child Care Center 
23. Central Utilities Plant 
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Ground Transportation at OMA: 
 

Rental Cars 

Rental car counters are located near Door #3. Ready car spaces are located on the first level of the 
surface parking structure (north of the 6 story parking garage), via a covered walkway across from 
Door #5. 
Advantage 800-777-5500 
Alamo 800-462-5266 
Avis 800-831-2847 
Budget 402-348-0455 
Dollar 800-800-4000 
Enterprise 800-325-8007 
Hertz 800-654-3131 
National 800-227-7368 
Thrifty 800-367-2277  
 

Shuttles 

The Ground Transportation Center is located inside of Door #3 on the lower level of the terminal 
building. Certain shuttles have phones there. Local hotel/motel (with or without shuttles) phone 
boards/reservation centers are located near the north and south baggage claim areas. 

Dashabout Roadrunner:  Greater Nebraska - 800-720-3274 
I-80 Navigator Airport Express:  Kearney / Grand Island / York / Lincoln / Omaha - 800-888-
9793 
OMALiNK:  Van shuttles and town cars serving Nebraska and Iowa - 877-473-5465 
OMASUX Express Shuttle:  Travel to/from Omaha to Sioux City / Sioux Falls and surrounding 
area - 888-233-1131 
 

Taxis 

Happy Cab:  402-333-TAXI (8294) 
Checker Cab:  402-333-TAXI (8294) 
Yellow Cab:  402-333-TAXI (8294) 
Safeway Cab:  402-333-TAXI (8294) 
City Taxi: 402-933-8700



 

 

General Schedule 
 
Thursday evening, May 15th 
5:00-6:00:   Registration 
6:00-6:30:   Academic speed dating! 
6:30-8:00:   Dinner and opening remarks 
8:00-10:00:   Film Screening of A Separation 
 
Friday, May 16th 
8:30-9:00am:  Coffee & Continental Breakfast 
9:00–10:30:  Research sessions (3 concurrent) 
10:30-11:00:  COFFEE BREAK 
11:00-12:30pm: Professional Development (2 concurrent) 
12:30-2:00:   Lunch  
2:00-3:30:  Research Sessions (3 concurrent)  
3:30-4:00:   COFFEE BREAK  
4:00-5:30:  Discussion sessions (2 concurrent) 
5:30-onward:  Dinner on your own 
 
Saturday, May 17th 
8:30-9:00am:  Coffee & Continental Breakfast 
9:00–10:30:  Research sessions (3 concurrent) 
10:30-11:00:  COFFEE BREAK 
11:00-12:30pm: Professional Development (2 concurrent) 
12:30-2:00:   Lunch  
2:00-3:30:  Research Sessions (3 concurrent)  
3:30-4:00:   COFFEE BREAK  
4:00-5:30:  Break-out Sessions (many concurrent) 
6:00-10:00: Shuttle available to take you to Old Market area downtown (details to be 

provided)  
 
Sunday, May 18th 
8:30-9:00am:  Coffee & Continental Breakfast 
9:00–10:30:  Research Sessions (2 concurrent) 
10:30-11:00:  COFFEE BREAK 
11:00-12:30pm: Professional Development (2 concurrent) 
12:30-2:30:   Lunch and facilitated wrap-up session  
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Thursday, May 15th 
 

5:00-6:00pm 
Registration (Foyer, third floor MBSC) 
 
6:00-6:30 
Academic Speed Dating meet-and-greet  
 
6:30-8:00 
Dinner and introductory remarks  
 
8:00-10:00 
Film: A Separation  (CPACS Commons (room 132D)) 
 
Film Description:  

Iranian drama film written and directed by Asghar Farhadi, starring Leila Hatami, Peyman Moaadi, 
Shahab Hosseini, Sareh Bayat, and Sarina Farhadi. It focuses on an Iranian middle-class couple who 
separate, and the conflicts that arise when the husband hires a lower-class care giver for his elderly 
father, who suffers from Alzheimer's disease. 

A Separation won the Academy Award for Best Foreign Language Film in 2012, becoming the first 
Iranian film to win the award. It received the Golden Bear for Best Film and the Silver Bears for 
Best Actress and Best Actor at the 61st Berlin International Film Festival, becoming the first Iranian 
film to win the Golden Bear. It also won the Golden Globe for Best Foreign Language Film. The 
film was nominated for the Best Original Screenplay Academy Award, making it the first non-
English film in five years to achieve this. (from: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/A_Separation). 



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Friday, May 16th 
 
8:30-9:00 
Coffee and Continental Breakfast (Dodge Room, third floor MBSC) 
 
9:00-10:30 
Wild Iris Research Sessions 
 
Umonhon Room: Aesthetics and the Ethico-politics of Everyday Materialism(s) 

Chair: Mike Dimpfl (University of North Carolina – Chapel Hill) 
 

Political, material, aesthetic: Cosmopolitan and transnational aspirations among 
India’s marginalized Himalayan youth** 
Sara Smith (University of North Carolina – Chapel Hill) 
 
From the headscarf to the hand-washing station: the risks and revelations of a cross-
cultural reading of everyday aesthetics** 
Mike Dimpfl  and Banu Gökarıksel	  (University of North Carolina – Chapel Hill) 
 
Caring kids in America: ethics and politics of caregiving** 
Elizabeth Olson & Emma Armstrong-Carter (University of North Carolina – Chapel Hill)  
 
Description: 
An increasingly well-entrenched consideration of materialism (new or longstanding, you 
choose) in everyday life has added an angle of analysis to the question of material 
engagements – of and between bodies, in relation to the more-than-human, and in the 
myriad quotidian acts of social reproduction. The intersection of embodied practice and the 
crowded world has opened opportunity to think beyond a phenomenology of individual 
subjectivity, enabling a critical look at the aesthetics of everyday practice as a potential site of 
collective ethico-political engagement. 
 
These sessions are interested in exploring the overlap between power and practice in light of 
the politico-ethics of aesthetics of the everyday at a range of scales and sites. Our concerns 
are twofold. First, without attending to the range of ways in which the body makes sense of 
the everyday world (through sight, touch, smell, hearing, bodily ability, etc), considerations 
of practice are often limited by historical attachments to systems of production and 
consumption, ignoring the diverse materialities that constitute subjectivity and relationships 
between and among people and their non-human interlocutors. Second, aesthetic readings of 
everyday practice are given greater explanatory power when we understand their importance 
in and influence over ordering the everyday world in service of, though not limited by, 
existing regimes of power. Our goal is to better understand the ways in which the aesthetics 
of everyday practice are, and have always been, a source for understanding the ethico-
political entanglements of people and things in their everyday relations. 

 
  



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Council Room: Feminist Geography and Women’s and Gender Studies: Mapping 
genealogies, institutional challenges and solidarities 
Chair: Sanjukta Mukherjee (DePaul University) 
Panelists: Denise Goerisch (San Diego State University)  

   Nancy Hiemstra (Stonybrook University) 
   Jacquelyn Micieli-Voutsinas (Syracuse University) 

 
Description:  
Given the “transnational turn” in social sciences and humanities, questions about spatiality 
and varied contours of spatial relations of power have gained much currency within the field 
of Women’s and Gender Studies (WGS) in the last decade. Several departments and 
programs across the US and Canada has hired geographers in WGS departments. In spite of 
this, why has feminist geography not made many inroads within interdisciplinary field of 
WGS? 
 
Feminist geographers have long been engaged in examining how gendered relations of 
power (mediated by sexuality, race, ethnicity, and citizenship, among other axes of 
difference) are integral to the production and transformation of space and place. Gender 
Place and Culture, one of the main feminist geography journals often publishes work from a 
wide array of interdisciplinary scholars, but fewer feminist geographers publish in 
mainstream Women’s Studies journals (apart from Signs). Experience of many geographers 
affiliated with WGS departments and programs reveal that students (and to large extent even 
faculty) are mostly unfamiliar with feminist geography. 
 
This panel, in roundtable format, brings together faculty and students who explore the 
epistemological, pedagogical and institutional terrains of these two intertwined fields of 
inquiry. Based on their experiences panelists will examine issues like disciplinary histories 
and paradigms, academic freedom, institutional structures, work cultures and mentoring 
relationships. How can we enthuse feminists to critically engage the spatiality of gendered 
power relations, especially those within the academy that impact our everyday lives, and 
overall wellbeing? What are the stakes in this for critical, anti-racist, anti-imperialist feminist 
geographies/geographers? 

 
  



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Gallery Room: ‘Public Geographies’: and Feminist Praxis 
Chair: Amy Piedalue (University of Washington) 
Panelists: Kristy Copeland (University of Washington) 

   Jennifer Fluri (Dartmouth College) 
   Katie Gillespie (University of Washington) 

 
Description:  
This panel takes up the emergent discussion around “public geographies” and brings this 
into conversation with on-going engagements of critical/participatory/collaborative research 
practices in feminist geography. We are interested in exploring feminist praxis in relation to 
the production of public geographic knowledge, and in critically examining questions around 
methodology, epistemology and pedagogy raised in and through grounded research practice. 
We also draw on the insights of recent calls for ‘service research’ (Trauger and Fluri 2014), 
‘caring geography’ (Lawson 2007; 2009) and ‘critical transnational feminist praxis’ (Swarr and 
Nagar 2010) to think through our own projects of public engagement. Our work spans a 
range of foci, including (im)migration and immigration reform, critical animal geographies, 
gendered violence, structural and representational violence, feminist geopolitics and critical 
development geographies. We also bring diverse activist, field research, service, and 
collaborative experiences to the panel. Our aim is to converse across our own work and 
experiences to open a conversation with all present on these vital concerns that continue to 
shape the practice and impact of feminist geography within and beyond academia. 

 
10:30-11:00 
Coffee Break (Jenkins Room) 
 
11:00-12:30pm 
Prairie Coneflower Professional Development Sessions 

 
Umonhon Room: Writing Strategies 

Chair: Karen Falconer Al-Hindi (University of Nebraska Omaha) 
Panelists: Karen Morin (Bucknell University) 

  Pamela Moss (University of Victoria) 
  Claudia Radel (Utah State University) 

 
Description: tips, tricks, or perspectives on writing that panelists have found useful. 
 

  



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Council Room:  Strategies for Supporting Well-being in the Academy 
 Chair: Kate Parizeau (University of Guelph) 

Panelists: Roberta Hawkins (University of Guelph) 
      Beth Bee (East Carolina University) 
 

Description:  
Academic institutions can constrain and sometimes impede our ability to tend to our own 
well-being and that of colleagues, staff, students, and research participants. We seek to better 
understand the challenges to self-care and care of others that are inherent in neoliberalized 
university structures. This session will ask participants to consider the following questions:   

• How would you like to practice self-care within the academy? 
• How would you like to practice care of others within the academy? 
• What prevents you from engaging in these types of practices? 
• In what ways might we help to support the well-being of ourselves and others? 

We anticipate our conversation touching on issues such as: mental health and well-being, 
care, work-life balance, strategies of collaborative and non-competitive practices, 
mentorship, and others.  We would like to discuss ways that feminist geographers may be 
well placed to politically engage with issues of well-being both within our research and 
within our everyday work/life practices. 

 
12:30-2:00pm 
Lunch (Dodge Room) 
 

2:00-3:30 
Butterfly Weed Research Sessions 
 
 
Umonhon Room: Feminist Geography and Differentiated Bodies 

Chair: Beth Bee (East Carolina University) 
 

I sometimes refer to myself as having OCD and I sometimes refer to myself as 
having an eating disorder”: people’s experiences of negotiating multiple conditions/ 
illnesses/ disabilities in the North- East of England** 
Lindsay Coyle (Durham University) 
 
The unexpected arrival: research experiences of a 4-legged feminist geographer** 
Nancy Hansen (University of Manitoba) 
 
Reproductive bodies: spaces of exception** 
Jennifer Iceton (University of South Florida) 
 
The experiences and spatial interactions of individuals with 'invisible disabilities'** 
Hope Sneddon (Western Oregon University) 

 
  
Council Room: Social Theory and Feminist Geography 



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Chair: Oona Morrow (Clark University) 
Panelists: Nazgol Bagheri (University of Texas at San Antonio) 

   Patricia Ehrkamp (University of Kentucky) 
   Anna Secor (University of Kentucky) 
   Jennifer Fluri (Dartmouth College) 

 
Description:  
There seems to be a growing academic and gendered division of labor in geography – 
between those who "produce" and teach theory and those who "reproduce" the discipline 
through teaching research methods, as well as other core courses. This could have 
implications for how theory is defined, taught, produced and used in geography – and for 
the kinds of work that are deemed "theoretically significant". More than once, I have heard 
feminist colleagues sigh that they have been stuck teaching research methods, while their 
Critical Marxian (and male) colleagues get to do the heavy lifting of teaching social theory 
classes. Feminist geographers have made tremendous contributions to research methods, but 
that is not all they have done. They have also brought feminist theory into geography, 
combined theory with their research, activist, and teaching practices in exciting ways, and 
even created their own theories. This session seeks to reflect on the state of social theory in 
feminist geography - what is the role of social theory in feminist geography, what has it 
helped us do, and what might it still help us achieve? 
 
Participants will be asked to reflect on a number of questions, including, but not limited to: 
What "counts" as theory? How do feminist geographers "produce" theory? What social 
theories (feminist or otherwise) have inspired you in your own work and thinking? Has 
feminist geography kept pace with theoretical developments in women's, gender and 
sexuality studies? What feminist and indigenous theories might we draw on in addition to or 
instead of the usual suspects?  What do feminist geographers have to say about the social 
theories (Latour, Zizek, Rancier, Thrift, etc.) that have become so prolific in critical human 
geography? What are the theoretical frontiers in feminist geography? 
 

 

Gallery Room: Mapping Memory 
Chair: Sophie Tamas (Carleton University) 

 
Description: 
This workshop offers discussion and hands-on practice in arts-based approaches to working 
with elusive data. It will begin by introducing The Postscrap Project - an ongoing 
interdisciplinary attempt to build online spaces and practices of remembrance for survivors 
of domestic abuse. Leaning on Benjamin’s collage methods, popular scrapbooking, trauma 
theory, and geographic perspectives on objects, waste, value, and the everyday, Postscrap.org 
invites survivors to create and share images of places and things lost by leaving abuse, in 
order to build a collective atlas of its impact. Most of the workshop will be spent playing 
with Postscrap’s methods. We will wrap up with a discussion of the uses, limits, and 
implications of this approach to producing knowledge and/or change.  

 

3:30-4:00 



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Coffee Break (Jenkins Room) 
 
4:00-5:30 
Evening Primrose Discussion Sessions 
 
Umonhon Room: For Slow Scholarship 

Chair: Alison Mountz (Wilfrid Laurier University) 
Panelists: Winifred Curran (DePaul University) 

   Roberta Hawkins (Guelph University) 
   Jenna Loyd (University of Wisconsin at Madison) 
   Margaret Walton-Roberts (Wilfrid Laurier University) 
   Risa Whitson (Ohio University) 

 
Description: 
This roundtable will explore alternatives to the fast-paced, metric-oriented neoliberal 
university. New media and technologies bring more demands. Universities are asking 
employees to tweet, blog, and post, words signaling actions that did not exist until recently. 
We do not oppose any of one of these activities per se, but we do find a need amid the 
chaos to slow –things – down. The neoliberal university requires high productivity in 
compressed time frames, and the embodied work conditions of such demands are too rarely 
discussed. Time and energy are limited resources in high demand. Good scholarship requires 
time: time to think, write, read, research, analyze, and edit. Given the chance to marinate, 
ideas ripen. This kind of slow scholarship contrasts with urgent, daily demands on time. 
How does one reconcile the slow time needed for scholarly endeavors with the fast-time 
demands of academic jobs and – let’s face it – academic work-life? What is a scholar to do? 
This is the subject of a collaborative paper and a slow-moving conversation on ways to slow 
time down and claim time for slow scholarship. We will explore temporal regimes of the 
neoliberal university and their embodied effects. We will also explore strategies for slowing 
scholarship with the objective of building a slow scholarship movement. This slowing down 
represents both a commitment to good scholarship and a response to the accelerated time of 
the neoliberal university. Above all, we argue in favor of the slow scholarship movement. 

 
  



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Council Room: On the Market as a Feminist Geographer 
Chair: Nazgol Bagheri (University of Texas at San Antonio) 
 
Description:  
This session will be on preparing for job market and job interview strategies, the topics we 
have originally included in our call for PD sessions. I have put together a PowerPoint 
presentation for this session but highly welcome integrating it to a roundtable or panel 
format. I welcome a panel of senior scholars and experienced professors to discuss each 
slide. 
 
The presentation starts with a how and why it is important for doctoral students to set their 
goals before starting the job search.  Next is some general advice about the importance of 
networking, the application package, timing, phone/skype interviews, campus interviews, 
accepting an offer, and salary and benefit negotiation. Finally, we will discuss personal 
experiences from emotionally coping with the long waiting time before we hear back from 
the schools, rejections, and being a non-white female applicant. I expect the session go 
beyond the general advice for job search and include more specific strategies for managing 
the competitive job market as a feminist (and possibly international) candidate. 

 
5:30-onward 
Dinner on your own 
  



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Saturday, May 17th 
 
8:30-9:00 
Coffee and Continental Breakfast (Dodge Room) 
 
9:00-10:30 
Little Bluestem Research Sessions 
 
Umonhon Room: What’s so “Feminist” About it? Knowing and Reflecting on Feminist 

Research and Methods I 
Chair: Nancy Hiemstra (Stony Brook University) 

 
For institutional ethnography: Geographical approaches to institutions and the 
everyday** 
Emily Billo (Goucher College) and Alison Mountz (Wilfrid-Laurier University) 
 
Voice, representation, and feminist methods** 
Kate Coddington (Syracuse University) 
 
On the angst of doing feminist geography research, and how to get on with it by 
doing right by ourselves** 
Zoe Pearson (Ohio State University) 
 
Activist research for what cause? Ethics, representation, and privilege in feminist 
research** 
Risa Whitson (Ohio University) 

 
Description:  
Feminist researchers typically aim to “get at” the everyday (Mountz 2004), in order to 
uncover the “ambivalence” and “contradictoriness” of spaces (Bondi 2014). By focusing on 
the empirical space between designing a research project rooted in feminist epistemology 
and the implementation of that project, this session grapples with what these goals mean in 
practice by examining and reflecting on the challenges and opportunities associated with 
feminist research. Papers draw on personal experience to explore what it means to do 
feminist research, how feminist epistemology translates (and does not translate) into 
methodology, and how we know when we are or are not doing feminist work. Participants 
address a range of critical questions and conundrums, including the material and emotional 
aspects of field research, our own embodiment of the research process, the limits of what it 
means to “get at” the everyday, and how we can usefully re-think reflexivity and flexibility 
while conducting research. Collectively, papers in the session will expand our understanding 
of feminist methods and methodology in geography as well as perhaps trouble boundaries 
between what is often considered to be feminist and non-feminist research. 
 

  



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Council Room: Engaging Feminist Pedagogy: Gendered Spaces In/Outside the Classroom 
I 
Chair: Ann M. Oberhauser (West Virginia University) 
Panelists: Mary Curran (Eastern Connecticut University)  

   Oona Morrow (Clark University) 
   Farhana Sultana (Syracuse University) 

 
 Description: 

For over three decades, feminist geography has had a profound impact on the discipline 
through its theoretical, methodological and epistemological approaches to this field. Often 
overlooked, however, are the pedagogical strategies that feminist geography has brought to 
geography’s curriculum and methods of instruction. As Cravey and Petit (2012) argue in a 
recent article on critical pedagogy that incorporates feminist geography, “teaching through 
place is a powerful tool.” Indeed, feminist approaches to place and space challenge 
conventional norms and hierarchies while encouraging students to understand and confront 
power relations in their own lives and in society as a whole. The proposed panel discussion 
will engage with frameworks, debates, techniques, and challenges many of us construct and 
face in our role as feminist geographers in the ‘classroom.’ The panel will draw from a 
growing and dynamic literature in feminist geography and from our individual experiences to 
explore ways in which we can effectively implement critical pedagogical strategies. The 
discussion will address topics such as incorporating praxis and experiential learning in the 
curriculum, utilizing digital media and online learning platforms, working within increasingly 
corporate university environments, engaging with student diversity in the classroom, global 
awareness and experiences, and more. 
 

Gallery Room: The Urban, the Everyday, and New Economic Realities 
Chair: Ebru Ustundag (Brock University) 

 
“We thought it was ‘our’ space, do we still need to claim it??” – A Gendered Critique 
of Urban Infrastructural System and Policies of India, Affecting Working Women’s 
Mobility in Public Space** 
Ritwika Biswas (Temple University) 
 
Precarious motherhood: lone mothers and austerity welfare in the London Borough 
of Barnet** 
Rosemary Gillman (University of Nottingham) 
 
Of dolls and dogs: Japan, the financial crisis of the 1990s, and the maternal comforts 
of the posthuman** 
Heidi J. Nast (DePaul University) 

 
10:30-11:00 
Coffee Break (Jenkins Room) 
 

11:00-12:30 
Buffalo Grass Professional Development Sessions 
 



 

NOTE: Abstracts for papers marked with ** can be found in the appendix 
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Umonhon Room: Feminist Geography in Non-US-based Institutions 
Chair: Holly Worthen (Universidad de Benito Juárez de Oaxaca, México) 
Panelists: Charlotte Wrigley-Asante  (University of Ghana) 
 
Description: 
This session is designed to promote a conversation about the status of feminist geography in 
academic institutions in the “Global South.”  In some areas of the Global South, geography 
departments thrive and are an important part of the social sciences, while in other areas they 
receive scant attention or simply do not exist.  This begs several questions related to how 
feminist geography is approached in these different contexts, including:  What are the 
limitations and strengths of feminist geography?  How does feminist geography “fit” (or not 
fit) into current institutional configurations of the social sciences in the Global South?  How 
can we promote feminist geography through international and cross-institutional networks 
of support?  This session will take the form of a “knowledge café,” in which participants will 
be invited to share their own experiences related to feminist geography in the Global South 
in small groups. 

 
Council Room: Work-life Balance 

Chair: Karen Falconer Al-Hindi (University of Nebraska Omaha)  
Panelists: Nazgol Bagheri (University of Texas at San Antonio) 

   Karen Morin (Bucknell University) 
   Laura Shillington (Concordia University) 
   Risa Whitson (Ohio University) 

 
Description: 
Tips, tricks, or perspectives on work-life balance that panelists have found useful. 

 
12:30-2:00 
Lunch (Dodge Room) 
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2:00-3:30 
Prairie Sandreed Research Sessions 
 
Umonhon Room: What’s so “Feminist” About it? Knowing and Reflecting on Feminist 

Research and Methods II 
Chair: Emily Billo (Goucher College) 

 
Feminist forays into the city** 
Brenda Parker (University of Illinois-Chicago) 
 
Doing good work? Feminist dilemmas of Volunteering in the Field** 
Denise Goerisch (San Diego State University) 
 
Can you “periscope in” to the state? Considering feminist methodologies for 
accessing the seemingly hidden** 
Nancy Hiemstra (Stony Brook University) 
 
Feminist politics of ‘studying-up’: Methodological dilemmas and the hi-tech spaces 
of transnational IT work** 
Sanjukta Mukherjee (DePaul University) 

 
Description: 
Feminist researchers typically aim to “get at” the everyday (Mountz 2004), in order to 
uncover the “ambivalence” and “contradictoriness” of spaces (Bondi 2014). By focusing on 
the empirical space between designing a research project rooted in feminist epistemology 
and the implementation of that project, this session grapples with what these goals mean in 
practice by examining and reflecting on the challenges and opportunities associated with 
feminist research. Papers draw on personal experience to explore what it means to do 
feminist research, how feminist epistemology translates (and does not translate) into 
methodology, and how we know when we are or are not doing feminist work. Participants 
address a range of critical questions and conundrums, including the material and emotional 
aspects of field research, our own embodiment of the research process, the limits of what it 
means to “get at” the everyday, and how we can usefully re-think reflexivity and flexibility 
while conducting research. Collectively, papers in the session will expand our understanding 
of feminist methods and methodology in geography as well as perhaps trouble boundaries 
between what is often considered to be feminist and non-feminist research. 
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Council Room: Engaging Feminist Pedagogy: Gendered Spaces In/Outside the Classroom 
II 

Chair: Ann M. Oberhauser (West Virginia University) 
Panelists: Winifred Curran (DePaul University) 

   Jennifer Fluri (Dartmouth College) 
   Leslie Kern (Mount Allison University) 
   Nicole Laliberté (University of Toronto Mississauga) 

 
Description:  
For over three decades, feminist geography has had a profound impact on the discipline 
through its theoretical, methodological and epistemological approaches to this field. Often 
overlooked, however, are the pedagogical strategies that feminist geography has brought to 
geography’s curriculum and methods of instruction. As Cravey and Petit (2012) argue in a 
recent article on critical pedagogy that incorporates feminist geography, “teaching through 
place is a powerful tool.” Indeed, feminist approaches to place and space challenge 
conventional norms and hierarchies while encouraging students to understand and confront 
power relations in their own lives and in society as a whole. The proposed panel discussion 
will engage with frameworks, debates, techniques, and challenges many of us construct and 
face in our role as feminist geographers in the ‘classroom.’ The panel will draw from a 
growing and dynamic literature in feminist geography and from our individual experiences to 
explore ways in which we can effectively implement critical pedagogical strategies. The 
discussion will address topics such as incorporating praxis and experiential learning in the 
curriculum, utilizing digital media and online learning platforms, working within increasingly 
corporate university environments, engaging with student diversity in the classroom, global 
awareness and experiences, and more. 

 
Gallery Room: Intersectionality, Bodies, and Power 

Chair: Alice Horvoka (University of Guelph) 
 

Engenderings, entanglements, and embodied exclusions: co-producing gender 
policies in the East and the East** 
Jennifer Casolo (Universidad Rafael Landívar) 
 
Visionary pragmatism & paradoxical space in a post-identity era** 
Sendy Guerrier-Alcidonas (Temple University) 
 
Rethinking the feminist urban question** 
Ebru Ustundag (Brock University) & Valerie Preston (York University) 

 
3:30-4:00 
Coffee Break (Jenkins Room) 
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4:00-5:30 
Break-out sessions 
 

Description: 
The topics of break-out discussions will be arranged during lunch based on participant 
interest and ideas. 

 
Umonhon Room: Open 
 
Council Room: Open 
 
Gallery Room: Open 
 
Tower Room: Open 
 
Crimson Room: Open 
 
State Room: Open 
 
Jenkins Room: Open 
 
Dodge A Room: Open 
 
Dodge B Room: Open 
 
 
 
5:30-7:00  
Dinner and visit to Old Market downtown 
Transportation details TBD 
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Sunday, May 18th 

8:30-9:00 
Coffee and Continental Breakfast (Dodge Room) 
 
9:00-10:30 
Beardtongue Research Sessions  
 
Umonhon Room: Practicing Collective Biography in Feminist Geography 

Chair: Leslie Kern (Mount Allison University)   
Panelists: Karen Falconer Al-Hindi (University of Nebraska Omaha)  

   Roberta Hawkins (University of Guelph) 
   Pamela Moss (University of Victoria) 

 
Description: 
Collective biography is a feminist methodology that uses the researchers’ memories about a 
set of experiences as texts for collective analysis. Collective biography draws centrally on the 
idea that significant memories are critical in the constitution of the self, and that in analyzing 
memories collectively, we can begin to tap into broader social and cultural patterns, forces, 
and power relations that contribute to shaping particular subjectivities. Although rarely (if 
ever) used in feminist geography, we believe that collective biography is an exciting way to 
explore relationships among people, power, and place. Based on our shared participation in a 
collective biography workshop retreat, where we explored memories of “joyful moments” in 
our academic practices as feminist geographers, we propose to model the collective sharing 
and analysis process in our presentation. By reading a selection of the memories that were 
produced, re-enacting our collective revising of the memories, and sharing some of the 
analysis generated out of the process, we hope to illustrate a) the ways in which significant 
memories are critical in understanding how our “selves” are shaped in relation to 
experiences in academia; b) how the collective sharing and revision process illuminates the 
always-complicated relationship between memory, lived moments, and subject formation; 
and c) how collective biography can bring to the surface experiences that allow us to 
recognize the cracks in powerful forces such as neoliberalism, such that we might find 
meaningful ways to challenge these forces in our everyday lives. 
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Council Room: Feminist Engagements with Urban Politics: Lessons Learned/Future 
Directions 

Chair: Fran Klodawsky (Carleton University) 
Panelists: Asli Duru (Ludwig Maximilian University of Munich) 

   Tiffany Muller Myrdahl (Simon Fraser University) 
 

Description: 
Our goal is to generate reflexive conversations about feminist engagements with urban 
politics. We envision highlighting the specific empirical/theoretical /methodological issues 
that are of foremost importance to each of us, as well as reflecting on how our conversation 
is informed by the different career stages (post-doctoral student, early-mid career, and late 
career) we each occupy. Asli will focus on women's accounts of Istanbul being globally 
marketed as a "cool city" in relation to what (places, opportunities) actually makes Istanbul 
livable. Tiffany will evaluate the policy implications of her activist work by considering the 
role and value of strategies such as equity lenses and tools for participatory governance that 
are used to develop more equitable cities. Fran will critically reflect on the conceptual and 
practical challenges and opportunities of being in a long-term association with a feminist 
organization that situates itself as both community-based and in partnership with local 
government.  Ultimately, we are keen to be in conversation with each other and with our 
audience to identify potentially powerful agendas for feminist engagements with the urban.  
We see this panel unfolding as follows: first, a brief introduction by the panel members to 
each explain their motivations and hopes for the session; invitation to the audience to briefly 
introduce themselves (depending on numbers, etc); 1-2 points by the panel members, tied to 
their introductory remarks; opportunity for some back and forth discussion among the panel 
members; then an invitation to the audience to participate in further discussion. 
 

10:30-11:00 
Coffee Break (Jenkins Room) 
 
11:00-12:30 
Prairie Blazingstar Research Sessions 
 
Umonhon: Doing Feminist Geographies: Challenge and Innovation in Theory and Practice 

Chair: Risa Whitson 
 

Sex and Performance in the City: New York’s kinky underground** 
Christina N. Bazzaroni (Florida International University) 
 
Of Politics and Praxis: Graphic memoir in feminist geography** 
Courtney Donovan (San Francisco State University) 
 
“Life is day-to-day”: theorizing the everyday from a lifecourse perspective** 
Bisola Falola (University of Texas at Austin) 
 
(Un)making sense with visual methods** 
Sophie Tamas (Carleton University) 
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Council Room: Importing or creating theories: Doing feminist geography in ‘other’ places 

Chair: Nazgol Bagheri (University of Texas-San Antonio) 
Panelists: Jackie Micieli-Voutsinas (Syracuse University) 

   Farhana Sultana (Syracuse University) 
 

Description: 
Feminist geographers have long highlighted the importance of including women’s 
experiences and voices from different regions of the world in theory building. There are 
numerous works done by western and non-western* scholars in the Global South to 
examine critical geographic issues including gender. However, feminist geography studies in 
developing counties, especially the Middle East, is still underrepresented and lacks a 
theoretical framework. While language barriers, limited budgets, and political tensions make 
up the majority of reasons behind this under-representation, there remain scholars with 
strong commitments to represent a more realistic picture of women (and other minorities) in 
these regions and create grounded theories, instead of importing them.  
 
This session aims to create a comfortable and educational space for scholars interested in 
working on sensitive, feminist geography themes in non-western contexts. We will focus on 
the limitations and opportunities one may encounter in doing feminist geographic work in 
non-western contexts, including legal (IRB approvals), political (getting visas and federal 
travel grants), cultural (language barriers and cultural misunderstandings), as well as 
theoretical and methodological issues. 

 

12:30-2:30 (Lunch in the Dodge Room) 
Reflections and Future Directions: Where have we been and where do we go from here?  
 
This plenary session is both a de-briefing and a planning session. We would like to capture what has 
gone on during the conference through discussions within and outside the sessions. We would also 
like to gauge interest in potential future actions with regard to publications, associations, 
conferences, and so on.  
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Appendix A: Individual Paper Abstracts (alphabetical by first author last name) 
 
Christina N. Bazzaroni 
Title: Sex and Performance in the City: New York’s Kinky Underground 
Abstract: Kinky Salon is a party that provides an alternative space to intimidating or impersonal sex 
clubs. These events claim to be welcoming to all, not discriminating on age, looks, relationship 
status, gender, or sexual orientation. Kinky Salon (KS) organizers make efforts to use performance 
as a radical tool of sexual liberation, which has much to tell us about the politics of difference in an 
increasingly sexualized world. Thus, a study of KS allows for a set of instructive intellectual insights 
into the radical political potentials, and problematic elisions, of organized sexual performance and 
play. Despite their central orientation around performance, play, and sexual transformation, there 
remains little work on sex parties or sex clubs. This paper will explore how sexualities and 
performances are embodied, deployed, and negotiated within the co-created playspace of KS. For 
example, I will explore how make believe, costuming, or play is central to the performance of 
sexuality in this space, and how these performances are raced, classed, gendered, and so on. This 
piece will also focus on the methodological challenges of doing critical feminist and embodied 
research in spaces marked by taboo. As part of a larger dissertation project, this paper begins an 
intervention that aims to push work on race, sexuality and performance forward by providing an 
analysis where few have ventured. I will therefore bring together an integrated 
feminist/queer/critical race analysis to a study of performance that pushes a theorization of sexuality 
through an analysis that interweaves virtual and embodied spaces of performances. 
 
Lindsay Coyle 
Title: I sometimes refer to myself as having OCD and i sometimes refer to myself as having an 
eating disorder”: people’s experiences of negotiating multiple conditions/ illnesses/ disabilities in 
the North- East of England 
Abstract: This research explores the ways in which people understand and experience living with 
multiple conditions/ illnesses/ disabilties. Within the social sciences- and geography in particular- 
recent work has focused on the life experiences of individuals with bodily ‘differences’  (for example, 
Davidson and Henderson (2010) and Smith (2012)). This paper will seek to contribute to this 
existing literature by examining the layered and often tense negotiations people may experience 
when living with multiple medical diagnoses. 
 Rather than taking an ‘additive’ approach to studying people’s understandings and 
experiences of these multiple diagnoses, it is much more helpful to reflect on the complex 
intersectionalities that shape they ways in which people negotiate multiple identities. Data generated 
from conducting 20 interviews mainly with people attending a mental health resource centre in 
Durham, U.K. (though some participants did not attend this centre and were- instead- recruited 
through a snowball sampling technique) highlighted the need to focus on these complexities. 

It will be argued that participants’ understandings of their conditions/ illnesses/ disabilities, 
experiences of treatment and care, as well as experiences at home, work and other spaces are shaped 
by the tensions and ambiguities associated with negotiating multiple diagnoses.  For example, some 
interview participants noted that when accessing medical services, doctors tended to privilege the 
condition deemed more immediately serious, whilst neglecting other conditions. Hence, a focus on 
the implications of living with multiple diagnoses reveals a complex and often hierarchising web 
imbued with societal expectations about the perceived differences between conditions/ illnesses/ 
disabilities. 
References: Davidson, J. & Henderson, V. L. 2010. ‘Coming out’ on the spectrum: autism, identity 

and disclosure. Social & Cultural Geography, 11, 155-170. 
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Smith, N. 2012. Embodying brainstorms: the experiential geographies of living with 
epilepsy. Social & Cultural Geography, 13, 339-359. 

 
Emily Bilio and Alison Mountz 
Title: For institutional ethnography: Geographical approaches to institutions and the everyday 
Abstract: Institutional ethnography has proven of significant interest to human geographers of late, 
and yet the literature remains under-engaged, under-conceptualized, and under-cited by human 
geographers. While sociologist Dorothy Smith is widely credited with developing institutional 
ethnography (IE), her work is not always acknowledged among geographers who identify their 
studies as institutional ethnography. Our review uncovers two distinct approaches to institutions in 
geography. The first conceptualizes institutions as bounded entities awaiting access and 
interpretation by the researcher. The second understands institutions as more dispersed networks, 
discourses, and daily life with permeable boundaries, more closely aligned with Smith’s approach. 
We note that the epistemological approach to the institution tends to correspond with two key sub-
themes: development geographies and studies of the supra/state institutions. In this paper we 
advocate for more institutional ethnography within geography, and for IE that is engaged with the 
body of literature out of which it emerged. We argue that engagement with scholarship beyond the 
discipline’s borders will enhance geographical understandings of institutions generally and 
specifically enable geographical scholarship on institutions and contributions of spatial analysis to 
the broader field. We discuss how an IE approach would enhance this engagement, drawing on 
examples of research on corporate social responsibility and prisons/detention centers. 
 
Kate Coddington 
Title: Voice, Representation, and Feminist Methods 
Abstract: While ‘giving voice’ to marginalized populations has often been a goal of feminist 
scholarship, feminist scholars have also critically engaged with ideas related to voice and 
representation (e.g. Alcoff 1995; Fine et al. 2000; Nagar and Lock Swarr 2004; Mazzei and Jackson 
2009; Brinton Lykes and Hershberg 2012). Assumptions about vulnerability, empowerment, and the 
power dynamics enmeshed with processes of ‘giving’ have produced thoughtful and complex 
conversations about feminist methods. Yet alongside these ongoing conversations feminist scholars 
face implicit and explicit demands to highlight marginalized voices as a key element of working with 
perceived vulnerable populations. Recent research involving asylum seekers and Aboriginal 
populations in Northern Australia raised questions about implicit and explicit demands for particular 
voices within the research process, appropriate methods of responding to those demands, and the 
complexities of navigating issues of voice and representation in a postcolonial context. This in-
process paper grapples with the fine line between empowerment and representation versus over-
scrutiny and appropriation within feminist research methods. I use specific examples from the 
research process in Australia to illustrate the challenges of navigating issues of voice in feminist 
research projects. 
References: 
Alcoff, Linda. 1995. “The problem of speaking for others.” in Overcoming Racism and Sexism, 

edited by L Bell and D Blumenfield. Lanham, MA: Rowman & Littlefield. 
Brinton Lykes, M. and Rachel M. Hershberg. 2012. “Participatory action research and feminisms: 

social inequalities and transformative praxis.” in Handbook of Feminist Research: Theory and 
Praxis, edited by Sharlene Nagy Hesse-Biber. Los Angeles: Sage. 

Fine, M., L. Weis, S. Weseen, and L. Wong. 2000. “For Whom? Qualitative Research, 
Representations and Social Responsibilities.” Pp. 107-131 in Handbook of Qualitative 
Research, edited by N.R. Denzin and Y. S. Lincoln. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 
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Mazzei, L. A. and A. Y. Jackson. 2009. Voice in qualitative inquiry. Challenging 
conventional, interpretive, and critical conceptions in qualitative research. London: Routledge. 

Nagar, R. and A. Lock Swarr. 2004. “Organizing from the Margins: Grappling with 
“Empowerment” in India and South Africa.” in A Companion to Feminist Geography, edited 
by Lise Nelson and Joni Seager. Hoboken, NJ: Wiley-Blackwell. 

 
Ritwika Biswas 
Title: “We thought it was ‘our’ space, do we still need to claim it??” – A Gendered Critique of Urban 
Abstract: Infrastructural System and Policies of India, Affecting Working Women’s Mobility in 
Public Spaces. 
The continuous up rise of crime against women in Indian city spaces in past few years have attracted 
attention on crime as the sole factor deterring women’s access to public spaces. This paper argues 
that factors like urban infrastructural set up and the policy system of Indian cities also play a role in 
hindering working women’s safe and easy access to public spaces, making them more vulnerable to 
crimes. It looks at the faults of transportation system, street lighting, placement of public toilets and 
other infrastructural factors that pose problems for working women who are accessing the public 
spaces daily. The paper also reviews Indian urban policies and pointed out that women’s and 
particularly working women’s needs are neglected and under-represented in Indian urban policy and 
planning system. Thus it is important that their needs are given attention to, so that women can 
access public space safely and freely. 
 
Jennifer J. Casolo 
Title: Engenderings, Entanglements, and Embodied Exclusions: Co-Producing Gender Policies in 
the East and the East 
Abstract: A philosophy of praxis must initially ...present itself as a critique of “common sense” (but 
only after it has based itself on common sense in order to show “everyone” is a philosopher, and 
that the point is not to introduce a totally new form of knowledge...but to revitalize an already 
existing activity and make it “critical"). Antonio Gramsci, 2007 [2011], p. 369) NB 8, §220 How 
might Antonio Gramsci's understanding of a philosophy of praxis as a critique of senso comune 
(but only after it has based itself on common sense...) translate (Ekers, Hart, et al., 2012) to a 
transnational feminist geopolitics of development in rural Central America?  Drawing on past and 
present collaborations with Sapana Doshi, I approach this question by  reflexively analyzing my 
participation in the production of gender policies for two burgeoning  rural movements: citizen 
participation and agrarian reform in Eastern Honduras at the turn of the Millennium and the 
present-day indigenous-campesino defense of territory in Eastern  Guatemala. In the former 
women's access to and control of land trumped questions of class  and ethnicity. In the latter, a 
recent reclaiming of cultural rights shapes the possibilities and  limits of gender inclusive policies. 
Inspired by Richa Nagar and the Sangtins, I examine my  own changing practice in accompanying 
these processes and what it means. By placing the  two experiences in relational comparison I 
suggest how each process is bound to particular  histories and memories of prior gendered policies, 
differentiated dispossession, development discourse, and senso comune about nature and difference. 
Further I explore the concrete stakes of feminist geographical understandings of the production and 
social reproduction of  differentiated inclusions and exclusions through the distinct but related 
theoretical lenses of  articulation, intersectionality, and assemblage. What emerges are glimpses of 
the challenges and the possibilities of transnational feminist-geographic praxis in relation to struggles 
over territory. 
 



 

 28 

Mike Dimpfl and Banu Gökarıksel 
Title: From the headscarf to the hand-washing station: the risks and revelations of a cross-cultural 
reading of everyday aesthetics 
Abstract: This presentation is concerned with the question of the feminist politics of aesthetics. 
How can the body and its aesthetic experiences be used to construct social and political worlds? 
Building on the work of Jacques Ranciere, we look at connections between the material body, its 
sensual and aesthetic experiences, and the commodities and technologies that condition its 
experiences. We aim to better understand the ways in which politicizing everyday life uses the body 
to construct meaningful relationships, subjectivities, and spaces. We are animated by the ways in 
which these critiques add to traditional Marxist readings of social reproduction, freeing the body 
from dominant conscriptions as simply "other than" or "outside of" systems of capital accumulation. 
We argue that the aesthetic experiences of the everyday body are central to the construction and 
distribution of power 

In exploring the feminist politics of aesthetics, we compare two different types of bodies and 
sets of commodities informing the "aesthetic regimes" of two geographically and socially disparate 
groups. On the one hand, the Muslim women who have adopted ‘Islamic’ fashion as an embodied 
technology of cultivating the pious self within a certain aesthetic regime in modern Turkey. On the 
other, housekeeping staff at UNC Chapel Hill are required to use toxic chemicals – bleach, chemical 
surfactants - and physically deleterious technologies – backpack vacuum cleaners, mops – in their 
efforts to maintain institutional hygiene standards, a type of aesthetic regime predicated on modern 
standards of cleanliness. We argue that comparing these experiences provides a powerful mechanism 
for drawing connections between disparate everyday lives without recourse to flattening 
universalisms. That is, a feminist aesthetics decenters normative assumptions about the experience 
of the everyday body just as it specifies the sensory and sensual historical-contingencies conditioning 
the construction of social and political life. 
  
Courtney Donovan 
Title: Of Politics and Praxis: Graphic Memoir in Feminist Geography 
Abstract: Memoir writing and autobiography are one way through which feminist geographers enact 
praxis. However, memoir writing in feminist geography is largely limited to written text. To date, 
feminist geographers have yet to include graphic memoir as an approach in their praxis. In this 
paper, I address how graphic memoirs can inform and refine the concept of praxis in feminist 
geographic scholarship. I first consider how graphic memoir offers a unique narrative alternative to 
written memoirs, by way of its integration of written text and images. I also propose how the act of 
creating a graphic memoir offers an alternative outlet through which feminist geographers can apply 
and embody the key concepts at the heart of their work. To illustrate my point, I examine Ellen 
Forney’s graphic memoir Marbles, which details her diagnosis and experience with bipolar disorder. 
I argue that Forney’s examination of her experience with bipolar disorder provides a powerful 
example of the ways in which the personal is political. 
 
Bisola Falola 
Title: “Life is day-to-day”: theorizing the everyday from a lifecourse perspective 
Abstract: “The everyday” has been a rich theoretical and epistemological site for feminist 
geographers seeking to examine gendered processes, complicate global to local interactions, and 
politicize the mundane experiences that shape people’s lives. While this research has been 
particularly effective at revealing the scalar dimensions of everyday life, and at validating the 
everyday as a site of knowledge production, theorizing the everyday from a lifecourse framework has 
received less attention. Using a lifecourse perspective to examine the everyday raises the need to 
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consider how daily rhythms, routines, and events become produced and interconnected. In other 
words, it requires us to question how the everyday becomes constituted as the day-to-day. In doing 
so, we must ask: how do processes operating across multiple spaces and times mobilize the 
everyday? How do people seek to bring together time and space and create the everyday on their 
own terms? How, particularly for people struggling to change their daily conditions, is the everyday 
produced in ways that begets coherence or enables the formation of a new mundane. 

I will explore these questions by examining how the everyday is constituted through space-
time trajectories, and by using my own and others’ research on the life histories of youth to 
illuminate my arguments. In doing so, I posit that examining the everyday from this perspective 
expands our ability to question how material, affective, and embodied processes gain significance, 
and become particularly mobilized in fixing and disrupting the conditions that shape people’s day-
to-day lives and lifecourse. This approach of examining what happens as the every-day is brought 
together and interrelated also contributes to the feminist ethic of presenting geographic (counter) 
stories that have the power to both uncover and help to change the conditions that shape people’s 
daily existence. 
 
Rosemary Gillman 
Title: Precarious motherhood: lone mothers and austerity welfare in the London Borough of Barnet 
Abstract: My PhD research focuses on the everyday work experiences of lone mothers in the 
London Borough of Barnet, UK. In the context of the project, work is considered as incorporating 
both economic production and social reproduction. Research was conducted with eleven lone 
mothers over the space of thirteen months, during which time three repeat, in-depth interviews were 
conducted and an innovative creative methodology - Conceptual Care Mapping - was used to 
provide visual representation of the mothers' spatial negotiations of everyday work experiences. 
 A particular theme that arose from the interviews in particular was the impact that austerity-
driven welfare changes in the UK were having on lone mothers, particularly with regard to housing, 
employment and child maintenance (financial contributions from non-resident fathers). I argue in 
the research that lone mothers occupy a unique position as neoliberal subjects, bound by often-
conflicting demands on their time, energy and resources. I would value the opportunity to introduce 
my work to the feminist geography community and highlight the ways in which I believe it 
contributes to wider debates regarding motherhood, welfare, care and employment. 
 
Denise Goerisch 
Title: Doing good work?: Feminist Dilemmas of Volunteering in the Field 
Abstract: In this paper, I reflect on my experiences as a volunteer with the Girl Scouts of San Diego-
Imperial Council while conducting research for my dissertation on the annual Girl Scout cookie sale. 
I argue that there is there is a need to examine the feminist ethics of volunteering in the field, more 
closely, specifically as it relates to issues of power and reciprocity. I debate the relationship between 
volunteerism and fieldwork more broadly and question the effectiveness of volunteerism within a 
feminist methodological framework. Ultimately, I ask, can volunteering in the field be considered 
‘good work’ if it negates feminist research goals? In this paper, I reflect upon two experiences that 
produced some uneasiness whilst I was volunteering with two local Girl Scout troops in San Diego: 
one where I remained silent despite feeling uncomfortable with the troops’ discussions regarding 
sexuality and gender violence, and another that highlights the on-going negotiation between my own 
political beliefs and those of the organization, as well as the complications of reciprocity of ‘giving 
back’ in the field. 
 
Sendy Guerrier Alcidonis 
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Title: Visionary Pragmatism & Paradoxical Space in a Post-Identity Era 
Abstract: Feminist theorists generally accept the basic tenets of intersectionality: that race class, 
gender and other categories of social differentiation are socially constructed and represent linked and 
mutually constituted identities and related linked systems of oppression. It is rare to find a 
contemporary feminist text, from any disciplinary perspective, that does not explicitly assert this 
foundational theoretical commitment. In this paper, I examine the use and evolution of 
intersectionality as an empirical tool within feminist geographic inquiry. I argue that feminist 
geographers have adopted postmodern and/or post-structural interpretations of intersectionality, 
which has had significant impact on the development of theory and praxis within the sub-discipline. 
Much of this scholarship has centered on concerns about subjectivities, embodiment and 
performativity. I argue that a more thorough engagement with intersectionality, as articulated by 
Black Feminist theorists would open up new avenues for knowledge production, empirical practice 
and activism for feminist scholars. I draw on scholarship produced in areas related to labor market 
activities, migration and examinations of the urban landscape to illustrate the possibilities in bringing 
feminist geographic inquiry and Black Feminist Thought together. 
 
Nancy Hansen 
Title: The Unexpected Arrival: Research Experiences of a 4-legged Feminist Geographer 
Abstract: We live world of bi-ped privilege. As a four-legged feminist geographer (I use crutches for 
mobility) my arrival on the academic landscape is often unexpected.  The presence of non-
conformist physicality often disrupts established practices simply by being present. However, long-
established fixed physical and attitudinal boundaries are gradually becoming more fluid. Similarly, as 
we embrace non-conformity in all its forms, academic research approach subject and methodology is 
changing.  
 This paper documents adventures in disability research. Disability geography is shifting 
research perspectives in both form and content Areas are examined that until recently have had 
limited analysis. I recognize my own personal geography.  I take on smaller research projects and 
often work in partnership with other academics both disabled and non-disabled making full use of 
my speed, space and time realities along with the academics I work with. In many ways, I am in 
reality, a cultural geographer documenting “life among the non-disabled.” Research opportunities  
often  present themselves in the course of daily life The latest being “We can't do it if you can't 
stand up” adventures with mammography. 
 
Nancy Hiemstra 
Title: Can you “periscope in” to the state? Considering feminist methodologies for accessing the 
seemingly hidden 
Abstract: This paper considers the metaphor of a periscope to think about methods through which 
feminist researchers can access information seemingly hidden behind masculinist barriers. I first 
draw on my personal experience of researching the impacts of U.S. detention and deportation on 
daily life in Ecuador. My primary epistemological goal was to conduct an ethnography of detention 
and deportation policy in a country of migrant origin. During the course of fieldwork, however, I 
faced numerous challenges: I was attempting to research U.S. policy from outside the physical space 
of the U.S., obtain information about a notoriously opaque detention and deportation apparatus, 
and give voice to populations (detainees, deportees, and their families in countries of migrant origin) 
rarely heard from in U.S. policymaking. In order for my research to move forward, I employed 
methods that brought to mind the metaphor of a periscope:  a tool using a careful arrangement of 
mirrors and prisms to allow a viewer to see things out of her direct line of sight. Following this 
strategy, I collected and combined data from a wide variety of sources and then analyzed pieces 
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collectively. While generally satisfied with the results, I was left with numerous questions about the 
methodology, such as: Is periscoping a particularly feminist method? Is the periscope metaphor an 
appropriate one? Is this just a new name for existing approaches? Could this approach be used more 
generally to study other institutions? This paper explores these and other questions with the aim of 
broadening ideas about how feminist geographers study the state and other hard-to-access objects of 
study. 
 
Jennifer Iceton 
Title: Reproductive Bodies: Spaces of Exception 
Abstract: Sovereignty over the body is a contested space, especially for women (Rich, Ashby and 
Methot, 2012, 1, Naffine and Richards, 2012, 49).  The line between a woman’s right to choose what 
occurs inside her body and the state’s desire to take that choice away is a continuously challenged 
space with many states seeking to completely eliminate women’s access to legal abortion providers 
(Heriot 1996, 177-179).  Abortion is a common, lawful medical procedure; however the lived-reality 
of who controls the decision making process – and the body itself - is being continuously challenged 
by state legislatures. The question under consideration in this article is whether Agamben’s political 
theory of homo sacer can be expanded to include the disputed territory of women’s bodies as a 
space of exception.  Can Agamben’s theory of homo sacer and bare life be reimagined to include the 
spaces inside female bodies where the fetus resides?  I argue that although Agamben does not 
specifically speak of women’s bodies, his theory of state control of bodies can be extrapolated to 
include questions surrounding the political and legal rights of women and the unborn fetus, as 
asserted by Deutscher and Cerwonka & Loutfi. 
 
Sanjukta Mukherjee 
Title: Feminist politics of ‘studying-up’: methodological dilemmas and the hi-tech spaces of 
transnational IT work 
Abstract: Feminist scholars have often been plagued by ethical dilemmas of representation, 
reflexivity and positionality, where the researcher is deemed more powerful than the researched 
“subjects”, raising critical concerns about what counts as knowledge, how knowledge is produced, 
and for whose benefit. While ethnography, participant observation and collaborative research have 
become popular amongst feminist scholars, because they can be used to dismantle the unequal 
power hierarchy between the researcher and researched, these qualitative methods have also been 
historically entangled in racist and imperialist discourses especially while examining “Third World 
women” (Mohanty 1991). Moreover, negotiating new terrains of transnational feminist research has 
opened up particular kinds of challenges for scholars who participate in cross-border collaborations 
in an increasingly hierarchical global world order where powerful NGOs, corporations, international 
development agencies and financial institutions play a big role in development projects in the global 
south (Nagar 2006, 2010). 
 This equation of power between the researcher and the researched can thus be turned on its 
head, when powerful organizations and structures are the focus of analysis (Wolf 1996; Hyndman 
2000; Mountz 2002). Based on my experience of researching the gender based implications of IT led 
growth in India, this paper examines the ethico-political stakes in studying an elite group occupying 
the hi-tech spaces of urban India. Particularly, I raise questions about access, trust building, insider-
outsider dynamics, and the advantages and disadvantages of my affiliation with an institution in the 
US, given that the US is one of the biggest clients of Indian software service companies. 
 
Heidi J. Nast 
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Title: Of dolls and dogs: Japan, the financial crisis of the 1990s, and the maternal comforts of the 
posthuman 
Abstract: This paper explores how the commodified pet body has become an anchor for pet-
oriented commodity goods and services since the 1990s--particularly in the US, Europe, and parts of 
Asia. Today, the industry is worth several hundred of billions of dollars, a meteoric rise from the 
several billions of dollars in the 1980s. The rapid growth of the pet industry has taken place 
alongside marketing techniques referred to as anthropomorphization and, later, humanization. The 
affective depth of the commodity shift, the international breadth of the phenomenon, and the 
profound importance of humanization speaks of new reproductive horizons, something further 
highlighted by the fact that many nations have been simultaneously witnessing a bottoming out of 
total fertility rates (TFRs). 
 Neoliberalism’s rise in the 1990s cannot be separated from the growth of the pet industry, 
both of these tied to falling TFRs worldwide.  Falling TFRs have augured poorly for capitalism, 
placing downward pressure on consumption levels and, conversely, resulting in a push to find new 
arenas of consumption, the latter being what pet humanization has helped to secure. At the same 
time, the intensified migration and hypermobility associated with neoliberalism and the related social 
atomization has resulted in much loneliness and alienation, pet humanization producing alternative 
(not just additional) ways and means of connectivity and love.  
 
Elizabeth Olson and Emma Armstrong-Carter 
Title: Caring kids in America: ethics and politics of caregiving 
Abstract: This paper introduces some initial research into the organization, service provision, and 
wellbeing of young caregivers in the U.S. In stark contrast to many European countries, including 
and perhaps especially the U.K., young caregivers in the US are a largely unrecognized group of 
young people who often have distinctive needs. In conversation with feminist concerns with the 
practices and ethics of care, and drawing particularly upon material and embodied accounts of care, 
we reflect upon the significance of the response to young caregivers for both how we conceptualize 
care and childhood in the US. 
 
Brenda Parker 
Title: Feminist forays into the city 
Abstract: This paper discusses challenges and opportunities in conducting feminist research in the 
city, recognizing that feminism and city are neither unitary nor stable concepts. In my forthcoming 
manuscript exploring gender and urban neoliberalism, I employ an epistemological strategy that I 
call a ‘feminist partial political economy of place.’  In my field work and analysis, I navigate several tensions: 
between ‘activist’ researcher and critical observer; between partial and more ‘comprehensive’ 
theories; between grounded engagement with women and households and city officials, but also 
relational explorations across space and place; between feminist political-economic centric theories 
and other approaches to understanding power; and between understanding intersecting power 
relations but also specific social structures like patriarchy and racism that Valentine (2007) has 
argued still matter.    
 
Zoe Pearson 
Title: On the angst of doing feminist geography research, and how to get on with it by doing right 
by ourselves 
Abstract: Feminist geographers and others concerned with the sociopolitical implications of 
knowledge production have contributed much to geography in terms of acknowledging the 
problematic underpinnings of research that involves drawing from the experiences and knowledges 
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of others. As feminist geographers, and early career ones in particular, many of us often feel 
paralyzed by the apparent hypocrisy of asserting social justice claims through our research with 
others, while at the same time reproducing and being complicit in structures of inequality through 
the inherently problematic research process. In this short intervention I draw on my own 
experiences doing dissertation research in Bolivia last year, during which I was forced to work 
through my insecurities about doing research. In the process, I gave up doing the ‘perfect’ feminist 
research project I had hoped for, but gained insight into what for me is an important aspect of doing 
feminist research – one which is rarely discussed. I learned to value myself as a part of the research 
process rather than viewing myself as the problem. Instead of either trying to ‘get over’ the ethical 
dilemmas of doing geographic research, or alternatively wasting precious energy agonizing over 
them, although both these are valuable too, I suggest that as feminists scholars and critical human 
geographers we need to remember to do right by ourselves as we try our best to do right by our 
research participants. 
 
Sara Smith 
Title: Political, material, aesthetic: Cosmopolitan and transnational aspirations among India’s 
marginalized Himalayan youth 
Abstract: This paper reflects on the language and politics of aesthetic difference as it intersects with 
ethnic or racialized difference for students from India’s Himalayan Regions. I draw mainly from two 
summers of fieldwork with youth from Jammu and Kashmir’s Ladakh region. Though ostensibly 
about politics and migration, it is all but impossible not to note the way interviews suddenly become 
animated when I ask young people or their parents about student style. Just this last summer, one 
student somewhat proudly recounted the fashion-related complaints of the mother she rented a 
room from: “You Ladakhi girls have spoiled our youth!” Another told me rumors she had heard 
that a shopkeeper in Jammu took along a Ladakhi student to Delhi to help choose merchandise for 
her shop. Two young friends complained – “the other students think we’re backward, but then they 
want to know where we shop or how we get our hair so straight.” In this paper, I explore the ways 
that aesthetic and material practices are integral to how university students from India’s remote 
Himalayan margins discuss their relationship to other students and the nation-state, and how they 
create alternative cosmopolitan links referencing phenotypic and aesthetic ties beyond the nation’s 
borders. This project is part of a larger project currently in development on the political 
subjectivities of marginalized university students from the Indian Himalaya and their experience of 
racialized difference in India’s universities. 
 
Hope Sneddon 
Title: The Experiences and Spatial Interactions of Individuals with 'Invisible Disabilities' 
Abstract: Invisible disabilities can range from hearing loss, chronic illnesses, anxiety disorders, color 
blindness, etc. This study focuses on the body and looks at how spaces conform based off of the 
expectations of how the human body should be. Those expectations are what disables an individual.  
This study looks at how these invisible disabilities influence how individuals interact with their 
surroundings. It looks at whether or not the individual’s daily routines in certain locations are 
influenced by their invisible disability. As well as if they feel they have discriminated experiences in 
those locations. Research is being gathered with the use of qualitative methods. Informants have 
been recruited through personal contacts and networking. They are keeping a diary for 1-3 months. 
Included in this study are people who are a variety of ages, different genders and who live in 
different locations. As the primary investigator who also has an invisible disability; I am keeping 
record of my own experiences with the use of auto ethnography.  This research is in progress and 
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my hope is to share what I have gathered as well as gain feedback and insight from others regarding 
this subject. 
 
Sophie Tamas 
Title: (Un)making sense with visual methods 
Abstract: Although the visual cortex is the largest structure in the brain, images most often appear as 
garnish on the academic plate, next to a textual main course. In 2012, I was hired as a methodology 
consultant to analyze and represent data from a large multi-year inquiry using arts-based methods. 
The resulting picture and ersatz poems were unsettling. As a poststructural feminist, I can readily 
defend the merits of indeterminate, uncertain, layered, stammering, embodied, evocative accounts, 
but it turns out that they are much more satisfying in theory. In practice, I still want to know what 
the picture means - and, worse yet, if it’s pretty. I feel both guilt and glee at being paid to play with 
Photoshop, and cannot internally reframe this as academic work. Now, on the cusp of my own 
ambitious visual inquiry, and in light of geography’s increasingly eclectic use of maps, I revisit this 
picture, and reflect on what I see happening in the small blurry space between art and research. 
 
Ebru Ustundag and Valerie Preston 
Title: Rethinking the Feminist Urban Question 
Abstract: Over the last decade, neoliberal and neconservative discourses have transformed urban 
landscapes, altering the formations and contestations of subjects, subjectivities and subjection in and 
through urban spaces. Feminist inquiry and praxis have been influential in mapping out the tensions, 
paradoxes, and contradictions that have arisen in this period of neoliberalization and 
neoconservatism. In this paper, we examine the urban geographies of citizenship that result by 
reviewing recent geographical research about the gendered production of social vulnerability in 
diverse urban spaces. The review returns to the questions of livelihoods and materiality of everyday 
life that dominated initial work in feminist urban geography. Our analysis considers studies that have 
examined how contemporary subjectivities have been influenced by intersectionalities, the 
suburban/urban dichotomy, debates concerning resistance versus the right to the city, and 
technology. We investigate how the production of gendered neoliberal subjects is placed and the 
role that socio-spatiality plays in heightening the gendered inequities that are central to the 
contemporary feminist urban question. 
 
Risa Whitson 
Title: Activist research for what cause? Ethics, representation, and privilege in feminist research 
Abstract: Feminist methodology is a critical research paradigm that seeks social transformation 
through the research process.  As both geographers and others have argued, a primary goal of 
feminist research thus includes building collaborative and non-exploitative relationships with those 
being researched in order to move away from objectifying, disempowering research and toward a 
research process in which participants, and particularly those representing marginalized groups,  are 
“given voice.”  In this paper, I will draw on research conducted with two distinct populations – 
marginalized informal garbage recyclers in Buenos Aires and direct sales consultants in Ohio – to 
address the questions of how to value and ethically represent the voices, perspectives, and multiple 
“truths” offered by research respondents when these “truths” serve to cement social inequalities, 
coming into conflict with the feminist goal of advancing social change. 
 


