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middle-class children were extremely lucky to have carers who did not 
resent time spent with them as their parents seemed to. Some nannies 
became deeply attached to their young charges despite the fact that these 
children would not represent a source of status to them, either in the 
present or even less in the future (who will be invited to degree ceremonies 
and christenings, or qualify for support in old age?). Surely this 
commitment must be something to value? And then there is the other 
side of the coin: surely there needs to be some questioning of what 
pressures adults still feel to produce children even though they have little 
desire to care for them? 

The fact that this book arouses so sharply these very painful questions and 
allows one to begin to think 'theoretically and politically' about them is 
perhaps the greatest of its many qualities. It is not beginners' reading, but 
should be obligatory for all second-year and above students in sociology 
and social policy and their teachers, and highly recommended for all the 
social sciences (including economics and psychology). 

Mel Bartley 
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Feminism has made its presence felt in the discipline of geography for some 
two decades. Since the early 1970s feminists working in human geography 
have sought to expose, challenge and overcome the various ways in which 
women are ignored, misrepresented and mistreated in the discipline. This 
project has entailed developing strategies to secure gender equality at all 
levels within the discipline; it has entailed critiquing the body of knowledge 
called geography; it has entailed attempting to create a new kind of 
geography. 

Gillian Rose's book, Feminism and Geography, is an important and 
original contribution to this project. She draws on a body of feminist 
theory to elaborate her claim that 'to think geography- to think within the 
parameters of the discipline in order to create geographical knowledge 
acceptable to the discipline - is to occupy a masculine subject position' 
(p. 4 ). And she explores how feminists might think differently in order to 
resist and go beyond the masculinism of geography. 

Rose's critique of geographical knowledge is powerful and far-reaching. 
She draws on feminist analyses of rational knowledge to argue that m 
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geography, like other disciplines, is underpinned by an intrinsically 
masculine position that nevertheless claims to be universal. From this 
basis she elaborates some of the particular ways in which masculinity 
defines geography. She distinguishes between a 'social-scientific masculi
nity', which 'asserts its authority by claiming access to a transparently real 
geographical world', and an 'aesthetic masculinity', which 'establishes its 
power through claiming a heightened sensitivity to human experience' 
(pp. 10-11). To illustrate the operation of these versions of masculinity she 
takes as examples approaches in geography that are in some ways rather 
attractive for feminist researchers. 

Rose's first example is time-geography, which entails tracing everyday lives 
through time and space in order to understand social life in its spatial 
context. The emphasis on routine and ordinary behaviour holds obvious 
attractions for feminist geographers. However, Rose shows how time
geography assumes 'that space can always be known and mapped'; that 
space is 'absolutely knowable' (p. 38). This 'claim to see all and know all' 
(p. 39) implicitly erases what is specific about the one who claims to know. 
In so doing it entails assuming a masculine subject position, which she 
describes as 'social-scientific'. Rose argues that this masculinism explains 
why attempts by feminist geographers to use time-geography to examine 
women's lives have found the framework unable to capture vital 
dimensions of everyday life, namely 'the emotional, the passionate, the 
disruptive, and the feelings of relations with others' (p. 28). 

Rose illustrates the operation of 'aesthetic masculinity' through a very 
different strand of geographical research, namely that concerned with the 
human experience of place. This too holds out attractions for feminist 
geographers because of the way it appears to validate experiential 
knowledge. But Rose shows how this tradition relies upon a concept of 
place that is implicitly feminine. Consequently, it refers only to the 
experience associated with a masculine subject position. 

If geographical knowledge is intrinsically masculine, feminist geography 
becomes a contradiction in terms. But rather than give up on geography 
altogether, Rose defines the task of constructing a new kind of geography 
in a manner that makes it possible to draw creatively on contradictoriness. 
She argues that feminists necessarily adopt an ambivalent position both in 
and against the discipline of geography. And she advocates a strategy that 
makes use of other kinds of ambivalence as well. She draws on the writings 
of Teresa de Lauretis to argue for a 'critical mobility' that allows feminists 
to destabilize and disrupt the certainties associated with the existing 
parameters of geographical knowledge by, as it were, operating on more 
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Studies of the material conditions of women's lives provide an example of 
this kind of oscillation. Rose interprets such work as 'an ambivalent 
discourse straddling the need to represent women and the need to speak of 
differences among women' (p. 116). There are risks associated with this in 
that it is easy to slip from ambivalence into the dichotomous structure that 
characterizes hegemonic systems of knowledge. Rose suggests that this is 
apparent in a tendency to emphasize similarities among women in terms of 
their domestic and family lives, and differences among women in terms of 
their involvement in paid work, a contrast complicit with masculinist 
dichotomies such as private and public, home and work. And this tendency 
provides an explanation for the difficulty feminist geographers have 
experienced in addressing issues of racism and sexuality. But Rose suggests 
that there are possibilities for escaping this kind of dichotomy by 
consciously oscillating 'between the elaboration of diversity and the 
solidarity of sisterhood' (p. 132). This allows feminist geographers to insist 
on the inappropriateness of such dichotomous categories as private and 
public, and to open up new spaces that are 'neither the masculine public 
nor the femininized private' (p. 136). 

Feminism and Geography provides those working within the discipline of 
geography with a distinctive reading of the project of feminist geography as 
it has developed to date, and some ideas about future directions. For those 
unfamiliar with the discipline it brings some of the issues specific to 
geography into relation with broader debates within feminism. It is very 
much an academic book (and Rose acknowledges her own complicity with 
the masculinist traditions of academic knowledge), but this does not 
detract from its value as an introduction to the field of feminist geography. 
I hope it encourages readers of Feminist Review to discover more of the 
contribution to women's studies that emanates from this quarter. 

Liz Bondi 
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It is astonishing how little has been written on women's lives in Wales, a 
quarter of a century after the women's movement began to affect all our 
lives. Resources of any kind are still scarce, so this book deserves a warm 
welcome in helping to plug a very large gap. Having decided to produce a 135 
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