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Supposedly a geographer's greatest strength is the ability to provide 
a holistic perspective to the spatial phenomenon, geography as a discipline 
has remained constrained analytically due to the excessive dichotomisation 
which still dominates the subject Import of new ideas, of new issues have 
rarely been given a proper thought. This is particularly true of the 
geographers fraternity in the third world. As a result, conceptual and 
theoretical implications are either grossly misrepresented or misinterpreted. 
Taking Schummacher's example- 'Small may be Beautiful'. But then, it is 
also important to consider what is appropriate from the given alternatives, 
before any judgement is passed on the appropriateness and role. The term 
woman, gender and feminism have become the major causalty, as they have 
been used rather indiscriminately. 

Inevitably, geographers have depended on a plethora of 'a priori' 
assumptions regarding the role of women and men (Monk and Hanson 1982). 
In a sense, such holistic traditions have been the product of geographers 
preoccupation with Mthe architectonic impulses ... a desire to create an 
ordered, hierarchical system" (Curry 1992). Issues of social differentiation 
and inequality never emerged as significant identities to warrant an 
explanation. Geographers have, all along "dealt with place, space and location 
as key organising concepts, ungendered, unclassed and unraced", (Hanson 
1992:570). 

In the 1950s and 1960s, there was a major preoccupation with 
'growth oriented' strategies, discerned both among the developing and 
developed countries (Gore 1984). This led to a minimalist concern for the 
human dimensions of development (Stohr and Taylor 1981; Toye 1987; 
Barnett 1988; Lipton and Toye 1991). The 1970s witnessed a major departure 
from the existing tradition, whereby women's issues were linked to 
development for the first time. Within the large rubric of 'welfare' approach 
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and 'antipoverty' programmes, the whole issue of 'equity* versus 'equality* 
came to the fore. The question of who benefits and who looses in the course 
of development became crucial. Both strategic and practical issues in 
development began to be highlighted Failure of 'trickle down* effect was 
attributed largely to the fact that, planning had ignored women as participants 
in the development programmes. The result of all this was a new focus on 
the productive role of women and the need to allow them to have greater 
access to productive resources (Ostergaard 1992). 

This was also the time when one witnessed far reaching changes in 
the public and social spheres as introduced by feminist movements in Europe 
and America. If one were to relate these changes to the transformations 
taking place in the field of geography, results were quite evident. Geography 
as a discipline could not remain insulated from the diverse changes being 
witnessed in the social sciences. 

At the same time, rapid advances in the field of natural sciences 
called for a review of the social sciences. The only way was to make the 
dicipline rigorous and scientific. Search for and 'exceptionalism' within 
geography sparked off a major quantitative revolution. It became the panacea 
for all the ills in the discipline. Table 1 below provides a bird's eye view of 
the parallel changes taking place in the realm of geography. 

Over the years, it was found that quantification in geography had led 
to a preoccupation with abstract spatial processes. There was an obsessive 
search for patterns and uniformities in the spatial distribution of a 
phenomenon. The geographers suddenly felt the need to put ' people' back 
onto the centre stage of geographical map. Subsequently, there was the 
emergence of three major strands in geography - the Behavioural, the 
Humanistic and the Lasswellian (Welfaristic) perspectives. Consideration of 
these three strands revealed that there was a logical evolution and extension 
in the field of geography from cognition, perception and choice, to lived 
experiences. 

However, the nature of all Knowledge remained circumscribed by 
androcentricity. Although 'sex' as a variable existed in empirical research, it 
was strongly influenced by the positivist traditions. Sex as a variable 
remained insulated from the influence of feminism or gender. 
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Schematic Approach to the Emergence of Feminist 
Concerns in Geography 

REACTION OUTCOMES 

1. Crisis in Social Sciences 'Exceptionalism' and its resultant 
Quantitative Revolution in Geography 
(Schaeffer, Gregory) 

2. Quantitative Revolution Obsessive Search for Spatial 
in Geography Regularities and Uniformities (Berry, 

Taaffee, Morril, Isard) 

3. Abstract, Economic and 'People' again became the Centre of 
Social Space Concern for Geographers 

I 
CENTRE OF CONCERN BEING 

I 
1 1 

I I I 

BEHAVIOURIAL GEOGRAPHY HUMANISTIC GEOGRAPHY IASSWEUIAN APPROACH TO 
| | GEOGRAPHY 

I 
Definition, Cognition, Perception People's lived experience Inequality - of welfare-who gets 
and Choice (Sayer, Ley, Buttimer, what and where ? 
(Gold, Colledge, Haggerstrand Tuan) | 
Pred) along with Race and Class-

GENDER came to the fore 
(Zelinsky, Smith, Pinch, 
Pacione, Thrift, Harvey, 
Castells, Rose, Monk, Hanson, 
Momsen, Young, Mollenieux, 
Bandarage) 

Indeed, geography was not devoid of ' sexism', a moving account 
is presented below by the Royal Geographical Society. Major William Cross 
records the following on the question of admissibility of women as fellows 
in the Royal Geographical Society (1936-1937) as : 

"It is not our desire to change needle and thread in woman's hands 
into astrolabes and globes, neither do we consider it necessary that 
a women should retreat to a room papered with maps and 
ornamented globes... Their high moral standards allow them in our 
view to possess wide knowledge of geography on conditions that 
they do not attempt, through use of terms too coarse for a lady, to 
appear too eager a group of geographer. I am certainly willing to let 
them use such words as climate, zones and so forth, but I do not 
want them to scare me stiff quoting longitudes and latitudes at me. 
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Let them speak as much as they want about what they read in 
travellers tales and I will listen with pleasure... But I certainly do not 
want to see the day when a woman's knowledge of the earth equals 
that of man" 

Examples of such kind are diverse and widely available both in the 
First and Third Worlds. However there were exceptions to the rule and 
acknowledgements are due. 

The seventies catapulted issues of inequality of welfare on to the 
centre stage of debates. Race and class along with Women in Development 
came under scrutiny. There was a definite flurry of activity in the social 
sciences camp. (Boserup 1970; Mills 1970; Oakley 1972; Nash 1977; 
Boulding 1977; Kuhn and Wolpe 1978; Amsden 1980; Development 
Dialogue 1982; Bandarage 1984; Sen 1985; Cornia, Jolly and Stewart 1987). 
Geography was no exception to this debate. (Colley 1933; Sauer 1961, 1969; 
Zelinsky 1973; Berman 1974; Smith 1977; Lineberg 1977; Knox 1978; 
Qubin 1979; Ley 1981; Rose 1982; Lee and Schultz 1982; Howe and 
O'Connor 1982; Pinch 1985; WGSB/IBG 1984; Thrift, Momsen and 
Townsend 1987; Ley 1988). 

Carl 'O' Sauer (1969) recorded that 'we speak of mankind as 
masculine collectively, but the great innovation and its elaboration was 
mainly done by woman : keeper of the hearth and provider of food". He also 
suggested that women were responsible for several other cultural 
development (Sauer 1961). In fact, androcentrism - where man as a measure 
of all things provided a distinctly masculine perspective and the results 
derived were universally generalised for women and men alike. Furthermore, 
extensive specialisation and fragmentation of the discipline has provided 
serious analytical constraints. These two factors became the main cause for 
the neglect of woman - of gender in geography. 

Within the gamut of human systems and their relation to 
environment, geographers inadvertently neglected women's role on the face 
of the earth. The regional and systematic traditions in geography, no doubt 
compared the agricultural practices of men, yet they ignored the women who 
were contributing to the food processing activities (Johnston 1991, 1993). 
Even models of urban geography did not spare such generalisations, where 
women's travel patterns were taken for granted and as an appendage with 
men (Chorley and Haggett 1967; Wilson 1974). 

The rapid growth of feminist movements in France, US and UK 
provided the only true response to 'sexism'. Geography incorporated feminist 
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issues, thereby making a cause for equality, as against inequality. But then 
question of equity was a far cry from equality. In the 1960s, geographers 
never lagged behind in voicing their anger against racism, imperialism, etc. 
However the failure to treat gender issues was ironical. Monroe and Monroe 
(1974) states: 

"Human nature condemns to a spatially limited positions in the 
world". This raises a more pertinent question of 'equity' - who benefits and 
who looses ? As Kingsley Davis, in his assessment of inequalities has 
commented that, "although the greatest disregard of talent is assumed to arise 
from class and racial inequality, this source of loss probably is less than that 
involving women". It was this 'equity' consideration which brought the 
question of 'Gender* into a sharper focus in geography. This challenged the 
long established androcentrism in geography. Gender, here, refers to an 
interrelation of the socially constructed and differential set of roles that 
women and men perform (Ostergaard 1992; Sterling 1994). This is distinct 
from 'sex' - which is a purely biological attribute. Such biological differences 
between a female and a male do not necessarily determine their social roles. 
Consciously or unconsciously, these very gender roles were taken for 
granted. The result was that oversimplified generalisations have invariably led 
to an impoverishment of regional accounts because of a lack of gender 
balance and a feminist perspective in geography. Attempts are being made 
to correct this imbalance in the text books of economic, social and human 
geography. 

Geographical work influenced by feminism was largely descriptive. 
It relied on concepts of gender role to explain differences between women 
and men's behaviour. While humanising the environment (Ley 1987), or even 
when providing a critique to it (Harvey 1987) the role of gender in 
geographical analysis was largely ignored. As it was with social sciences, so 
too in case of geography, feminism emerged to challenge the very bastion of 
knowledge. Ideological fuzziness was removed by highlighting various 
interconnections in daily life, namely public versus private (Anderson and 
Duncan 1983) and waged work versus domestic labour (Bowles and Klein 
1983). Subsequently concepts of inequality, production and reproduction over 
space were broadened (Massey 1984). Gender identities were analysed over 
space (Bowlby, Foord and Mackenzie 1980; McDowell 1988). Thus "feminist 
research in social sciences clearly influenced and directed research methods 
in geography". Such research methods "embody a view of society and reflect 
the social conditions of the production of knowledge" (Massey and Meegan 
1985; McDowell 1988). 

Ironically enough, over the years, sex, gender and feminism have 
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been used inter - changeably in geographic literature and research. This has 
led to a lot of confusion, thereby blurring the concepts and theories which 
enhance explanations. Furthermore, the concepts and issues which develop 
and die in social sciences, remain partial at best marginal to geographical 
inquiry. 

The Next section will summarise the concepts of woman, gender and 
feminism as used in geography. At the same time it would outline the thrust 
areas of research, whereby a state of art in gender and geography may 
emerge in the future. 

Questions which naturally develop may be stated thus : 

(1) Is the distinction between gender geography and feminist geography 
important ? 

(2) Does this distinction really matter ? 

(3) Why is that gender issues are not addressed as feminist issues ? 

(4) Is it necessary to introduce questions of gender in geography ? 

(5) Or is it imperative to incorporate feminist perspective in all human 
geographical concerns ? 

All of the above questions can be answered once the distinction 
between a feminist perspective, gender perspective and a geographical 
perspective becomes clear. 

Feminist Perspective on Geography 

Feminist concern in geography emerged primarily to remove blatant 
sexism within the discipline of geography. This ensured the removal of sex 
blindness which had pervaded the discipline since its inception. It was 
engaged in eliminating invisibility of women vis-a-vis men. Such a feminist 
critique was total, implying a restructuring of the entire plethora of 
assumptions. Challenging the separate world of men and women - of 
androcentrism. Such a perspective also considered the issue of 
marginalisation, of oppression of women. In a sense, the relevance of 
feminism to geography was expressed both theoretically and empiricially. 

This approach had its own attendant problems which came to be 
questioned. There was duplication of traditional research in its methods and 
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perspectives. Knowledge of women was added to existing knowledge of men 
(McDowell 1988-158). In most cases, women began to be evaluated against 
a male norm, rather than a female norm. Dissatisfaction was expressed in 
respect of the "qualities or attributes of femaleness and feminity and 
maleness or masculinity, as somehow natural and unchanging" (McDowell 
1988). Thus, conventional method of the positivists tended to reinforce such 
ideas. The need was to consider the social basis of inequality. Overemphasis 
on structural factors highlighting the differences between Women and Men 
implied denying the validity of individual experiences. Research 'on* women 
implied 'integration' into the curriculum. Inevitably, emphasising differences 
between female and male categories forced us to overlook important 
similarities. Integration of women led them to becoming more invisible than 
before (Spender 1983). Male/female monoliths in research variable became 
primary means to reenforce such invisibility. Even substituting male research 
objects with female research objects did not necessarily transform the 
philosophy of the researcher. There was greater danger of "fallacious 
reasoning" (Dogan and Rokkan 1969) as well as "contextual stripping" 
(Parlee 1979) to provide over stretched generalisations. 

The main thrust areas of research being : 

(1) Research which shows the importance of women's paid work in both 
the first and third worlds (WGSG 1984). 

(2) Link between patriarchal assumptions and practices relating to the 
family and the spatial organization and planning of western cities 
(McDowell 1983). 

(3) How do women live and work in urban and rural areas ? 

(4) Geographical study of the distribution of women's secondary 
economic activities in the various regions. 

The questions posed being : 

(1) Is it necessary to make women's contributions to civilization greater 
than that of men, to compensate for its neglect in the past ? 

(2) Is feminism a moral or a humanitarian issue ? 

(3) Is feminist geography primarily there to stress the importance of 
women's role in development ? 

Finally to reiterate Peake (1986) "it would be in the fitness of things 



Research Review 59 

to introduce specialist courses in geography to remove sexism, rather than 
create separate courses'*. A more sensitive handling of womens issues is 
essential to developing a non-sexist, if not a feminist human geography. Both 
geography and feminism are concerned with differentiation. Geography, 
while concentrating on areal differentiation ignored gender issues, whereas 
feminisn while dwelling up on gender ignored spatial differences. This then 
brings us to the next step of clarification, namely gender perspective in 
geography. 

Gender Perspectives on Geography 

A gender informed research would need to question how changes in 
gender roles would affect the spatial/ecological contexts in which women and 
men live and do their daily work. In geography, the spatial and a functional 
separation of the world of work and the world of home have always been 
considered as part of the natural order of things. This has reflected and 
reenforced a gender-based Division of Labour, which is not natural but is 
socially created and reproduced. Equity considers the question that 
development is enhanced only if women have an access to wage income and 
only if they were increasingly involved in decision making with regard to 
income generation and utilisation. The separation between production and 
reproduction has its impact on gender relation and in the organization of 
space in everyday life. As Hayford (1974) and Rose (1983) suggest, much 
of the inquiry into the role of women is a question of space. 

In this perspective, it is gender rather than women which is the unit 
of analysis. Gender relations are socially construed rather than biologically 
determined. The focal point of this perspective being the essential difference 
between a female experience from that of the male. In order to theorise 
inequality, spatiality and differentiation in geographic research, gender must 
become an important dimension of social differentiation and social inequality. 
Rather than harping on the description of variations in women's role over 
space, the social basis of unequal gender relations need to be highlighted. 
Here women's experience are collectivised, rather than generalise their 
oppression (McDowell, 1988). Theoretical constructs following such line of 
reasoning found expression in concepts 'realism' (Bhaskar 1979) as adopted 
by geographers (Sayer 1984; Sayer and Morgan 1985). The relevance of 
intensive methods, of interactive, interpretative interviews, qualitative, 
ethnographic accounts over extensive resarch methods were highlighted (Mies 
1979 and Sayer 1984). 

While the naturalised space was replaced by a de-naturalised space 
after the quantitative revolution, the 1980s saw a reassertion of space within 
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social theory (McDowell 1988; Cooke 1989; Gregory 1989; Soja 1989). 
Space has now become a universal feature where social life is produced and 
reproduced (Rose 1993). 

The main thrust areas of research being : 

(1) Women's role in production and reproduction in peripheral areas. 

(2) Questions of patriarchy, and of social and sexual division of labour. 

(3) How do women live and work in cities ? 

(4) How does third world urbanization affect the employment 
opportunities of women and men ? 

(5) How do changes in urban and regional labour markets affect 
women's employment opportunities ? 

The question naturally arises whether one should focus on gender 
and women rather than on feminist issues ? The fact that feminist geography 
still lacks a cohesive theoretical unity is well taken. 

However, a truly geographical perspective on women shall focus on 
women as a geographical force and on women's use of space as influenced 
by locational decisions. Such a perspective implies spatial variations in 
women's employment mobility, etc. Earlier the issue was; what is it that we 
not know about women that a geographic perspective might help us to 
discover. Now the question is : what do we know of women on which a 
geographic perspective might shed new light ? These questions become 
relevant when we need to go beyond trends and patterns in an effort to 
explain the process (Pacione 1987). 

Gender perspective identifies such a process. The idea is not to make 
women's contribution to civilization greater than man's to compensate for its 
neglect in the past Feminist perspective implies bringing women into sharper 
focus. For any sensitive handling of womens issues it is essential to develop 
a gender perspective. In a sense, feminism is more than moral or 
humanitarian. Indeed, if we study economic participation of male population, 
we might as well study economic participation of the female population. Just 
harping on "gender issues without feminist insights would only lead to 
deradicalisation and marginalisation of the whole project" (Johnson 1955, 
Williamson - Fien 1985). 
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It is essential to integrate feminist analysis and gender sensitivity into 
courses of geography. Men are as much gendered as women are and taking 
gender into account is taking men into account. This is not to suggest that a 
focus on gender divisions need to replace other perspectives. Rather it must 
become part and parcel of analysis of social division, just as class and race 
have become. This would greatly enhance the explanatory power of 
geography. While it is no doubt true that, as Brecht would surmise : "women 
have not been seen by geographers" (McDowell 1988:155), it is now all the 
more evident that "geographers need to begin to believe in the importance of 
gender in order to see it" (Bondi 1990). 

References 

Amsden, A.H. (1980) : The Economics of Women and Work, (Harmondsworth : 
Penguin). 

Anderson, J., Duncan, S. and Hudson, R. (1983) : Redundant Spaces in Cities and 
Regions ? Studies in Industrial Decline and Social Change. (London : Academic 
Press). 

Bandarage, A. (1984) : "Women in Development: Liberalism, Marxism and Marxist 
- Feminism", Development and Change, Vol. XV, 495-515. 

Barnett, T. (1988) : Sociology and Development. (London : Routledge). 

Beneria, L. (1982) : Women and Developent : The Sexual Division of Labour in 
Rural Societies. (New York : Praegen). 

Berman, M. (1974) : "Sex Discrimination and Geography : The Case of Ellen 
Churchill Semple", Professional Geographer, Vol. XXVI, pp. 8-11. 

Boserup, E. (1970) : Woman's Role in Economic Development. (London. Allen & 
Unwin). 

Bondi, L. (1990) : "Feminism, Postmodernism and Geography : Space for Women". 
Antipode, Vol. XXII, pp. 156-167. 

Boulding, E. (1977) : Women in the Twentieth Century World, (New York : John 
Wiley and Sons). 

Bowlby, S., Foord, J. and Mackenzie, S. (1980) : "Feminism and Geography". Area, 
Vol. XIV, pp. 19-25. 

Bowlby, S.R. and McDowell, L. (1987) : "The Feminist Challenge to Social 
Geography", in Pacione, M. (ed). Social Geography : Progress and Prospects, 
(London : Croom Helm), pp. 295-323. 

Bowlby, S., Lewis, J., McDowell, L. and Foord, J. (1989) : "The Geography of 
Gender", *n Peet, R. and Thrift, N. (ed.) New Models in Geography, Vol. II, (London 
: Unwin Hyman). 



62 M. Satish Kumar 

Buttimer, A. and Seamon, D. (1980) : The Human Experience of Space and Place. 
(London : Croom Helm). 

Castells, M. (1977) : The Urban Question: A Marxist Approach. Cambridge, (Mass. 
: MIT Press). 

Colby, C.C. (1932) : "Centripetal and Centrifugal Forces in Urban Geography". 
Annals of the Association of American Geographers, Vol. XXIII, pp. 1-20. 

Colledge R.G. (1981) : "Misconceptions, Misinterpretations, and Misrepresentations 
of Behavioral Approaches in Human Geography". Environment and Planning, A13, 
pp. 1325-1344. 

Cooke, P. (1989) : "The Contested Terrain of Locality Studies". Tijdschrift voor 
Economische en Sociale, Vol. LXXX, pp. 14-29. 

Cornia, G.A., Jolly, R. and Stewart, F. (1987) : Adjustment with a Human Face : 
Protecting the Vulnerable and Promoting Growth, (Oxford : Clarendon Press). 

Cross, W. (1936-37) : "Women as Fellows". Journal of Manchester Geographical 
Society, Vol. XLVII, pp. 52-53. 

Curry, M.R. (1992) : "The Architectonic Impulse and the Reconceptualisation of the 
Concrete in Contemporary Geography in Barnes, TJ. and Duncan J.S. (ed.) Writing 
Worlds : Discourse, Text and Metaphor in the Representtion of Landscape. (London 
: Routledge), pp. 97-117. 

Davis, K. (1959) : "Sociology Today", in R.K Merton, L. Brown and L. Cottrell 
(ed.), New York, pp. 328-329. 

Development Dialogue (1982) : Another Development with Women. 

Dogar, M. and Rokkan, S. (1969) : Quantitative Ecological Analysis in the Social 
Sciences. (USA : MIT Press). 

Gould, P.R. (1973) : "On Mental Maps", in Downs, R.M. and Stea D. (eds.) Image 
and Environment. (London : Edward Arnold), pp. 182-220. 

Gore, C. (1984) : Regions in Question : Space, Development Theory and Regional 
Policy. (London : Methuen). 

Gregory, D. (1978) : Ideology, Science and Human Geography. (London : 
Hutchinson). 

Gregory, D. (1982) : Social Theory and Spatial Structure. (London : Hutchinson). 

Gregory, D. and Urry, J. (1985) : Social Relations and Spatial Structures, (London 
: MacmiJlan). 

Haggerstrand, T. (1968) : Innovation Diffusion as a Spatial Process. (Trans). A. 
Pred.), (Chicago and London : University of Chicago Press). 

Hanson, S. (1992) : "Geography and Feminism : Worlds in Collision" ? Annals of 
the Association of American Geographers, Vol. LXXXII, pp. 569-586. 



Research Review 63 

Hanson, S. and Pratt. G. (1988) : "Spatial Dimensions of the Gender Division of 
Labour in a Local Labour Market". Urban Geography, Vol. DC, pp. 173-193. 

Harvey, D. (1987) : "Flexible Accumulation Through Urbanization : Reflections on 
'Postmodernism' in the American City". Antipode, Vol. XIX, pp. 260-286. 

Harvey, D. (1985) : Studies in the History and Theory of Capitalist Urbanization. 
(Oxford : Basil Blackwell). 

Hayford, A.M. (1974) : "The Geography of Women : An Historical Introduction". 
Antipode, Vol. VI, pp. 1-19. 

Howe, A. and O'Connor, K. (1982) : "Travel to Work and Labour Force 
Participation of Men and Women in an Australian Metropolitan Area". Professional 
Geographer, Vol. XXXIV, pp. 50-64. 

Johnson, L.C. (1985) : "Gender, Gene(r)ics and the Possibility of Feminist 
Geography", Australian Geographical Studies, Vol. XXIII, pp. 161-171. 

Johnson, L.C. (1989) : "Feminist or Gender Geography in Australiasia" ? Journal of 
Geography in Higher Education, Vol. XIII, pp. 85-88. 

Johnston RJ. (1993) : The Challenge for Geography : A Changing World : A 
Changing Discipline, (UK : Blackwell). 

Johnston, R.J. (1991) : Geography and Geographers. Anglo-American Human 
Geography Since 1945. (USA : Edward Arnold). 

Johnston, RJ. (1983) : Philosophy and Human Geography. (UK : Edward Arnold). 

Knox, P.L. (1978) : "The Intra-Urban Ecology of Primary Medical Care : Patterns 
of Accessibility and their Policy Implications". Environment and Planning A, Vol. 
X, pp. 415-435. 

Kuhn, A. and Wolpe, A. (1978) : Feminism and Materialism, (London : Routtedge). 

Larry, O. (1992): Introducing Quantitative Geography: Measurements, Methods and 
Generalised Linear Models. (UK : Routledge). 

Lasswell, H.D. (1958) : Politics : Who gets What, When and How? (Cleveland : 
World Publishing Co.). 

Livingstone D.N. (1992) : "Statistics Don't Bleed : Quantification and its Detractors", 
in The Geographical Traditions. Episodes in the History of a Contested Enterprise. 
(USA : Blackwell). 

Lee, D. and Schultz, R. (1982) : "Regional Patterns of Female Status in the U.S." 
Professional Geographer, Vol. XXXIV, pp. 32-41. 

Ley D. (1981) : "Behavioural Geography and the Philosophies of Meaning", in Cox, 
K. and Colledge R. (eds.) Behaviourial Problems in Geography Revisited, (London 
: Methuen). 



64 M. Satish Kumar 

Ley D. (1988) : "Interpretive Social Research in the Inner City", in Eyles J. (ed.) 
Research in Human Geography, (Oxford: Basil Blackwell). 

Ley, D. and Samuels, M.S. (1978) : Humanistic Geography. (London : Croom 
Helm). 

lipton, M. (1977) : Why Poor People Stay Poor : Urban Bias in World 
Development, (London : Temple Smith). 

Lineberry, R.L. (1977) : Equality and Urban Policy. (Beverley Hills : Sage). 

Massey, D. (1984) : Spatial Division of Labour. (London : Macmillan). 

Massey, D. and Meegan, R. (1985) : Politics and Method. (London : Methuen). 

McDowell, L. (1988) : "Comig in From the Dark : Feminist Research in Geography" 
in Eyles, J. (ed) Research in Human Geography : Introductions and Investigations. 
(London : Basil Blackwell). 

McDowell, L. and Massey, D. (1984): "A Woman's Place", in Massey, D. and Allen 
J. (ed) Geography Matters ! (Cambridge : Cambridge University Press). 

McDowell, L. (1983) : "Towards an Understanding of the Gender division of Urban 
Space", Society and Space, Vol. I, pp. 59-72. 

Mills, J.S. (1970) : The Subjection of Women, (Mass : MIT Press). 

Molyneux, M. (1981) : "Women's Emancipation under Socialism: A Model for the 
Thiid World" ? World Development, Vol. K, pp. 1019-1037. 

Molyneux, M. (1979) : "Beyond the Domestic Labour Debate", New Left Review, 
Vol. CXVI, pp. 116 : 3-27. 

Monk, J. and Hanson, S. (1982) : "On Not Excluding Half of the Human in Human 
Geography", (Professional Geographer), Vol. XXXIV, pp. 11-23. 

Momsen, J.H. and Townsend, J.G. (1987) : Geography of Gender in the Third 
World. (London : Hutchinson). 

Monroe, R.L. and Monroe R.H. (1974) : "Effect of Environmental Experience on 
Spatial Ability in an East African Society" in Sims, J.H. and Baumony, D.D. (ed) 
Human Behaviour and the Environment. (Chicago : Maaroufa Press). 

Nash, J. (1977) : "Women in Development Dependency and Exploitation", 
Development and Change, Vol. VIII, pp. 161-82. 

Oakley, A. (1981) : "Interviewing Women: A Contradictions in Terms", in Roberts, 
H. (ed) Doing Feminist Research, (London : Ronttedge and Kegan Paul). 

Ostergaard, L. (1992) : Gender and Development : A Practical Guide. (London : 
Routledge). 

Pacione, M. (1987) : Social Geography: Progress and Prospects. (London : Croom 
Helm). 



Research Review 65 

Parlee, M.B. (1979) : "Psychology and Women". SIGNS, Vol. V, pp. 121-33. 

Peake, L. (1986) : "Teaching Feminist Geography : Another Perspective", Journal 
of Geography in Higher Education, Vol. X, pp. 186-90. 

Pinch, S. (1985) : Cities and Services. The Geography of Collective Consumption. 
(London : Routledge and Kegan Paul). 

Rubin, B. (1979) : "Women in Geography - Revisited". The Professional 
Geographer, Vol. XXXI, p. 12. 

Rose, D. (1982) : "On the Necessity for Feminist Scholarship in Human Geography", 
Professional Geographer, Vol. XXXIV, pp. 220-223. 

Rose, G. (1993) : Feminism and Geography : The Limits of Geographical 
Knowledge. (UK : Polity Press). 

Raju, S. and Kumar, M. Satish (1989) : "Gender and Geography : An Overview from 
India", Journal of Geography in Higher Education, Vol. XIII, pp. 102-104. 

Sauer, C.O. (1969) : Fire and Early Man in Land and Life. (Berkeley : University 
of California Press). 

Sauer, C.O. (1961) : Sedentary and Mobile Bents in Early Societies in Social Life of 
Early Man. (Chicago : Sherwood L. Washburne). 

Sayer, A. (1984) : Method in Social Science. (London : Hutchinson). 

Sayer, A. and Morgan, K. (1985) : "A Modern Industry in a Declining. Region : 
Links Between Method, Theory and Policy", in Massey, D. and Meegan, R. (ed) 
Politics and Method. (London : Methuen). 

Sen, A.K. (1985): "Women, Technology and Sexual Divisions". Mimeo; UNCTAD 
Secretariat and INSTRAW, GE 85-55748. 

Smith, D.M. (1977) : Human Geography : A Welfare Approach. (London : Arnold). 

Smith, S.J. (1984) : "Practising Humanistic Geography". Annals of the Association 
American Geographers, Vol. LXXTV, pp. 353-374. 

Soja, E. (1989) : Postmodern Geographies. (London : Verso). 

Spender, D. (1983) : "Theorising about Theorising", in Bowles, G. and Klein, R.D. 
(ed). Theories of Women's Stuies, (London : Routledge & Kegan Paul). 

Sterling, A.F. (1994) : Myths of Gender : Biological Theories About Women and 
Men. (USA : Basic Books). 

Stohr, W.B. and Taylor, F. (1981) : Development from Above or Below ? The 
Dialectics of Regional Planning in Developing Countries, (New York : John Wiley 
& Sons). 

Thrift, N. and Williams, P. (1987) : Class and Space: The Making of Urban Society. 
(London : Routledge & Kegan Paul). 



66 M. Satish Kumar 

Thrift, N. (1985): "Flies and Germs : A Geography of Knowledge", in Gregory, D. 
and Urry, J. (ed) Social Relations and Spatial Structures, (London : Macmillan). 

Toye, J. (1987) : Dilemmas of Development: Reflections on the Counter-Revolution-
Development Theory and Policy, (London : Basil Blackwell). 

Tuan, Y.F. (1977) : Space and Place. (London : Edward Arnold). 

Women and Geography Study Group of the IBG, (1984) : Geography and Gender, 
(London : Hutchinson). * 

Williamson - Fien, J. (1985) : "Feminist Geography : It's Not Just a Mapping 
Exercise". Interaction (Newletter of the Geography Teacher's Association of 
Victoria), 13 : pp. 31-47. 

Wilson, A.G. (1974) : Urban and Regional Models in Geography and Planning. 
(New York : John Wiley). 

Young, K. Wolkowitz, C. and McCullagh, R. (1981) : Of Marriage and the Market, 
(London). 

Young, K. (1979) : "The Continuing Subordination of Women in the Development 
Process", Bulletin of the Institute of Development Studies, No. 10. 

Zelinsky, W., Monk, J. and Hanson, S. (1982) : "Women and Geography a Review 
and Prospectus". Progress in Human Geography, Vol. VI, pp. 317-66. 

Zelinsky, W. (1973) : "The Strange Case of the Missing Female Geographer", The 
Professional Geographer, Vol. XXV, pp. 101-105. 



Proofs: Proofs are read by the editors). It is not possible to send proofs to the author(s) 
unless felt necessary by the editor(s). 

Offprints: Authors would not get any offprints of their papers free. They should state in 
advance the number of additional offprints they would like to have. Each copy will cost Rs. 
10/- US$ 5: plus postage. 

Copy right: Authors) should send their manuscript accompanied by a letter certifying that the 
paper has not been published elsewhere. Submission of a paper to the Annals will mean that 
author(s) has transferred to the publisher if and when the paper is accepted for publication, 
the coypright of the paper. 

Permission to reproduce illustrations must be obtained by the author before acceptance of an 
article and any acknowledgement should be indicated in the figure captions. 

For Books: Misra, R.P., Regional Development Planning in India: A New strategy) New 
Delhi: Vikas Publishing House, 1974, pp. 110-12. 

For Articles: Prakasarao, V.L.S., "In Search of unexplored themes:, Annals of the National 
Association of Geographers, India, Vol. X, no. 2, Dec. 1991, pp. 8-9. 

ISSN 0970-972X 

Edited by Aijazuddin Ahmad and published by R.P. Misra, Secretary General on 
behalf of the National Association of Geographers, India (NAGI). Laser Typesetting 
by S.S. Consultant, A-206-A, Mayur Vihar, Phase - II, Delhi- 110091. Printed by 
Nice Printing Press, Shakarpur, Khoreji, Delhi - 110092. The opinions expressed 
by contributors are not necessarily those of the Editor or the office-bearers of the 
Association. 

(d) N a t i o n a l Assoc ia t ion of G e o g r a h e r s , I n d i a . 


