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Geography, like other sciences, has traditionally been a male domain. In her book, Rose begins by
listing some statistics which reveal the degree of exclusion suffered by women from the field of
geography. It becomes increasingly apparent that more significant than the embarrassing under-
representation of female persons, is the absence of feminine thought and knowledge in the field. How
geography, in particular, space, is conceptualised by women is an area that has been almost completely
ignored. However, now that women are forcing their way into these exclusive arenas, a new type of
outlook on geography is being developed.

One area of concern for Rose is how the white, heterosexual, bourgeois male has commandeered the
concept of knowledge as his own. This involves a very lucid discussion of binaries, and how women's
'inferior' position in society is reaffirmed through our language. Men's self-proclaimed association with
Culture, practicality, and intellectualism, has subsequently meant that women are associated with
Nature, emotionalism and the Body. He is ruled by his head, she by her body. As man has distanced
himself from his body, he is capable of rational thought and this lends an (assumed) objectivity to his
reasoning that woman could never achieve. Rose suggests that the 'mechanical theories of science that
eventually dominated saw science as an objective revelation of an already existing order. . . that only
men were capable of' (p. 63). This 'masculinist' approach thus assumes the role of speaking for all
people, regardless of their race, sexuality, class or gender.

Rose, drawing on the work done by Cixous and Irigaray on binaries, illustrates how this hierarchising of
concepts has disadvantaged women by leaving them under-represented in geography, politics and
history. Women have been traditionally associated with 'inside' and 'private' spaces because of the
importance of their role in the home, whilst men are associated with waged work (and the mobility this
necessitates) and public forums (for example, politics, sports and clubs). Spaces associated with men
have been consistently more valued than the spaces allotted to women, and have therefore received
more attention within the discipline of geography.

So, how to counteract this omnipotence, when the white heterosexual male owns the concepts of
knowledge and objectivity? How can feminists ever hope to move beyond the all-knowing 'truths' of
geography as it now stands? Through her analysis of masculinist geography, Rose convincingly reveals
that these disciplines only appear to be infallible. She observes that there exists inherent contradictions
that threaten the stability of, and destroy the concept of objectivity within, these masculinist disciplines.

Because geography both desires and fears, both needs and rejects, its Other, the structure of
the Same and the Other is contradictory, and this disrupts the exhaustiveness of the
discipline's masculinism. (p. 14)

This intrinsic contradiction enables feminist geographers an entrance into the field of knowledge. It
seems possible that the concepts of Man\Woman (as traditionally defined), inside\outside, public\
private, could be reevaluated with a different emphasis placed. This does not mean reversing the
privileging of one concept over the other, but rather attempting to move beyond the conceptualisation of
space and identity as an either\or proposition.

Instead, a paradoxical view of space and place can be taken that blurs the existing concrete boundaries.
Is it possible to be simultaneously inside and outside? Rose illustrates through hypothetical situations
that it certainly is possible if one is able to remember the importance of the Other's space. For example,
a non-waged home worker may feel she belongs 'inside' a community of local women, but 'outside' the
community of waged workers. From a masculinist perspective she is simply 'outside'. Likewise, a
homosexual may 'come out of the closet', and enter into the gay community, and subsequently be outed
of the heterosexual community. From a masculinist perspective, the homosexual has simply 'come out'.

This space is multidimensional, shifting and contingent. It is also paradoxical, by which I



mean that spaces that would be mutually exclusive if charted on a two-dimensional map -
centre and margin, inside and outside - are occupied simultaneously. (p. 140)

This discourse by Rose does not lead to a neatly packaged theory. Feminist Marxism, deconstruction,
psychoanalysis are all employed by Rose, but none seem entirely suitable. By highlighting the
contradictions within masculinist geography that aid in unsettling binaries, Rose is able to offer a vision of
feminist geography which embraces paradox and difference. What she suggests is a fluid and highly
flexible approach to theory that rather resembles her feminine conceptualisation of space.


