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Transportation planning is dominated by the masculine—women are treated as if they don’t belong 

Sandercock and Forsyth 92[Leonie Sandercock& Ann Forsyth, An Australian academic currently teaching at the School of Community & Regional Planning at University of British Columbia, Vancouver, Canada., professor of Urban Planning at Harvard University “A Gender Agenda: New Directions for Planning Theory”, Winter 1992,  http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/01944369208975534]
With more women entering the planning profession gender inequality is not merely an issue of the numerical dominance of men. Rather it is male dominance in the theories, standards, and ideologies used to guide planners’ work-that is, in the internal culture of planners. By the late 1980s most planning schools were admitting roughly equal proportions of male and female students, but there nevertheless remain considerable structural inequalities between men and women in the planning profession. There are very few women running or even in the senior ranks of planning agencies. Women are concentrated in human services and social planning, professional areas with small and vulnerable budgets and relatively little prestige and power compared with development control, metropolitan strategy, or transportation planning. In essence, despite theirgrowing numbers, women are still on the periphery rather than at the center of planning practice. Perhaps this will change over time,as womenmove up through the ranks in the nextdecade.Or are there structural impediments embedded in the culture of planners that need to be addressed(asthereareforwomen in other professions)? Are women treated differently (from and by men) in the planning workplace? Dothey experience difficulties in being heard, in being takenseriously, in being drawn into the confidences or information sharing that constitute the informal web ofdailylife in a planning office? Are women planners punishedby their male peers if they speak out on women’s issues?Do women planners simply not speak out on such issuesfrom fear or from a perception that they would be marginalizedin some way for doing so? Inother words,is there a dominant male definition of the key issues and roles in the planning workplace that could be at once progressive in class terms and yet gender blind? Two anecdotes suffice. A group of women planners in an Australian capital city, when asked whether they thought that the notion that planning policies are not gender neutral had percolated through the male ranks ofthe profession and become built-in to their daily practiceand discussion, simply laughed at the apparent naiveth of the question, at the hopelessness of the situation, andperhaps,too, at their own tendency to avoid the issue because of the discomfort it inevitably causes. A feminist planner became the manager of community services for a large suburban municipality in Australia.The managers of all the other planning departments within that council were male.She knew that they all met together at the local pub at the end of the week. Shesuspected that important informal information exchangeand power plays took place at these gatherings. She wasnot invited. Women traditionally have not been partofpubculturein Australianlife. Thisplanner wasnot adrinker and didn’t like the pub atmosphere. Yet she felt excluded and debated raising the matter with the boys.The issue likely has no solution; if she raised it and wasinvitedtojointhemen,their conversation wouldnodoubt beconstrained by her presence. This problem is an example of how the internal culture of planners reflects the biases of the wider masculine culture, and poses di- lemmas for professional women about whether to adjust their behavior accordingly, or whether to try to introduce more female ways of socializing into the workplace. Research based on in-depth interviews could be done about the experience of women in the planning work- place to assess whether and to what extent the gender inequalities and biases of the wider society are being reinforced or challenged.(This is an omission in Fores-ter’s otherwise very perceptive 1989 work on the internalculture ofplanners.
This masculine ideology is the root cause of all proliferation, environmental destruction, domestic violence, and war
Warren and Cady 94 (Karen J, Duane L, feminists and authors, Hypatia, “Feminism and Peace: Seeing connections,” pg 16-17)
Much of the current "unmanageability" of contemporary life in patriarchal societies, (d), is then viewed as a consequence of a patriarchal preoccupation with activities, events, and experiences that reflect historically male-gender identified beliefs, values, attitudes, and assumptions. Included among these real-life consequences are precisely those concerns with nuclear proliferation, war, environmental destruction, and violence toward women, which many feminists see as the logical outgrowth of patriarchal thinking. In fact, it is often only through observing these dysfunctional behaviors -- the symptoms of dysfunctionality -- that one can truly see that and how patriarchy serves to maintain and perpetuate them. When patriarchy is understood as a dysfunctional system, this "unmanageability" can be seen for what it is -- as a predictable and thus logical consequence of patriarchy. 11The theme that global environmental crises, war, and violence generally are predictable and logical consequences of sexism and patriarchal culture is pervasive in ecofeminist literature (see Russell 1989 , 2). Ecofeminist Charlene Spretnak, for instance, argues that "a militarism and warfare are continual features of a patriarchal society because they reflect and instill patriarchal values and fulfill needs of such a system. Acknowledging the context of patriarchal conceptualizations that feed militarism is a first step toward reducing their impact and preserving life on Earth" ( Spretnak 1989 , 54). Stated in terms of the foregoing model of patriarchy as a dysfunctional social system, the claims by Spretnak and other feminists take on a clearer meaning: Patriarchal conceptual frameworks legitimate impaired thinking (about women, national and regional conflict, the environment) which is manifested in behaviors which, if continued, will make life on earth difficult, if not impossible. It is a stark message, but it is plausible. Its plausibility ties in understanding the conceptual roots of various woman-nature-peace connections in regional, national, and global contexts.

The alternative is to reformulate the foundation of the topic to endorse a larger project of social and cultural geographies of mobility

Reformulating the topic area will create larger social and cultural projects as well as a more systematic theory of gender as a category in social life 

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

To use a spatial metaphor, the geography of gender and transport as it has been defined now lies on the margins of two relevant subdisciplines. From the central terrain of transport geography, the topic appears to be an insignificant site cultivated by politically driven beings on the outer fringes of human geography. Yet from the central terrain of feminist geography in the 1990s, gender and transport appears to be a field of declining fertility, cultivated by sternly empirical folk absorbed in banal details of daily life. The result is that work on gender and transport has been increasingly isolated from developments in both transport geography and feminist geography, and now risks intellectual stagnation. Where to now? A way out of this situation involves reformulating the theoretical foundations of the topic area, and this involves moves on two fronts. First, I suggest that the topic area be explicitly situated not as a component of transport geography as it is currently defined, but as part of a larger project on social and cultural geographies of mobility. Secondly, I suggest that a more systematic theory of gender as a category in social life should be adopted. These two moves form the basis of the next two sections of this article. 

*** Framework

Discussion of feminism is key to the reinforcing the individual because in a world where we let policies dominate debate, the individual becomes disempowered because they are excluded.  
Nhanenge 7
– Master of Arts at the development studies @ the University of South Africa (Jytte “Ecofeminism: Towards Integrating the concerns of women,, poor people and nature into development” http://uir.unisa.ac.za/bitstream/handle/10500/570/dissertation.pdf?sequence=1) - JS
Consequently, also social scientists apply the scientific characteristics of objectivity, value-freedom, rationality and quantifiability to social life. In this way, they assume they can unveil universal laws about social relations, which will lead to true knowledge. Based on this, connect social policies can be formulated. Thus, social processes are excluded, while scientific objective facts are included. Society is assumed a static entity, where no changes are possible. By promoting a permanent character, social science legitimizes the existing social order, while obscuring the relations of domination and subordination, which is keeping the existing power relations inaccessible to analysis. The frozen order also makes it impossible to develop alternative explanations about social reality. It prevents a historical and political understanding of reality and denies the possibility for social transformation by human agency. The prevailing condition is seen as an unavoidable fact. This implies that human beings are passive and that domination is a natural force, for which no one is responsible. This permits the state freely toimplement laws and policies, which are controlling and coercive. These are seen as being correct, because they are based on scientific facts made by scientific expense. One result is that the state, without consulting the public, engages in a pathological pursuit of economic growth. Governments support the capitalist ideology, which benefits the elite only, while it is destroying nature and increasing poverty for women and lower classes. The priority on capitalism also determines other social policies. There are consequently no considerations for a possible conflict between the aims of the government for social control and economic efficiency and the welfare needs of various social groups. Without having an alternative to the existing order, people become dis-empowered. Ultimately, the reaction is public apathy, which legitimizes authoritive governments. Thus, social science is an ideology, which is affinning the prevailing social, political and economic order.(Reitzes 1993: 36-39, 4|-42). In reality, it is a contradiction to apply the scientific method to social policy making. Any social policy change will alter social relations and affect the relative welfare of classes of people, which makes social decision making nonnative. Social policy is related to politics, which is an extension of ethics. Since values and facts are different categories, one cannot apply indisputable empirical facts to social values. It is therefore impossible to legitimize political decisions with reference to scientific knowledge. Social decision-making is a political process. When science is applied to political and nonnative questions, it becomes an ideology, which supports the dominant interests. Thus, the state reproduces conditions for domination. In case the contradictions become too pronounced, and the power of the state is challenged, then the ideology becomes violent. The consequence is totalitarianism. It is a situation where the state sets limits to what is pennissdale to think and teach, if necessary by coercion. Conclusively social science manipulates reality to serve the vested interests of specific social groups. 'Hue result is a dominant and violent ideology masked as science. (Reitzes l993: 32, 34, 42-45). 

An analysis of policymaking rooted in the state can’t provide the resources to articulate a capacity for human agency. 

Bleiker 2000(Ph.D. visiting research and teaching affiliations at Harvard, Cambridge, Humboldt, Tampere, Yonsei and Pusan National University as well as the Swiss Federal Institute of Technology and the Institute of Social Studies in The Hague,(Roland, Popular Dissent, Human Agency and Global Politics, Cambridge University Press)

While opening up the study of global politics to a variety of new domains, most efforts to rethink the international have not gone as far as they could have, or, indeed, should have gone. Here too, questions of conceptualisation and representation are of crucial importance. Campbell stresses that for all their efforts to understand a wide range of global phenomena, most approaches to international theory have displayed a remarkably persistent compulsion to anchor an under standing of the complexities of global life in a 'something-national' formulation— whether it is 'international', 'multinational', or 'transna tional'.14Representative for such forms of conceptualising is Mark Zacher's seemingly sensible claim that 'non-state actors such as multi national corporations and banks may increase in importance, but there are few signs that they are edging states from centre stage'.15 Debates about the role of human agency display similar state-centric tendencies. There are disagreements on various fronts, but virtually all discussions on agency in international theory remain focused on conceptualising state behaviour. Alexander Wendt, who has been instrumental in bringing issues of agency to the study of international relations, has been equally influential in directing ensuing discussions on a state-centric path. He explicitly and repeatedly acknowledges 'a commitment to states as units of analysis' and constructs much of his theoretical work around an examination of states and the constraints within which they operate.16 Here too, the logic behind adapting a state-centric form of representation rests on the assumption that 'as long as states are the dominant actors in international politics, it is appropriate to focus on the identity and agency of the state rather than, for example, a transnational social movement'.17 Questions of agency in international theory should not and cannot be reduced to analyses of state behaviour. This book demonstrates how an instance of transversal dissent may influence global politics at least as much as, say, a diplomatic treatise or a foreign policy decision. At a time when processes of globalisation are unfolding and national boundaries are becoming increasingly porous, states can no longer be viewed as the only consequential actors in world affairs. Various scholars have thus begun to question the prevalent spatial modes of representation and the artificial separation of levels of analysis that issues from them. They suggest, as mentioned above, that global life is better understood as a series of transversal struggles that increasingly challenge what Richard Ashley called 'the paradigm of sovereign man.' Transversal struggles, Ashley emphasises, are not limited to established spheres of sovereignty. They are neither domestic nor international. They know no final boundaries between inside and out side.18 And they have come to be increasingly recognised as central aspects of global politics. James Rosenau is among several scholars who now acknowledge that it is along the shifting frontiers of trans versal struggles, 'and not through the nation state system that people sort and play out the many contradictions at work in the global scene'.19

State-centricity causes violent exclusion of other viewpoints 

Bleiker 2k (Ph.D. visiting research and teaching affiliations at Harvard, Cambridge, Humboldt, Tampere, Yonsei and Pusan National University as well as the Swiss Federal Institute of Technology and the Institute of Social Studies in The Hague,(Roland, Popular Dissent, Human Agency and Global Politics, Cambridge University Press)
To expand the scope of international theory and to bring transversal struggles into focus is not to declare the state obsolete. States remain central actors in international politicsand they have to be recognised and theorised as such. In fact, my analysis will examine various ways in which states and the boundaries between them have mediated the formation, functioning and impact of dissent. However, my reading of dissent and agency makes the state neither its main focus nor its starting point.There are compelling reasons for such a strategy, and they go beyond a mere recognition thata state-centric approachto international theory engenders a form of representation that privileges the authority of the state and thus precludes an adequate understanding of the radical transformations that are currently unfoldingin global life. Michael Shapiro is among an increasing number of theorists who convincingly portray the statenot only as an institution, but also, and primarily, as a set of 'stories' — of which the state-centric approach to international theory is a perfect example. It is part of a legitimisation process that highlights, promotes and naturalises certain political practices and the territorial context within which they take place. Taken together, these stories provide the state with a sense of identity, coherence and unity. They create boundaries between an inside and an outside, between a people and its others. Shapiro stresses that such state-stories also exclude, for they seek 'to repress or delegitimise other stories and the practices of identity and space they reflect.' And it is these processes of exclusion that impose a certain political order and provide the state with a legitimate rationale for violent encounters.22

State-centricity causes monopolies on education that silence other perspectives

Biswas 7(Shampa, Professor of Politics at Whitman College, December, “Empire and Global Public Intellectuals: Reading Edward Said as an International Relations Theorist,” Millennium: Journal of International Studies, Vol. 36, No. 1, p. 125-126)
In making a case for the exilic orientation, it is the powerful hold of the nation-state upon intellectual thinking that Said most bemoans. 31  The nation-state of course has a particular pride of place in the study of global politics. The state-centricity of International Relations has not just circumscribed the ability of scholars to understand a vast ensemble of globally oriented movements, exchanges and practices not reducible to the state, but also inhibited a critical intellectual orientation to the world outside the national borders within which scholarship is produced. Said acknowledges the fact that all intellectual work occurs in a (national) context which imposes upon one’s intellect certain linguistic boundaries, particular (nationally framed) issues and, most invidiously, certain domestic political constraints and pressures, but he cautions against the dangers of such restrictions upon the intellectual imagination. 32  Comparing the development of IR in two different national contexts – the French and the German ones – Gerard Holden has argued that different intellectual influences, different historical resonances of different issues, different domestic exigencies shape the discipline in different contexts. 33  While this is to be expected to an extent, there is good reason to be cautious about how scholarly sympathies are expressed and circumscribed when the reach of one’s work (issues covered, people affected) so obviously extends beyond the national context. For scholars of the global, the (often unconscious) hold of the nation-state can be especially pernicious in the ways that it limits the scope and range of the intellectual imagination. Said argues that the hold of the nation is such that even intellectuals progressive on domestic issues become collaborators of empire when it comes to state actions abroad. 34 Specifically, he critiques nationalistically based systems of education and the tendency in much of political commentary to frame analysis in terms of ‘we’, ‘us’ and ‘our’ - particularly evident in coverage of the war on terrorism - which automatically sets up a series of (often hostile) oppositions to ‘others’. He points in this context to the rather common intellectual tendency to be alert to the abuses of others while remaining blind to those of one’s own. 35

Their predictability claims skew education – indeterminancy encourages interrogation

McDonough 93(Kevin McDonough, U-Ill-Educ, http://www.ed.uiuc.edu/eps/PES-Yearbook/93_docs/MCDONOUG.HTM)
The fact that individuals (and their aims) arenecessarily embedded in power relations also structures the educational task in an interesting way. The Foucauldian educational task becomes not the common sense one of making the uncertain certain, the unfamiliar familiar.8 Thatis the logic of the examination, which assumes prior fixed knowledge which individuals must acquire. Rather, Foucault would regard education as primarily a matter of making the certain uncertain, the familiar unfamiliar, the given contingent. If nothing else, this educational ideal embodies more than a little of the spirit of Deweyaninquiry.

Limits exclude and are arbitrary -- this kills agency 

Bleiker 3 (Roland Bleiker, Professor of International Relations at University of Queensland, Brisbane, Contemporary Political Theory, 2, p. 39-40)
Approaching the political- and by extension dilemmas of agency requires tolerance towards various forms of insight and levels of analysis, even if they contradict each other’s internal logic. Such differences often only appear as contradictions because we still strive for a universal standard of reference that is supposed to subsume all the various aspects of life under a single totalizing standpoint (Adorno, 1992, 17–18). Every process of revealing is at the same time a process of concealing. Even the most convincing position cannot provide a form of insight that does not at the same time conceal other perspectives. Revealing always occurs within a frame. Framing is a way of ordering, and ordering banishes all other forms of revealing. This is, grossly simplified, a position that resonates throughout much of Heidegger’s work (1954, 35). Taking this argument to heart is to recognize that one cannot rely on one form of revealing alone. An adequate understanding of human agency can be reached only by moving back and forth between various insights. The point, then, is not to end up with a grand synthesis, but to make most out of each specific form of revealing (for an exploration of this theme, via an analysis of Kant’s Critique of Judgement, see Deleuze, 1994).
Power has fissures that can be exploited – The aff empowers said resistance – we solve elitism

Smith 97(Steve Smith, University of Wales, Professor and Pro-Vice Chancellor of the University, University of Wales, Aberystwyth Steve, “Power and Truth, A Reply to William Wallace,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 23, No. 4 (Oct., 1997), p. 513)
Those academics who do get involved in talking truth to power must accept that in so doing they must adopt the agenda of those to whom they are talking. They will be involved in problem-solving, and thereby must accept the 'givens' of the policy debate. Policy-makers see certain things as givens; therefore if you write about them in order to influence the policy debate, you tend to have to write as if they are given as well. For academics such 'givens' are rarely seen as such. This has extremely important political and intellectual consequences since it questions the very notion of talking 'truth' to power. It is more a case of accepting the policy agenda of those to whom one is talking and then giving them a series of alternative ways of proceeding. I see no connection between this and speaking 'truth to power'. I can also admit the tendency to make what one says acceptable to those 'listening', so as to ensure that one is indeed 'listened to'. But more importantly,why should academics take the policy agenda of governments as the starting point? Why do we privilege that starting point rather than the needs and wants of the have-nots in our society or in the global political system? Indeed, maybe speaking 'truth to power' is itself a very political act, albeit in the name of academic neutrality, an act that supports the existing division of resources in the world. This situation is made all the worse once the possibility arises of getting funding from policy-making bodies, however much the individual academic wants to maintain the independence of his or her research. In my view, academics need a critical distance from which to look at the activities of governments. Perhaps the greatest form of isolation and self-righteousness is to accept the policy-makers' view of the world as the starting point, so that the academic sees the world as the policy-maker sees it. Where would questions of gender, famine, and racism fit into that world-view? Yet aren't these every bit as 'political' and 'international' as the traditional agenda? This seems to me to take us very far indeed from the idea of 'speaking truth to power'; the danger must be of telling the powerful what they want to hear and of working within their world-view. Of course, academics spend much time trying to avoid these dangers, and Wallace himself cannot be accused of simply adopting the agenda of the powerful, but surely he would admit that these dangers are profound and very difficult to avoid, especially if one wants to have influence and prestige within the policy-making community. My objection is really to those who pretend that any of this has anything to do with truth and academic objectivity.

And their utopian role playing causes them to confuse their roles with those of actual policymakers - this disempowers them
Kapeller 95(Susanne is an associate professor at al-akhawayn university, “the will to violence: the politics of personal behavior”, pg. 10-11)
Which is why many of those not yet entirely disillusioned with politics tend to engage in a form of mental deputy politics, in the style of ‘What would I do if I were thegeneral, the prime minister, the president, the foreign minister or the minister of defence?’ Since we seem to regard their mega spheres of action as the only worthwhile and truly effective ones, and since our political analyses tend to dwell there first of all, any question of what I would do if I were indeed myself tends to peter out in the comparative insignificance of having what is perceived as ‘virtually no possibilities’: what I could do seems petty and futile. For my own action Iobviously desire the range of action ofa general, a prime minister, or a General Secretary of the UN — finding expression in ever more prevalent formulations like ‘I want to stop this war’, ‘I want military intervention’, ‘I want to stop this backlash’, or ‘I want a moral revolution.’7 ‘We are this war’,however, even if we do not command the troops or participate in so—called peace talks, namelyas Drakuli~ says, in our non-comprehension’: our willed refusal to feel responsible for our own thinking and for working out our own understanding, preferring innocently to drift along the ideological current of prefabricated arguments or less than innocently taking advantage of the advantages these offer. And we ‘are’ the war in our ‘unconscious cruelty towards you’, our tolerance of the ‘fact that you have a yellow form for refugees and I don’t’ — our readiness, in other words, to build identities, one for ourselves and one for refugees, one of our own and one for the ‘others’.We share in the responsibility for this war and its violence in the way we let them grow inside us, that is, in the way we shape ‘our feelings, our relationships, our values’ according to the structures and the values of war and violence.
Epistemology
Cost benefit analysis = CBA 
CBA  for transportation is founded in discursive tricks- reject to challenge the epistemology of “black box” infrastructure impacts

Næss'06 Petter is is Senior Researcher at Norwegian Institute for Urban and Regional Research and Professor of Urban Planning at Aalborg University (Journal of Critical Realism, "Cost-benefit analyses of transportation investments: neither critical nor realistic", 2006, Vol 5.1 pp 32-60)

The lack of transparency refers both to the assumptions inherent in the valuation of different types of impacts, the way of discounting, and (especially) the forecasts of traffic consequences of the projects. As mentioned above, these assumptions are metatheoretically highly problematic and lead to a bias reducing the likelihood of reaching environmental and social political objectives within the transportation sector. For politicians, the public at large as well as experts within other fields, the lack of transparency makes it difficult or impossible to evaluate the results and find a basis for critique and development of alternative solutions. 64 The cost-benefit analysis, and in particular the transport model producing some of its key input data, are ‘black boxes’ with a content that it is not considered necessary to take into consideration. This is aggravated by the widespread practice of presenting the conclusions of the analysis at a highly aggregated level, concentrating on only a few main indicators like the benefit-cost ratio or the net present value, while omitting the more nuanced and detailed information collected, let alone the uncertainty associated with the various estimates. According to Maarten Hajer, ‘black boxing’ (i.e. closing technical analyses and their presuppositions inside a ‘black box’) is ‘maybe one of the most basic discursive mechanisms. Making things appear as fixed, natural and absolute conditions is the most effective mean to avoid potential oppositional forces’. 65 Although sophisticated demand models seem objective and hard to manipulate, it is technically easy to tune the models in ways so that ‘plausible’ or ‘desirable’ results are achieved. 66 The same can be said about the costbenefit analysis as a whole. Any deliberate manipulation is of course not something that the cost-benefit method in itself can be blamed for. Yet, the lack of transparency (‘black boxing’) makes it more difficult to discover manipulation, and the use of methods of analysis which only a narrow group of experts have the possibility to check creates a ‘protective veil’ behind which those who wish to manipulate may more easily play their game. Above, a number of problems associated with the quantification and economic valuation of important impact categories of transportation investment project were discussed. Among cost-benefit analysts, two different ways of reacting to this are common: Reducing the analysis to the impact categories that most easily lend themselves to economic valuation, or refine the assessment and valuation methods in order to measure the ‘intangible’ impacts in a better way. However, since the low validity and reliability of the present ways of trying to put price tags on these impacts is rooted in ontological misconceptions, improving the surveying methods e.g. in willingness-to-pay investigations can hardly do more than marginal improvements. (It would be like correcting the wrong digits to the right of the comma while leaving the digits to the left of the comma uncorrected.) Reducing the analysis to the ontologically and epistemologically least problematic categories therefore seems to be a better option. But what will then be left of the analysis? As mentioned above, time savings often make up the main benefit category in cost-benefit analyses of transport infrastructure projects. However, the assessment of the magnitude of these savings as well as the valuation of these savings in monetary terms is highly uncertain and controversial. In some cases (e.g. bypass roads) safety improvements are also important parts of the motivation for the projects. However, as mentioned earlier, uncertainty and controversy is attached both to the assessment of the influence of the project on the number of deaths, injuries and other damages, and to the economic valuation of these impacts. On the cost side, the mere construction cost should, in principle, be possible to estimate relatively accurately (although what happens in practice is often serious underestimation of costs). 67 However, since the economic valuation of nearly all the other items of the analysis, both on the benefit and cost side, is encumbered with uncertainty and contestation, it is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the entire method of cost-benefit analysis is inappropriate for the evaluation and comparison of transportation investment projects.

CBA for transportation = flawed, leads to destruction of environment 

Næss'06 Petter is is Senior Researcher at Norwegian Institute for Urban and Regional Research and Professor of Urban Planning at Aalborg University (Journal of Critical Realism, "Cost-benefit analyses of transportation investments: neither critical nor realistic", 2006, Vol 5.1 pp 32-60)

Above, I have argued that cost-benefit analyses as practiced in the transportation sector is based on a number of untenable ontological and epistemological assumptions. These problematic assumptions imply that the analyses are biased in several ways. These biases have, in their turn, certain social and environmental effects which involve ethical and political values. Accepting the ontological and epistemological assumptions of cost-benefit analysis thus involves an implicit acceptance of the ethical and political values favoured by these assumptions. A critical discussion of the practice of cost-benefit analysis on the transportation sector should therefore also uncover these values. I consider such a normative critique to be an important part of a critical realist discussion of the method. 56 Uncovering the ethical and political values served by the method may also help understanding why cost-benefit analyses are used to such a high extent in spite of their considerable validity problems 57 . Fundamentally, cost-benefit analysis of transportation investment projects serves as a legitimating of a marketbased development within a sector where the adopted political goals imply that the hitherto dominating, demandled ‘predict and provide’ approach should be replaced – or a least supplemented to a higher extent than currently – by strategies meeting accessibility needs in other ways than through facilitating more traffic. More generally, cost-benefit analysis promotes a deregulatory agenda under the cover of scientific objectivity. 58 Several researchers have pointed to the fact that transportation is a sector where deviations between official goals and implemented measures are particularly high. 59 To a high extent, the official goals reflect the need to obtain a more environmentally sound and accident-preventing development in the transportation sector. Such needs are not captured in an adequate way in cost-benefit analyses: Long-term environmental consequences are systematically and dramatically underestimated, and willingness-to-pay investigations are hardly able to account for the multi-faceted social value of environmental qualities such as climatic conditions, clean air, or the combined function of a particular area as a beautiful landscape, an outdoor recreation area, a rich ecosystem, and the habitat of particular species (some of which may be rare or threatened by extinction). The neglecting of the difference between demand and societal needs may be part of the reason why ‘decisions on transport policy is a field where a substantial gap between intentions and realities is common both at national and local level’. 60 The political consequence of this is a development within the transportation sector where increasing mobility, in particular by car and airplane, is given priority at the cost of environmental concerns. 

CBA for transportation prioritizes influence- marginalizes minorities and forces them to face the consequences of affluent “costs”

Næss'06 Petter is is Senior Researcher at Norwegian Institute for Urban and Regional Research and Professor of Urban Planning at Aalborg University (Journal of Critical Realism, "Cost-benefit analyses of transportation investments: neither critical nor realistic", 2006, Vol 5.1 pp 32-60)
Moreover, cost-benefit analysis is blind to the consequences of the projects in terms of the distribution of benefits and burdens between different population groups. Ackerman & Heinzerling show a grotesque example of this from a cost-benefit analysis of proposed restrictions on the use of cell phones while driving. Researchers have found that people who are talking on cellular phones while diving are four times more likely to get into car accidents than people who are not. However, some of USA’s most influential economists have concluded that restrictions on the use of cell phones while driving would be a bad idea, because the people who are talking while driving are willing to pay a lot to talk on the phone – more than many people who face deadly risk are willing to pay to avoid the risk of being killed. 61 While democratic majority decisions are based on the principle of one vote per person, the number of ‘votes’ available for each person to influence which alternative will obtain the highest willingness-to-pay are determined by his/her level of affluence. If a majority prefers alternative A to alternative B, but the minority has a high willingness to pay for alternative B, the latter project may well be the one which obtains the highest total willingness-to-pay. 62 Generally, market mechanisms are not able to secure a socially acceptable distribution of burdens and benefits. Admittedly, according to mainstream economic theory, perfect market competition will distribute resources in such a way that they cannot be redistributed to the benefit of some individuals without at the same time reducing the benefits of others (Pareto optimality). However, the markets of the real world are far from perfect, as there are a number of deviations (e.g. the existence of public goods, externalities and not-fully-informed consumers) from the ideal preconditions of a perfect market. Moreover, even if the market had fulfilled these preconditions, a Pareto optimal situation warrants neither that the original nor the final distribution of resources is optimal. If, for example, there is high extent of agreement in society that the inhabitants in all parts of a region – including persons without a car and with a low income – should be secured basic transport opportunities, a public transportation service with affordable fares will be required even in the local communities where pure market considerations would conclude that the population base was too low. Such a service would typically be justified on the ground that a need for public transport existed among the affected population groups. If the need for such a service had been defined as identical to the willingness to pay, this need would not have been recorded and acknowledged. Considering the sum of the individual’s willingness to pay as an adequate indicator of the need among the population thus implies an underestimation of the needs among low-income groups. Conversely, negative impacts on parties without the ability to pay are considered insignificant 63 . Moreover, due to its complexity and lack of transparency, the calculations of cost-benefit analyses will often be impossible to penetrate for other people than a narrow group of experts. 

Methodology
Feminist methodology is incompatible with the affirmative – top down approach bad
Tickner 01-[professor in the School of International Relations at USC-LA ;J. Ann Gendering World Politics: Issues and Approaches in the Post-Cold War Era page 4-5]

Whereas IR has generally taken a “top-down” approach focused on the great powers, feminist IR often begins its analysis at the local level, with individuals embedded in social structures. While IR has been concerned with explaining the behavior and interaction of states and markets in an anarchic international environment, feminist IR, with its intellectual roots in feminist theory more generally, is seeking to understand the various ways in which unequal gender structures constrain women's, as well as some men's, life chances and to prescribe ways in which these hierarchical social relations might be eliminated. These different realities and normative agendas lead to different methodological approaches. While IR has relied heavily on rationalistic theories based on the natural sciences and economics, feminist IR is grounded in humanistic accounts of social relations, particularly gender relations. Noting that much of our knowledge about the world has been based on knowledge about men, feminists have been skeptical of methodologies that claim the neutrality of their facts and the universality of their conclusions. This skepticism about empiricist methodologies extends to the possibility of developing causal laws to explain the behavior of states. While feminists do see structural regularities, such as gender and patriarchy, they define them as socially constructed and variable across time, place, and culture; understanding is preferred over explanation. 13 These differences over epistemologies may well be harder to reconcile than the differences in perceived realities discussed above.
*** Link

Transportation Link

Transportation planning is rooted in masculine bias and doesn’t consider women
Wajcman 91 (Judy, Professor of Sociology at the London School of Economics and Political Science, "The Built Environment: Women's Place, Gendered Space", Sept 1 1991, http://web.mit.edu/~shaslang/www/WGS/WajcmanBE.pdf. Noparstak)

Consonant with this idea of the home as private space, the distinctiveness of the home became enshrined in state zoning policies which were at the heart of post-war town planning. Cities and towns were to be geographically segregated into their various activities, each with its appropriate location and setting. Zoning “closely approximated stereotypical ideas about man’s use of the environment” (Matrix, 1984, p. 38). It was assumed that the home and the neighborhood were the setting for most women’s lives and that men would travel to work located elsewhere. The main function of transport would be to get men from home to work and back again. The impact that this would have on women’s mobility was not considered. As Susan Saegert (1980) has observed, the long-standing symbolic dichotomy between ‘masculine cities and feminine suburbs’ fundamentally shaped the actual organization of the urban environment, tying women more closely to their immediate locality. Residential areas were and still are physically separated from industrial/commercial sites, distancing women from the ‘economy’. Zoning thus intensified the privatized nature of many women’s lives and their exclusion from the public, socially organized productive life. Suburban zoning restrictions have also operated to separate different sorts of housing development, limiting moderately priced high-density buildings to inner-city sites. As such it has been an important tool in class and race segregation—most infamously in South African urban planning, where black people are expressly confined to certain parts of the city. 
Public Transportation/Auto Link
Public transport systems and automobiles are built around the needs of men without addressing the needs of women
Uteng 11 (Tanu, Research fellow at the Department of Civil and Transport Engineering, Norwegian University of Science and Technology, "Gendered Bargains of Daily Mobility: Citing cases from both Urban and Rural settings, February 2011, http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTWDR2012/Resources/7778105-1299699968583/7786210-1322671773271/uteng.pdf. Noparstak)

It is a well-established fact that transport sector has been gender-biased, or perhaps gender-blind is a more appropriate aphorism. This bias/blindness has been recognised as being part of a systematic methodological flaw, emerging primarily from ignoring the innate differences between the mobility patterns of men and women. Research conducted in the United Kingdom (Hamilton, Hoyle and Jenkins 1999) points out the following primary flaws plaguing the transport system:  The scarcity of women in central positions in policy making and the planning of transport;  The systematic failure to incorporate the voices of women users in the consultation and planning of transport systems. Further, the growth of automobile-dependent societies points to a deliberate snubbing of the mobility needs of women. In all societies, women are primarily dependent on public transport. This has been substantially established by travel behaviour research undertaken around the world, and yet the provision of public transport is far from satisfactory in all parts of the world. And strangely enough, even developed countries are characterised by restricted and poor provision of public transport. Travel studies from the US, Scandinavia and the UK recognise that i) automobility (car usage) is explicitly or strongly implicitly a male form of transportation and ii) structural factors such as impediments to accessing reliable public transportation facilities and consequently low spatial mobility lead to social inequality in the disfavour of women. Despite a raft of such evidence, public transport systems continue to be built around the needs of men without adequately addressing the needs of women.
Ports

Maritime is inherently masculine, causing discrepancies within the system 

Ransley 5 (Jesse, writer for World Archaeology, “Boats Are for Boys: Queering Maritime Archaeology” World Archaeology, 37(4) p.621-629. Noparstak)

Not surprisingly then, the practice of maritime archaeology is similarly androcentric. We make interpretations about male objects and our analysis leans heavily if not entirely towards the masculine. There is not so crude a rule as 'women cannot be maritime archaeologists, or sailors or boat builders', but what is evident is that when women undertake such activities they are undertaking male activities. Put simply, boats are for boys. If ever there was a sub-discipline of archaeology blithely and unquestioningly constructing the world, past and present, in terms of contemporary, Western notions of male and female, it is maritime archaeology. The dominant narrative that prescribes the business of boats and the sea as male can be isolated and traced; it can be explored and its component parts laid out. It is obvious in Western maritime art, and it is also highlighted in our discourse of anomalous females. If 'queering' is questioning the dominant narrative, then the narrative of maritime archaeology, drawing on Western, modern constructions of gender, as well as the gendering of maritime activity as male, is ripe for queering. In this paper I show how these constructs are evident in maritime archaeology's interpretations and reconstruction, but also I argue that this dominant narrative is evident in the development of our discipline, in our techniques, in our dominant theoretical frameworks and our prevailing interpretative narratives. In short, it pervades all that we are interested in: what we do, how we do it and how we started doing it. I suggest that a failure to recognize this supposed universal truth about man and woman and the sea as our construct, as our world-view, means we ignore the possibilities of other ways to be male, female, or to be maritime. Consequently, our constructions of past maritime cultures, and also of maritime activities, are limited. We miss the potential of meanings more complex, more diverse and less rigid. It is not simply that we might not be telling the whole story, but more importantly that we are not even looking for other possibilities because we are not aware that these other possibilities exist. I conclude my paper by arguing that, by failing to explore, or even challenge, the masculist character of maritime archaeology, maritime archaeologists are in fact contributing to their own marginalization within the discipline of archaeology. Moreover the marginalization of maritime archaeology is a loss to the archaeological project as a whole, because maritime archaeology represents a vast, largely untapped source of different data about the past. 
Mega Regions 

Mega-regions link—quantitative studies prove the majority of women won’t benefit from long-distance transportation infrastructure
Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)
The ‘women’s fear’ strand of research proceeded somewhat separately from the ‘journey-to-work’ research. The latter grew out of the observation that women typically travelled shorter distances to employment sites than men; the challenge was to explain why. This neat intellectual problem attracted a number of researchers in the USA, generating debate over the relative importance of income, domestic responsibilities (and the separate effects of marriage, spousal employment and the presence of children), access to transport and the spatial expression of labour market segmentation (Madden and White, 1980; Madden, 1981; Fox, 1983; Hanson and Johnston, 1985; Singell and Lillydahl, 1986; Rutherford and Wekerle, 1988; Gordon et al., 1989; Johnston-Anumonwo, 1992). Most studies involved quantitative analysis of largescale, aggregate databases which allowed for the effects of different variables to be examined separately. But this also meant that complex concepts (such as domestic responsibilities) were reduced to easily measured indicators (such as the presence of children). Studies from other countries, such as Australia (Howe and O’Connor, 1982), Israel (Brooker-Gross and Maraffa, 1985) and France (Fagnani, 1983), showed that the shorter female work-trip was common, but only in recent years have USA researchers shown that the patterns do not necessarily hold true for black and Latina commuters, who face racially segmented labour and housing markets (McLafferty and Preston, 1991).
Employment Link

Understanding employment is crucial to discovering gender identities—the aff fails to investigate the nuanced nature of urban geography
Bondi and Rose 10 (Liz, Professor of Social Geography at the University of Edinburgh, Damaris, obtained her BA and PhD from the University of Sussex (UK) and her MA from the University of Toronto, "Constructing gender, constructing the urban: A review of Anglo-American feminist urban geography", July 14 2010, http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/0966369032000114000. Noparstak)
Through work of these various kinds extending over the past two to three decades, feminist scholarship in urban studies has thus indubitably established the centrality of gender to analysing cities and urban life. Influenced by different strands within feminism, this work has generated distinctive ways of thinking about urban geography. It has also influenced women’s studies by showing how space and place, as materially grounded social constructions, shape the ways gender identities and relations are played out, reinforced or modified. Urban form and process and locational differences within cities thus actively construct gender as well as other social relations: ‘cities are not just the scenery for the playing out of gender’ (Garber & Turner, 1995, p. xviii). For example, feminist urban geography has repeatedly shown how differences in local contexts of employment and neighbourhood are crucial to understanding the ways that gender identities, performances and relations are negotiated and reshaped in the domestic sphere (Dowling, 1998b; Holloway, 1998; Rose, 1999a; Bondi & Christie, 2000; Preston et al., 2000; Duncan & Smith, 2002).

Fear/Irrationality
Portraying women as fearful victims implies that women are “irrational”, reproducing the patriarchal mindset
Bondi and Rose 10 (Liz, Professor of Social Geography at the University of Edinburgh, Damaris, obtained her BA and PhD from the University of Sussex (UK) and her MA from the University of Toronto, "Constructing gender, constructing the urban: A review of Anglo-American feminist urban geography", July 14 2010, http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/0966369032000114000. Noparstak)

The relationship between gender, fear and risk has often been characterised in terms of two mismatches. First, the demographic groups displaying the highest levels of fear (typically elderly women) are at lower risk of experiencing urban violence than many others (notably racialised young men). Secondly, while women tend to be most fearful of violence perpetrated by strangers in urban public space, they are statistically most at risk from acts of violence perpetrated in domestic spaces by men they know. These patterns can be, and have been, interpreted in ways that denigrate women by implying that the constraining and exclusionary effects of fear are consequences of women’s supposedly inherent ‘irrationality’. Thus, women are portrayed as doubly victimised, in the sense of being constrained not only by fear but also by the apparent irrationality of this fear. Feminists have, of course, contested both aspects of this victimisation. Rachel Pain (1991), for example, has provided a powerful critique of claims about mismatches by questioning definitions of violence and arguing that gendered patterns of fear reflect women’s exposure to verbal and gestural assault in urban space (also see Valentine, 1989, 1992). In so doing she criticised persistent failures to recognise women’s experiences accurately, and she suggests that the distributive effects of fear—the capacity to occupy, appropriate and traverse urban space—cannot be understood except in conjunction with these issues of recognition and ‘misrecognition’.
Cities
Funding transportation infrastructure in cities links—attempts to enshrine normative rules of conduct for the working class
Bondi and Rose 10 (Liz, Professor of Social Geography at the University of Edinburgh, Damaris, obtained her BA and PhD from the University of Sussex (UK) and her MA from the University of Toronto, "Constructing gender, constructing the urban: A review of Anglo-American feminist urban geography", July 14 2010, http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/0966369032000114000. Noparstak)
The body of work discussed in the preceding section engages with gendered experiences of urban space. We turn now to a strand within feminist urban geography that examines gendered (re)makings of urban public space. During the 1990s, one of the main foci of urban studies, enthusiastically embraced by geographers (Mitchell, 1995), has been the development of critical perspectives on material and representational dimensions of urban public space, and their implications for social identities and citizenship. From this perspective, public space is understood to be constituted by impositions, negotiations and contestations over which groups comprise the public that has access to these spaces, for what purposes these spaces are used, and what visions of society urban public space embraces, enforces, produces and promotes. Feminist work, in various disciplines, on the gendering and sexing of urban public space in British and North American cities has contributed substantially to this endeavour. It has examined how these cities have been, through different phases of capitalist development, crucibles for attempts to regulate social reproduction, as social reformers and state agencies encoded urban spaces with a ‘moral order’ enshrining normative rules of conduct—notably for the working class, ‘good’ and ‘fallen’ women, youth and the homeless (Driver, 1988; Mackenzie, 1988; Valverde, 1991; Walkowitz, 1992; Wolch & DeVerteuil, 2001; Malone, 2002). Problematising distinctions between public and private space has been central to this work. However, our account is not directly concerned with the troubling of the category ‘public’; instead, we reflect again on the pertinence of Elizabeth Wilson’s (2001) critique of a polarity between portrayals of the urban as unremittingly oppressive and those that focus on its emancipatory potential.

Generic

Women fear vulnerability to sexual assault while travelling

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

Research into the geography of women’s fear revealed pervasive awareness of vulnerability to sexual assault, and an array of self-protection strategies and behavioural constraints such as travelling with an escort and avoiding certain places at certain times (Valentine, 1989; Pain, 1991). These self-imposed precautionary measures limit mobility significantly. They also contribute to the continued under-representation of women in certain settings, thus reinforcing the sense of fear and risk for women who do find themselves in those settings. This strand of research was closely related to the activist anti-rape agenda of the women’s movement, as expressed in ‘Take Back the Night’ marches. In time, it also contributed to the establishment of policy initiatives such as Safer Cities programmes involving safety audits and environmental design to improve safety (Trench et al., 1992).
Feminist geography identified rape and social relations as the two central mechanisms of oppression connected with transportation

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)
Researchers using aggregate travel data and travel diaries for a number of developed countries reported consistent and significant gender differences in trip purpose, trip distance, transport mode and other aspects of travel behaviour (Erickson, 1977; Andrews, 1978; Hanson and Hanson, 1981; Howe and O’Connor, 1982; Fagnani, 1983; Fox, 1983; Pas, 1984). Explanations drew on the burgeoning feminist literature, particularly the concept of sex roles. In turn, the findings of gender differences in transport contributed to a larger theoretical project in feminist geography: the critique of urban land-use structure in contemporary capitalism, of the spatial separation of production and reproduction, and of the cultural dichotomy of public and private space (Markusen, 1980; Harman, 1983; Matrix, 1984; Little et al., 1988; England, 1991). The descriptions of women’s experiences were a useful corrective to earlier urban studies, where, as Linda McDowell (1993a: 166) points out, ‘The gangs, the urban crowds, the flaneurs, the political activists, even the stolid figures of urban commuters were never encumbered by a baby, a stroller and the week’s shopping’. At first, researchers paid quite a lot of attention to the constraints on housewives and mothers of young children, especially in suburban locations (Gavron, 1966; Cichoki, 1980; Forer and Kivell, 1981; Lopata, 1981; Tivers, 1985). Subsequently, however, two main areas of research emerged: the constraints resulting from fear of male sexual violence, and the characteristics of women’s travel to and from employment. These parallel streams drew on two areas of Anglophone feminist scholarship. On the one hand, a broadly defined radical feminist tradition foregrounded sexuality, identified rape as a central mechanism of oppression and used a methodological approach based on women’s experiences. On the other hand, a feminist tradition drawing on Marxism foregrounded work (both paid and domestic), identified social relations in the household and workplace as central mechanisms of oppression, and used a methodological approach based on analysis, often using quantitative data.
*** Alternative

Alt Solvency

Debate produces knowledge on social science that can affect the development of gender and transport

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

The journey-to-work strand of research made a major contribution to urban geography. It produced a substantial body of highly consistent and well supported evidence showing that women (especially married women) displayed different worktrip patterns relative to men. The work on this topic is a textbook example of social science, showing how knowledge can be built up by debate and by formulating and testing hypotheses. The strand also led directly into one of the most productive areas of recent feminist urban research: the investigation of gendered spatial labour markets (Nelson, 1986; Hanson and Pratt, 1988; England, 1993). One significant research project (Hanson and Pratt, 1995) traces its lineage back to early studies on this topic (e.g., Hanson and Hanson, 1978). Yet, as I will argue below, the very success of this line of inquiry has affected the development of the topic of gender and transport as a whole.
Urban geography=metaphors/Gendered feminine thinking ( rethinking new social theories

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

Metaphors of mobility abound in recent works of social theory, especially in poststructuralist writing, as several writers have pointed out (Matless, 1995; Wolff, 1995; McDowell, 1996; Cresswell, 1997). Hanson and Pratt (1995) find themes of exile, nomadism and movement between centre and margin in the work of Trinh Minh-ha, Kathy Ferguson, Gayatri Spivak, Chandra Talpade Mohanty and Elizabeth Grosz. Cresswell (1997) identifies a concern with travel, the migrant and the nomad, in writing by Clifford, Said, Deleuze and Guattari, and Chambers. Other examples include Grossberg’s commuter (cited by Wolff, 1995) and de Certeau’s pedestrian (1984). Yet, as Cresswell argues, nomadic subjects in postmodern discourse tend to be romanticized and decontextualized. In place, he calls for ‘situated and provisional accounts of movement which do not gloss over the real differences in power that exist between the theorist and the source domain of the metaphors of mobility’ (Cresswell, 1997: 379). In other words, we need to turn from the generalizations of poststructuralist theory, to construct more grounded social and cultural geographies of mobility. Metaphors of mobility have been criticized for glossing over the gendered meaning of mobility in western experience. Wolff notes that, for the most part, the travel metaphor is highly gendered, and she illustrates this through a discussion of Victorian women travellers and Beatnik writers (Wolff, 1995). McDowell (1996) expands this point in a debate with Cresswell (1993); in contrast to his interpretation of mobility as resistance, she offers a feminist reading of Beatnik literature and a challenge to the association of mobility with masculinity. When feminist thinkers use metaphors of mobility, it is often through reflection on their personal experience of mobility and travel. For example, the two collections of essays by Braidotti (1994) and Wolff (1995) (revealingly titled Nomadic subjects and Resident alien, respectively) link theory with their own experience of moving between languages and continents. Braidotti connects the figuration of the nomadic subject with her affection for places of transit such as tram stops and airport lounges, and then discusses the works of a number of contemporary artists which creatively appropriate and reflect upon places of transit (1994: 19–20). Although as yet undeveloped, this approach offers the possibility of connecting new currents in social theory with the lived experience of using transport.
Spillover

Our critique spills over to discussion of gender relations, transport systems, public and private spaces, accessibility, and the organization of human activity

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

Twenty years ago, feminist geographers and urban planners began publishing critiques of the gender-blind approach to transportation research and planning, thus marking out the direction for a new field of research. Attention to transport offered a way to link discussions of gender relations, transport systems, public and private spaces, accessibility, and the spatial and temporal organization of human activity. A spate of empirical research followed, substantially increasing our understanding of gender differences in travel behaviour in first-world countries. Yet the work by geographers on gender and transport remains confined to a limited number of research topics and theoretical approaches. The field is still largely defined in terms of travel behaviour and policy, and one debate in particular – explanation of women’s typically shorter work-trips – has overshadowed all others. Opportunities presented by the ‘cultural turn’ in the social sciences, and by developments in social theory and feminist geography, have yet to be taken up. The purpose of this article is to review critically the development of this field of research, and to suggest directions for the future.
Alt Card/Link

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

Research interest in the work-trip overshadowed other mobility issues, such as nonwork-trips (see Hillman and Whalley, 1977, on recreation), trips by nonemployed people such as older women (Rosenbloom, 1993) and potential trips that are not made. In part, the emphasis on the work-trip was a response to social change, as economic restructuring and a growing service sector generated new working conditions and labour demands for women in developed countries. But interest in the work-trip also derives in part from its power as a metaphor, both for women’s lives and for feminist geography. The work-trip is the single human activity that most clearly bridges the symbolic and spatial distinction between public and private which is a feature of western urbanism. It is the actual and metaphoric link between the spheres and spaces of production and reproduction, work and home. Serious attention to the work-trip unsettles the neat binary of separate spheres, and forces us to recognize the messy interwoven reality of daily life. The topic of the work-trip has thus served as a way of dissolving conceptual boundaries. The focus on employed women challenges the crude association of ‘women = home/men = paid work’, and reminds us that men’s lives also include a domestic component. Also, the focus challenges the barrier between the theoretical literature on labour markets and housing markets; as Pratt and Hanson (1991: 57) note: ‘The prime link between housing markets and labour markets in both residential choice and job search models remains the journey to work as some measure of home-work time/distance/cost’. But while the focus on the work-trip served to destabilize and dissolve some conceptual boundaries in human geography, it also tended to fix the conceptual boundary around the field of gender and transport and hence to marginalize some issues.
*** Impact

Root Cause

Patriarchal hierarchies are the root cause of international violence 

Runyan 94 (Professor and former Head, Department of Women's, Gender, and Sexuality Studies, University of Cincinnati Anne Sisson Women, Gender, and World Politics: Perspectives, Policies, and Prospects Page 202 – 203)

These hierarchies of men over women and officers over recruits, Radical feminists insist, lay the basis for hierarchies in the international system. For example, Strange argues that "international politics closely resembles gang fights in the playground. The leader is the one acknowledged to have superior force: his power is then augmented by his position--in effect, the power of his underlings is added to his own. They give this power to him and get certain benefits--protection, enhanced prestige from the relationship to the leader." 3 Thus, from the Radical feminist view, the international system of unequal and competitive states can be seen as one big male-protection racket wherein the strong extort the weak to enter into various military and economic alliances or relationships that mostly benefit the strong. Radical feminists argue that this male-protection racket has its origins in patriarchal thinking that assumes that "man" should have dominion over natural resources. In particular, Western patriarchal thinking, which Radical feminists claim is reflective of the worldview of largely white men in power in the West, considers not only the natural world but also white women and Third World peoples as raw materials that can be exploited for political and economic gain. This constant extraction of resources--which increasingly impoverishes women, Third World peoples and states dependent on "aid" from elite men and First World states--is what makes the male-protection racket possible. This racket undermines any attempts to develop self-reliance that might release dominated peoples and states from the contemporary international hierarchy. Thus, for Radical feminists, the struggles of "weak" states against "strong" are related to the struggles of women against patriarchal domination. "The aim of self-reliance is paralleled by the struggle of many women who refuse to be victims any longer, yet also refuse to become oppressors. What is being struggled against is at root the same thing--a hierarchy grounded in and perpetuated by sexual dominance." 4 
Violence

Violence against women goes unnoticed by society and is the largest systemic impact—it’s an ethical and political obligation to prevent
French et al 98 (Stanley, Professor of Philosophy at Concordia University in Montreal, Wanda Teays, professor and chair of the Philosophy Department at Mount St. Mary's College in Los Angeles, Ph.D. in Humanities from Concordia University in Montreal, and an M.T.S. (Applied Ethics) from Harvard University, "Violence Against Women. Philosophical Perspectives", Cornell University, http://books.google.com/books?id=5_deWNO1GEUC&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_ge_summary_r&cad=0#v=onepage&q&f=false. Noparstak)

Women are the victims of widespread personal and systemic violence, the true scope and gender-specific nature of which emergy clearly when all types of violence are set in context in a collection such as this one. The sweep of violence—over or subtle—is striking: common in North America and elsewhere are sexual assault and rape, wife battering, sexual harassment, prostitution, sadistic pornography, and sexual exploitation by medical personnel. Cultures beyond these shores add their own forms of violence such as dowry death and female genital mutilation as well as the disproportionate abortion of female fetuses and systematic neglect of girl children. Only recently have philosophers begun to inquire into violence against women. Yet it is striking that such an important social phenomenon did not capture philosophical attention long ago. It cries out for conceptual analysis: what do we mean by “violence”, and what can we conclude about the special forms of violence directed toward women? Moreover, such violence is precisely the sort of issue that ethics, political philosophy, and philosophy of law deal with; so how can there be an elaborate historical discourse on just war theory and no theory of rape or wife beating? Despite their impact on women’s lives, such practices have simply been part of the backdrop, unnoticed and certainly not treated as fit subjects for serious theorizing. According to former U.S. Surgeon General C. Everett Koop, domestic violence is the top problem for American women, causing more inujuries than automobile accidents, muggings, and rapes combined. According to a U.S. Justice Department study, nearly 700,000 victims of violence or suspected violence treated in hospital emergency rooms in 1994 were hurt by someone they knew. Of these approximately 243,000 (or 34 percent) were injured by someone they knew intimately—a current of former spouse, boyfriend, or girlfriend. Of these, 203,000 (over 80 percent) were women. One of the distinctive characteristics of violence directed toward women is that it tends, unlike violence toward men, to come from those they know (Blodgett-Ford, 1993: 510). That it is rooted in asymmetrical assumptions about the nature of the two sexes is illustrated by the belated recognition of marital rape as a crime in most states. (Some, like Oklahoma and North Carolina, still fail to recognize it as such [Down, 1992: 569].) Sexist assumptions clearly play a role, too, in the massive exploitation of women as prostitutes. The consequences for these women may be dire, especially when, as in India, a majority are indentured slaves, many of whom are doomed to die of AIDS (Friedman, 1996: 12). The specifically sexual element in gender relations comes to the fore in pornography, especially sadistic pornography. Both the production of such materials and their disproportionate consumption by males reinforce and promote the attitudes toward women that fuel the practices discussed here. Such attitudes become especially apparent in war, when rape is used as a weapon against the enemy. 

War Module
Feminism is the only way to prevent great power wars- solves the root cause of masculine policies and unjust social hierarchies

Tickner 2001 [J. Ann is a feminist international relations (IR) theorist. She is a professor at the School of International Relations, University of Southern California, Los Angeles.[1] Her books include Gendering World Politics: Issues and Approaches in the Post-Cold War Era (Columbia University, 2001), Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving International Security (Columbia University, 1992) “Gendering World Politics: Issues and Approaches in the Post-Cold War Era” May http://www.ciaonet.org/book/tia01/index.html] AK

Chapter 2 deals with war, peace, and security—issues that continue to be central to the discipline. While realists see the contemporary system as only a temporary lull in great-power conflict, others see a change in the character of war, with the predominance of conflicts of state building and state disintegration driven by ethnic and national identities as well as by material interests. Since feminists use gender as a category of analysis, issues of identity are central to their approach; chapter 2 explores the ways in which the gendering of nationalist and ethnic identities can exacerbate conflict. Feminists are also drawing our attention to the increasing impact of these types of military conflicts on civilian populations. Civilians now account for about 90 percent of war casualties, the majority of whom are women and children. Questioning traditional IR boundaries between anarchy and danger on the outside and order and security on the inside, as well as the realist focus on states and their interactions, feminists have pointed to insecurities at all levels of analysis; for example, Katharine Moon has demonstrated how the “unofficial” support of military prostitution served U.S. alliance goals in Korea, thus demonstrating links between interpersonal relations and state policies at the highest level.15 Feminist analysis of wartime rape has shown how militaries can be a threat even to their own populations;16 again, feminist scholarship cuts across the conventional focus on interstate politics or the domestic determinants of foreign policy. Feminists have claimed that the likelihood of conflict will not diminish until unequal gender hierarchies are reduced or eliminated; the privileging of characteristics associated with a stereotypical masculinity in states’ foreign policies contributes to the legitimization not only of war but of militarization more generally. Wary of what they see as gendered dichotomies that have pitted realists against idealists and led to overly simplistic assumptions about warlike men and peaceful women,17 certain feminists are cautioning against the association of women with peace, a position that, they believe, disempowers both women and peace. The growing numbers of women in the military also challenges and complicates these essentialist stereotypes. To this end, and as part of their effort to rethink concepts central to the field, feminists define peace and security, not in idealized ways often associated with women, but in broad, multidimensional terms that include the elimination of social hierarchies such as gender that lead to political and economic injustice.

Invisible conflicts create more violence than publicized militaristic violence

Reardon, 93 (Betty, Women and peace: feminist visions of global security, p.39-40)

War has always been the most well organized and destructive form of violence in which human beings have engaged. However, physical or direct violence, particularly military violence, in the twentieth century appears to be more varied and is certainly more potentially destructive than it has ever been. Armed conflict itself is a common condition of life throughout the world. “Low-intensity conflict,” the constant and pervasive warfare that has plagued Central America, the Philippines, and other areas where internal violent struggles characterize politics, has become the most common form of war in our time. It is waged by government, political factions, and “drug lords.” Such “civil” conflicts, and the excessive violence that currently plagues urban society, take more civilian lives than lives of combatants, and disrupt and debase the life of entire societies. For example, gunfights have occurred between rival gangs in cities; children have been shot on playgrounds and have shot each other in their schools. In the fall of 1991, the New York Times reported that many children, some as young as nine, carry guns for “protection.” While the media and policy-makers focus more on the major events of armed conflict among nations, such as that which has kept the Middle East in a constant state of hostility, these other incidents of warfare go on unabated.

Dehumanization/VTL Impact

An ideal sense of hegemonic masculinity will forever be unattainable, instead it dehumanizes females and kills value to life

Tickner, 92-[ J. Ann. (1992). (Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving Global Security, Engendered Insecurities. Columbia University Press. Retrieved June 22, 2011 from Columbia International Affairs Online http://www.ciaonet.org/book/tickner/tickner12.html]- AAA 
While the purpose of this book is to introduce gender as a category of analysis into the discipline of international relations, the marginalization of women in the arena of foreign policy-making through the kind of gender stereotyping that I have described suggests that international politics has always been a gendered activity in the modern state system. Since foreign and military policy-making has been largely conducted by men, the discipline that analyzes these activities is bound to be primarily about men and masculinity. We seldom realize we think in these terms, however; in most fields of knowledge we have become accustomed to equating what is human with what is masculine. Nowhere is this more true than in international relations, a discipline that, while it has for the most part resisted the introduction of gender into its discourse, bases its assumptions and explanations almost entirely on the activities and experiences of men. Any attempt to introduce a more explicitly gendered analysis into the field must therefore begin with a discussion of masculinity. Masculinity and politics have a long and close association. Characteristics associated with "manliness," such as toughness, courage, power, independence, and even physical strength, have, throughout history, been those most valued in the conduct of politics, particularly international politics. Frequently, manliness has also been associated with violence and the use of force, a type of behavior that, when conducted in the international arena, has been valorized and applauded in the name of defending one's country. This celebration of male power, particularly the glorification of the male warrior, produces more of a gender dichotomy than exists in reality for, as R. W. Connell points out, this stereotypical image of masculinity does not fit most men. Connell suggests that what he calls "hegemonic masculinity," a type of culturally dominant masculinity that he distinguishes from other subordinated masculinities, is a socially constructed cultural ideal that, while it does not correspond to the actual personality of the majority of men, sustains patriarchal authority and legitimizes a patriarchal political and social order. 6 Hegemonic masculinity is sustained through its opposition to various subordinated and devalued masculinities, such as homosexuality, and, more important, through its relation to various devalued femininities. Socially constructed gender differences are based on socially sanctioned, unequal relationships between men and women that reinforce compliance with men's stated superiority. Nowhere in the public realm are these stereotypical gender images more apparent than in the realm of international politics, where the characteristics associated with hegemonic masculinity are projected onto the behavior of states whose success as international actors is measured in terms of their power capabilities and capacity for self-help and autonomy.

Disabilities Module

Questioning urban geography encompasses a wide range of cultural studies including disabilities
Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

It is significant, however, that the less glamorous practice of daily mobility has to date been little affected by developments in social theory. Some scholars of disability have begun to connect concepts of difference, exclusion, access and justice with concrete issues of daily movement (e.g., Butler and Bowlby, 1997), but this work still tends to be interpreted as ‘about disability’ and thus outside mainstream concerns. Yet the topic offers a great deal of scope for study. Daily mobility incorporates a range of issues central to human geography, including the use of (unequally distributed) resources, the experience of social interactions in transport-related settings and participation in a system of cultural beliefs and practices. Attention to flows of people through the daily activity-space animates our understanding of geographic location of ‘home and work’, and links spatial patterns with temporal rhythms. It reminds us that while residential and employment location may be stable, human beings are not rooted in place, and that activity-space is not divided into a sterile dichotomy of (male) public and (female) private. Mobility is also a potent issue for local political struggles, drawing on the interests of individuals variously identified by class, gender, disability, age and neighbourhood residence. How then might we link the recent theoretical interest in mobility with the issues of daily mobility more commonly addressed in urban and transport geography? I suggest that instead of pursuing the metaphors of mobility which populate abstract theory, we turn instead to some new developments under the broad ambit of cultural studies, from fields including cultural geography, anthropology, history, sociology, disability studies, literature and feminist studies. This work offers insights into both practices and meanings (especially gendered meanings) of daily mobility, through grounded studies of specific situations, and so forms a useful counterpoint to the behavioural and policy driven focus of existing transport research.
Ableism is structured in an ontology of violence – its imperative to reject it 

HughesHead of Division of SociologyGlasgow Caledonian University2007 Bill Being disabled: towards a critical social ontology for disability studies Disability & Society 22.7 Taylor & Francis 

Readers may have noticed in this very preliminary and adumbrated account of what a critical social ontology for disability studies might look like a measure of intellectual affinity with one of the key building blocks of the critique of the individual and medical model’s of disability (and ergo of the social model of disability), namely ‘personal tragedy theory’ (Oliver, 1990). This concept need not be reduced to issues of compensation, entitlement or therapeutic interventions (Oliver, 1996, p. 131; Kumari Campbell, 2005) but is closely articulated with the negative and invalidating way in which non‐disabled people relate to disabled people and the threat that this poses to the ‘psycho‐emotional well‐being’ of disabled people (Thomas, 1999). Fiona Kumari Campbell (2005, p. 109) argued that,almost without fail in modern discourse, disability ‘is assumed to be ontologically intolerable, that is, inherently negative’ and ‘always present … in the ableist talk of normalcy, normalization and humanness’.The assumption that a disabled life is ubiquitously, even invariably, blighted and aberrant is spliced into the emotion of pity that underpins disability charity (Smith, 2005), into the ‘practices and effects of the law’ (Kumari Campbell, 2005), into conceptions and practices of care (Hughes et al., 2005), into the humiliations and violations of institutional life (Malacrida, 2005), into the order of things, into everyday subjectivity. One could go one better, extending the (recently researched) list of realms in which the authenticity of disability is implicitly or explicitly questioned, the blight of oppression felt and ontological recognition denied.It is the task of a critical social ontology for disability studies to claim authenticity for disability whenever it is denied,be it in the cold logic of Peter Singer’s (1995) ‘preference utilitarianism’ that revokes personhood from those who are unable to engage reflexively with their own temporality or in the most mundane everyday words or deeds that exclude or invalidate.
*** Blocks
AT Perm

Only by putting gender first in the discussion can we break down transport and feminist geography 

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)
In an alternative approach (typified by the frequently cited work of Pickup) a theoretical discussion of gender is presented first, which is then used to explain transport patterns. Pickup (1984; 1988) argues that women’s gender role is the primary reason for their low travel mobility, and he identifies three components of the role: family role-playing, gender-related tasks and the conditions under which women travel. While this approach is more consistent with work in feminist geography than the approach described above, the use of the concept of gender role is somewhat problematic. Although Pickup does direct attention to unequal access to household resources (such as a car), the concept of role-playing tends to imply equivalence, consensus and choice rather than power and coercion. As such, it has been heavily criticized by feminist theorists in other contexts. Pickup’s framework also downplays constraints on mobility which are located in gender relations outside the home, such as women’s lower rates of pay and lower access to company cars. Other ways of theorizing gender and transport are rare. Hamilton and Jenkins (1989) offer suggestions for a more inclusive framework for understanding women’s transport needs, which includes attention to socialization history and body size, as well as domestic role, and labour market position. Although Little (1994) includes an early chapter on theorizing gender, her discussion of transport does not develop this. Why has the topic of gender and transport failed to develop to the extent that similar subject areas such as gender and health care (e.g., Muller, 1990; Miles, 1991) have done? I would argue that the reasons lie in trends in both transport geography and feminist geography.
Transportation geography becomes co-opted by the masculine when combined with political solutions

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)
Transport geography has long been rather isolated from broader trends in human geography (Daniels and Warnes, 1980) although it has close links with the professional practice disciplines of urban planning and civil engineering. For example, in a comprehensive review, Taaffe and Gauthier (1994) note the paucity of published work using a Marxist analysis, during a period when Marxist theory was stimulating a great deal of research in related fields such as housing. Although they identify a few studies from a humanistic/interpretive perspective, these are largely works of historical analysis (e.g., Cronon, 1991). Indeed, there have apparently been few attempts to incorporate contemporary social theory into transport geography; instead, inspiration for new approaches is sought from policy-related areas such as environmental sustainability. Vigorous debates generated by the introduction of recent social theory into established subdisciplines such as medical geography (Kearns, 1993) or retail geography (Wrigley and Lowe, 1994) have not been replicated in transport geography. In particular, transport geography has not engaged with feminist thought. In part, this reflects the largely male composition of the subdiscipline. It is notable that of all the AAG specialty groups surveyed in 1984, the transportation geography group contained the lowest proportion of women (8.3%) (Goodchild and Janelle, 1988: 21). Gender and transport has remained peripheral to the central concerns of transport geography, as revealed, for example, in a series of progress reviews of transport geography in the mid1980s that failed to mention the topic (Rimmer, 1985; 1986; 1988).
AT Positivism/Science

Positivism is a masculine perception – feminist views – 

Nhanenge 7 

– Master of Arts at the development studies @ the University of South Africa (Jytte “Ecofeminism: Towards Integrating the concerns of women,, poor people and nature into development” http://uir.unisa.ac.za/bitstream/handle/10500/570/dissertation.pdf?sequence=1) - JS
An important underlying principle in feminist research is its opposition to positivist assumptions. Positivism is seen as a male perception that is objective, logic, task-oriented and instrumental It reflects a masculine emphasis on individual competition, hard facts, domination and control. Positivist methods are therefore perceived as patriarchal because they attempt to understand the world in order to control, dominate and exploit its resources. In contrast, feminist researchers are committed to eradicating power imbalances in generation of knowledge. It includes an open, interactive and flexible research situation that allows for the researcher's bias. This manifests the feminist researchers' refusal to create artificial dualist distinctions between the subject and the object, the private and the public, the personal and the political domains. Feminist research is consequently committed to a feminist epistemology. It comprises theoretical and political analysis that critique dominant conceptions and gendered criteria of knowledge. Feminist research is therefore concerned with both the content and the process of research. Or said differently, it reflects both ontological and epistemological concerns. It is this connection between being and knowing that defines feminine research. Hence, it is important. It relates to what should be researched and how it should be done in order to be called knowledge. Feminist researchers conclusively find that women's direct experience of reality are a valid basis from which to develop an epistemological theory. (Terre Blanche and Durrheim 1999: 442-443).
The affirmatives ‘science’ is exlusive- it doesn’t take into account women’s experience and knowledge that results in bias data that allows for the patriarchal system to skew data in their favor. 

Nhanenge 7
– Master of Arts at the development studies @ the University of South Africa (Jytte “Ecofeminism: Towards Integrating the concerns of women,, poor people and nature into development” http://uir.unisa.ac.za/bitstream/handle/10500/570/dissertation.pdf?sequence=1)//AA¶ 

By its thorough research into the origin of science, economics and technology feminists, ecologists and ecofeminists have shown that all three systemare dominant perspectives. Science is founded purely on a masculine perception of reality, while all feminine elements are excluded. Science consequently overlooks and undermines the experience and knowledge of women and nature. This has lead to domination and exploitation of women, Others and nature. Moreover, marginalization of all that relates to the feminine has resulted in a method of knowledge generation, which can only include quantitative elements. The result is that everything, which cannot be counted, is considered of no importance and value in science. Hence, knowledge generation excludes smell, taste, sound and colour, as well as ethics, aesthetics and spirituality. This is consistent with the patriarchal perception of reality, which is fragmented and discriminatory. Hence, also patriarchal science became reductionist and biased. The sad result of this is that science has become inadequate as a knowledge system. Furthermore, science was created with the value that nature consists of passive, unchanging pans. Thus, science has propagated the false social belief that the living Earth is a dead machine. These values combined are of great advantage for the patriarchy. It permits the Ups to focus on knowing nature only to the extend that man can control it, with the purpose to manipulate it and exploit its natural resources for economic profits. Since women and Others are excluded, and nature is dead the scientific system ensures that there is so much more wealth and luxury for the greedy patriarchy.
AT: Cede the Political

The K is a prior question and has ultimate policy relevance – deconstructing gender sets the necessary terms for effective politics. 

Shepherd 2007 [Laura J., Department of Political Science and International Studies, University of Birmingham, “Victims, Perpetrators and Actors’ Revisited:1 Exploring the Potential for a Feminist Reconceptualisation of (International) Security and (Gender) Violence,” BJPIR: 2007 VOL 9, 239–256]

In this article, I explore the discursive constitution of concepts of (gender) violence and (international) security in particular texts. However, this research is explicitly not ‘merely theoretical’, or ‘academic’ in the pejorative sense of the term.8 My interest in the concepts of international security and gender violence is indeed motivated by a desire to see whether these concepts could be fruitfully reconceived, but the article also considers the implications of this reconceptualisation for policy and academic work. I wish to provide for those undertaking such work alternative concepts with which to proceed. I identify myself as a feminist researcher, and recognise that this entails a curiosity about ‘the concept, nature and practice of gender’ (Zalewski 1995, 341). This curiosity questions the ways in which gender is made meaningful in social/political interactions and the practices—or performances—through which gender configures boundaries of subjectivity. I espouse a feminism that seeks to challenge conventional constructions of gendered subjectivity and political community, while acknowledging the intellectual heritage of feminisms that seek to claim rights on behalf of a stable subject and maintain fidelity to a regime of truth that constitutes the universal category of ‘women’ (Butler 2004, 8–11). While a feminist project that does not assume a stable ontology of gender may seem problematic, I argue, along with Judith Butler, that ‘[t]he deconstruction of identity is not the deconstruction of politics; rather, it establishes as political the very terms through which identity is articulated’ (Butler 1999, 189). A focus on articulation entails a further commitment to the analytical centrality of language—or, as I see it, discourse. Elizabeth Grosz argues that an integral part of feminist theory is the willingness to ‘tackle the question of the language available for theoretical purposes and the constraints it places on what can be said’ (Grosz 1987, 479). To me, this aspect of feminist theory is definitive of my feminist politics. If ‘men and women are the stories that have been told about “men” and “women” ’ (Sylvester 1994, 4), and the way that ‘men’ and ‘women’ both act and are acted upon, then the language used to tell those stories and describe those actions is not just worthy of analytical attention but can form the basis of an engaged critique. Furthermore, an approach that recognises that there is more to the discursive constitution of gender—the stories that are told about ‘men’ and ‘women’—than linguistic practices can enable thinking gender differently.
AT Gender Turn

Questioning the metaphor of mobility BETTER understands the nature of fluid identities, only the aff links

Law 99 (Robin, Department of Geography, University of Otago New Zealand, "Progress in Human Geography", http://phg.sagepub.com/content/23/4/567.full.pdf. Noparstak)

Among feminist geographers, the work of Hanson and Pratt (1995) offers some useful possibilities for linking metaphors of mobility with research into urban housing and labour markets. They recognize the attractions of poststructuralist notions of fluid, mobile identities, but set these ideas alongside firmly grounded descriptions of a harsher world where identities are ‘sticky’ and choices are more tightly constrained. Although their Worcester research is primarily what they term a ‘containment story’, they note how mobility stories disrupt that narrative and ‘help to remind us that identities, while constituted in and by places, also exceed them’ (1995: 228). This theme is not strongly developed in their work, but it is a tantalizing example of the possibilities of thinking about mobility and identity in specific urban settings. As Cresswell (1997: 361) notes, the study of mobility has not been accorded the same attention within the discipline of geography as place, space, landscape and territory. The new interest in mobility as a concept is now beginning to influence some geographical work on human movement over long distances, notably the study of travel (Robertson et al., 1994; Clifford, 1997) and migration (Hyndman, 1997) and travellers (Sibley, 1995; Cresswell, 1996). Questions about the politics of mobility are also being raised in discussions of time-space compression and globalization. For example, Massey (1993: 62) shows how ‘mobility and control over mobility both reflect and reinforce power’.
K associates feminism, not women, with peace – the distinction is critical to problematizing essentialism and masculinity.  

Tickner 1 (J. Ann, prof at the School of International Relations, USC, Gendering World Politics: Issues and Approaches in the Post–Cold War Era, p. 60-61) 

While this essentializing association of women with peace is problematic, it is the case that women in the United States have consistently shown less support for forceful means of pursuing foreign-policy goals than men, and this gender gap continues to grow. It was widest at the time of the Gulf War of 1991—although it closed somewhat once the fighting had begun.83 It has also been suggested that those who oppose military intervention are among those most likely to support feminist goals, a claim supported by an analysis of attitudes toward the peace process in the Middle East. A study of Israeli, Egyptian, Palestinian, and Kuwaiti attitudes toward the Arab/Israeli conflict, broken down by sex, found that men and women did not have different attitudes and there was no evidence of women being less militaristic. Using data collected between 1988 and 1994, the study did, however, find a strong positive correlation between attitudes toward support for equality of women and support for diplomacy and compromise. The authors therefore saw a connection between feminism and positive attitudes about the resolution of international conflict.84 This example is instructive; reducing unequal gender hierarchies could make a positive contribution to peace and social justice. Likewise, by moving beyond dichotomous ways of thinking about war and peace, problematizing the social construction of gender hierarchies, and exposing myths about male protection that these ways of thinking promote, we would be able to construct less-gendered and more-inclusive definitions of security. Offering a counterposition that rejects both the masculinity of war and a feminine peace, Mary Burguieres has argued for building a feminist security framework on common, ungendered foundations. She has suggested a role for feminism in dismantling the imagery that underlies patriarchy and militarism and a joint effort in which both women and men would be responsible for changing existing structures.85 Such efforts require a problematization of dichotomized constructions such as war and peace and realism and idealism in order to provide new ways of understanding these phenomena that can help us envisage a more robust notion of security.


A study of heterotopic space is necessary to ask the prerequisite questions to challenging heteronormative discourse and effective activism

Steyaert, 2010 - Doctor in Psychology and Professor in Organizational Psychology at the University of St. Gallen (January 2010, Chris, Gender, Work and Organization., “Queering Space: Heterotopic Life in Derek Jarman’s Garden”, vol. 17, no. 1,  NZR)

With the idea of other(ing) spaces, a relevant question for organization analysis as a heterotopology becomes central: how are spaces controlled or altered? A politics and ethics of difference urges us to consider the Foucauldian question: what price must be paid for subjects to speak the truth about themselves? Who can do and say what, where and at what price, is then a major issue of dis/organizing spaces, and turns our focus towards the difficult kind of spatial study that is interested in movements, moving places and places that are continuously being transformed, and thus never can be pinpointed as such, except by pointing at resistant and queer forms of activism that endlessly subvert and redefine space. It is a study of heterotopic space that connects desire with subjectivity in order to understand the price of queering space. A complex and difficult task emerges when we try to answer the question that Berard (1999, p. 219) formulated so sharply in this regard: Are we all capable of having our self-evidences continually undermined, thinking what thought silently thinks so that we can think differently, endlessly transforming ourselves, forever seeking to escape from the confines of identity, always resisting the powers that be (no matter what they are), and, in a word, living a life of hyper- and pessimistic activism? 
AT: Realism Good

Realism is inherently masculine and makes violence inevitable – the Kritik is the only way to solve these forms of violence.

Tickner 92 (J. Ann, Professor of International Relations and Director of the Center for International Studies at the University of Southern California, 1992. Gender in International Relations, p. 41-44)
Behind this reification of state practices hide social institutions that are made and remade by individual actions. In reality, the neorealist depiction of the state as a unitary actor is grounded in the historical practices of the Western state system: neorealist characterizations of state behavior, in terms of self-help, autonomy, and power seeking, privilege characteristics associated with the Western construction of masculinity. Since the beginning of the state system, the national security functions of states have been deeded to us through gendered images that privilege masculinity. The Western state system began in seventeenth-century Europe. As described by Charles Tilly, the modern state was born through war; leaders of nascent states consolidated their power through the coercive extraction of resources and the conquest of ever-larger territories. Success in war continued to be imperative for state survival and the building of state apparatus.38 Throughout the period of state building in the West, nationalist movements have used gendered imagery that exhorts masculine heroes to fight for the establishment and defense of the mother country. The collective identity of citizens in most states depends heavily on telling stories about, and celebration of, wars of independence or national liberation and other great victories in battle. National anthems are frequently war songs, just as holidays are celebrated with military parades and uniforms that recall great feats in past conflicts. These collective historical memories are very important for the way in which individuals define themselves as citizens as well as for the way in which states command support for their policies, particularly foreign policy. Rarely, however, do they include experiences of women or female heroes. While the functions of twentieth-century states extend well beyond the provision of national security, national security issues, particularly in time of war, offer a sense of shared political purpose lacking in most other areas of public policy.39 The state continues to derive much of its legitimacy from its security function; it is for national security that citizens are willing to make sacrifices, often unquestioningly.40 Military budgets are the least likely area of public spending to be contested by politicians and the public, who are often manipulated into supporting military spending by linking it with patriotism. When we think about the state acting in matters of national security, we are entering a policy world almost exclusively inhabited by men. Men make national security policy both inside and outside the military establishment. Carol Cohn argues that strategic discourse, with its emphasis on strength, stability, and rationality, bears an uncanny resemblance to the ideal image of masculinity. Critics of U.S. nuclear strategy are branded as irrational and emotional. In the United States, these “defense intellectuals” are almost all white men; Cohn tells us that while their language is one of abstraction, it is loaded with sexual imagery.45 She claims that the discourse employed in professional and political debates about U.S. security policy “would appear to have colonized our minds and to have subjugated other ways of understanding relations among states.” Cohn suggests that this discourse has become the only legitimate response to questions of how best to achieve national security; it is a discourse far removed from politics and people, and its deliberations go on disconnected from the functions they are supposed to serve. Its powerful claim to legitimacy rests, in part, on the way national security specialists view the international system.

AT: Realism Inevitable 

Its try or die for the neg—adhering to inevitability of realism makes war and violence inevitable

Blanchard 2003 (Eric M. Blanchard is a PhD Candidate in the School of International. Relations at the University of Southern California, “ Gender, International Relations, and the Development of Feminist Security Theory”; http://people.reed.edu/~ahm/Courses/Reed-POL-240-2010-S3_IP/Syllabus/EReadings/05.1/05.1.zFurther_Blanchard2003Gender.pdf )

Tickner’s book in particular presents an early feminist critique of the realist tradition and the first step to evaluating prevalent notions of security from a gender-sensitive perspective. With its military focus, IR security studies had become, according to Tickner, a “dysfunctional” response to the challenges of human and environmental security. As Tickner explains, realism stresses rationality, strength, power, autonomy, and independence, qualities as associated with foreign policy and military affairs as they are with masculinity (1992, 3). She problematizes as well the exogeniety of domestic affairs in the realist account and shows how ostensibly objective realist national security studies attempt to explain the causes of war through a discourse that privileges a view based on hegemonic masculinity. While realists take power as the coercive means by which states obtain security at the expense of other states, Tickner suggests instead that an ethos of “mutual enablement rather than domination” could underlie a positive-sum notion of security inspired by peace activism (1992, 65). Like Elshtain, Tickner challenges the realist aversion to morality in IR, questioning the adaptation of a set of public (and thus international) values as a basis for security so wildly at odds with the values we “espouse at home” (1992, 138). Applying gender as a category of analysis to show the possibility of a more comprehensive notion of security, Tickner traces the linkage between the system of international relations (and its theorization) and multileveled, gendered insecurities. Against realism’s assumption of autonomous states and its prescription of self-help in a hostile anarchical environment, Tickner argues that the threats of the nuclear age, cross-border environmental degradation, and evidence of increasing international cooperation demand that interdependence be taken seriously (1992). For Tickner, the assumption that there is order within and anarchy beyond the bounds of the community effects a divide between international and domestic politics that mirrors the public-private split that feminist theorists argue perpetuates domestic violence. Tickner rejects the analytic separation of explanations for war into distinct levels and the identification of security with state borders, arguing that violence at the international, national, and family levels is interrelated, ironically taking place in domestic and international spaces beyond the reaches of law (1992, 58, 193). Feminists in IR find the levels-of-analysis approach particularly inappropriate to their concerns because the problem of the system of patriarchy cannot be addressed solely by reference to particular actors, whether they are men or states (Brown 1988, 473).  Like Tickner, many IR feminists problematize the state and raise questions as to its status as protector of women. Peterson argues that, in addition to its relegation of sexual violence and its threat to the private domestic realm, the state is implicated in the ways that women become “the objects of masculinist social control not only through direct violence (murder, rape, battering, incest), but also through ideological constructs, such as ‘women’s work’ and the cult of motherhood, that justify structural violence— inadequate health care, sexual harassment, and sex-segregated wages, rights and resources” (1992c, 46). However, while not denying the possibility of limited protection offered by the state (Harrington 1992), FST contests the notion of protection—“the exchange of obedience/ subordination for (promises of) security”—as a justification for state power (Peterson 1992c, 50). Peterson likens the state’s provision of security for women to a protection racket, “implicated in the reproduction of hierarchies and in the structural violence against which they claim to offer protection” (1992c, 51). In addition, Stiehm argues that the state typically denies women the opportunity to be societal “protectors,” assigning to them the role of “protected” despite the predatory threat often posed by their ostensible guardians (1983a). Governmental attempts to achieve total security versus an external threat can result in predictable oppression: “The problem is that the potential victim is both more accessible and compliant than the marauder. Because the protector is embarrassed and frustrated by his failure to protect, he restricts his protectee instead” (373). By circumscribing the possibilities of the female deployment of legitimate force, the masculine state effectively denies the development of what Stiehm calls a “defender” society, one “composed of citizens equally liable to experience violence and equally responsible for exercising society’s violence” (367). Reconceptualizing violence In Gender in International Relations, Tickner introduces an important theme of FST: the recognition of structural violence, a term borrowed from peace research (Galtung 1971), which she uses to designate the economic and environmental “insecurity of individuals whose life expectancy was reduced, not by the direct violence of war but by domestic and international structures of political and economic oppression” (Tickner 1992, 69). Peterson claims that a feminist rethinking of security must first inquire into how structural violence comes to be understood as natural and unproblematic and then work to politicize and reveal the historically contingent nature of such structures (1992a, 49). While women have long been peripheral to the decision-making processes of global capital, the international political economy can render women insecure through the gendered division of labor, the discounting of work in the home, the dictates of structural adjustment programs, the ravages of poverty, and the violence of sexual tourism and trafficking in women—all issues that generally do not get the attention of orthodox practitioners of IR (see Pettman 1996). Likewise, although the care of the environment, a transnational issue requiring collective action, is not a priority of IR theories that privilege the power and instrumental rationality of nation-states, Tickner contends that feminist configurations of security must take note of the need for global economic restructuring and urge a shift from the exploitation of nature to the reproduction of nature (1992). Such a global restructuring might start with the recognition that environmental degradation is not gender neutral; women are affected disproportionately by environmental insecurity, “especially in developing countries where the link between poverty, women’s status (or lack thereof), imposed development policies, and environmental degradation is a complex but intense one” (Elliot 1996, 16). In sum, the foundation of FST combines a rejection of realism, an interrogation of the abstractions of strategic discourse, an awareness of the connection between women’s everyday experience and security, a critique of the state, and the recognition of the effects of structural violence with a strong normative and transformative vision, evidenced by its focus on inequality and emancipation. 
