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Comments and Questions

This chapter discusses geography in a critical context, i.e. radical geography, which began in the late 1960s.

The four approaches, which geographers could take on in light of the production of knowledge, were pursuing pure value free science, producing new knowledge, humanism, and radical alternatives.  The concept of radical geography can be viewed as a significant development in the interleaving the motives of the frameworks of power relationships, and the basis of them for decision-making.

I support both the Harvey and Bunge views on radical geography in the context of tension between theory and practice.  Research and development (i.e. theory) is needed in fostering new approaches and knowledge in geography, however without pursuit of theory in a practical and / or operational context leaves little to the validity of theories in real world scenarios or use cases.  This is parallel to the concept of research scientists and engineers, and their differing approaches.  Research scientists’ creative minds and developments are dependent on the conservative and structured, procedural approaches of engineers, focusing on operational environments.  How can theory be valid without real world application of them?  In addition, how can real world scenarios and problems be solved without the research and approach of research and theory?

I strongly agree with gender inequality and minority inequality in a geographical context.  The diversity offered by both human genders, as well as those with differing cultural and social backgrounds are paramount to the expansion of thought, knowledge and processes in the development of geographic thought.  The question arises: how can geographical thought be seen as developmental without input from different types of humans to the process?

Unwin sees issues in higher institutions and their roles in serving society.  Issues such as research grants, quantitative indices can be detrimental to critical enquiry, in all disciplines, however these issues are indeed the reality in today’s society.  A question, which arises from this issue, is how much of a role should society, economics, and politics play into the research process before it is non-productive?  Similarly, how conceptual and / or abstract should research initiatives be, while straying from real world dynamics and constraints?  These issues are also an issue of the entire educational framework and the origin and quantity of funding.

The questions culminating from the abovementioned chapter certainly lead to the proverbial “further research” approach to publishing papers, however to what degree should further research be undertaken, in the name of radical geography?

