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Space Matters! Spatial Inequality in Future Sociology" 

Thirty years ago as a struggling student, I found 
cheap housing in a rundown apartment complex 

in old Greenbelt, Maryland. Cramped and shab

by, our small apartment was nevertheless 
remarkably well-designed. Even more revealing 

was the desrgn of the netghborhood in which \t 
was located. The original Greenbelt had been a 

WPA proJect whose physical layout was 
des\gned to embody principles of community, 

cooperatiOn, and egalttananism m a "green" or 

park-1\ke settmg. It stood in stark contrast to the 

* l would ltke to rhank David Brown, Cymh1a 
Duncan, Lmda Lobao, Cecil Ttckamyer, Julie 
White, and the CS editors for their careful reading, 
well-targeted criticism, and many helpful sugges
tions. 

ANN R. TICKAMYER 
Ohio University 

ever-expanding suburban sprawl that enveloped 
the surrounding areas. In those heady days of 
mobilization for new social movements, we were 
enthralled to discover a community plan that 
seemed to incorporate similar rdeals del\berately 
m \ts architecture and design. About the same 
time, an unconventional sociology instructor 
reinforced this impromptu lesson on the impor
tance of environmental design by claiming that 
he could construct ltvmg space guaranteed to 
break up any relauonshlp. He fmther elaborated 
aspects of the design of the campus and sur
rounding areas that facilitated or Impeded the 
demonstrations and organizing efforts that were 
an ongomg part of the landscape m that season 
of anti-war protests, women's liberation, and 
earth day mobili2atwn. Space mattered! 
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Three decades later, the notton that the nat
ural and built environment, the design of space 
and place, shapes sacral relations remains 
peripheral to the sociology curriculum, reflect
ing its poorly specified place in sociological the
ory and research. Even less apparent then and 
now is the rectprocal idea that human agency 
shapes space and place; environments are soCial
ly constructed, often to embody the same princi
ples and processes as other social institutions. 
Different settmgs create and reproduce social 
hterarchies and inequalities, reinforce or under
mine rdeolog1es, and enable and promote some 
practrces over others. Soctology, desptte rts deep 
stake in understandmg spatialrty, has been 
mconststent in its efforts to analyze this compo
nent of sacral l!fe, and has made little forward 
progress m systematically incorporating rt into 
Its central proJects The reasons can be found 
partly in the division of labor among the social 
sc1ences and partly in internal developments 
within sociology. 

Here I fmt briefly speofy the meamngs of 
space and place and then exam me the state of spa
tial analysts in soctology, particularly for the soct
ology of inequality. I discuss ways that spatiality 
permeates the study of power and inequalities, yet 
lacks expltcit and systematic theoretical develop
ment or sustained empirical research. Finally, I 
consider how spatiality should be integrated into 
the socwlogy of the twenty-fmt century to create 
a robust spatiahzed sociology of mequality. 

The Meaning of Space and Place 
Space can be conceptualrzed m three ways: as 

place-the particular locale or setting; as rela
tional umts that organize ideas about places and 
implicitly or explicitly compare locations; and as 
scale, or the size of the units to be compared 
(Lobao 1996; McDowell 1999). These can be 
vtewed as context, cause, or outcome for other 
social processes. From the smallest unit of the 
human body through muluple aggregate and col
lecttve examples such as household, commumty, 
neighborhood, ctty, region, state, nation, or 
global system, particular places provide a locale 
that may operate as a container and backdrop for 
social action, as a set of causal factors that shape 
social structure and process, and finally as an 
identtftable territorial manifestation of sooal 
relations and practices that deftne that partiCu
lar settmg. 

Each setting may be expressed in units that 
rmply compansons wtth other units of similar or 
drffenng scales and that incorporate charactens-

tics of that hnd of locale. For example, locations 
can be defined and compared m terms of the1r 
populatton-stze, distnbution, density, soctal 
and demographic characteristics; types of eco
nomtc acttvtty; dtstance from other places; and 
physical, cultural, and political features. One or 
more of these may be delineated separately and 
spectfted for parttcular places, or they may be 
summarized and generalized in broad spattal 
concepts such as rural and urban or developed and 
developing, ideal types that have the appearance 
of "natural" constructs. In fact, they are the 
products of conceptual and operattonal deci
sions, encoding a multttude of comparisons that 
are measured through some combmatton of the 
above criteria. Rural and urban, for example, 
usually include population st2e and denstty, land 
use, and economtc base. Once classified, loca
tional untts may be compared on a vanety of 
social forms and processes. 

Finally, places defmed at dtfferent spatial 
scales may be stacked, overlapped, or nested, 
sometimes by design, as counttes constitute 
states and states in turn parntion nation-some
times more haphazardly as overlapping and even 
competing jurisdictions that characterize local 
government and quasi-governmental agencies 
(e.g., school districts, uttlity dtstncts, law 
enforcement jurisdictions). The articulation of 
umts at different spattal scales, particularly the 
local and the global, has become one of the cen
tral problemattcs of contemporary soctal sc1ence 
(Lobao 1996; Lobao, Rulli, and Browne 1999). 

Regardless of which dimension is exammed, 
places (hence space) are "contested, flutd and 
uncertain made through power relations 
which construct the rules which define bound
aries [that] are both soCtal and spatial" 
(McDowell1999: 4). The abi!tty to control the 
timing and spacing of human activities is a key 
component of modernity (Friedland and Boden 
1994: 28, after Giddens) and reflects the distnb
utton of power and the control of resources. 
Relations of power, structures of inequality, and 
practices of dommatlon and subordination are 
embedded in sparta! design and relations. Thus 
spattal arrangements are both products and 
sources of other forms of inequality. They can be 
stud ted as the context for better scrutmized sys
tems of race/ethnicity, class, gender, and sexual 
privtlege, as a formauve factor m such systems, 
and as their outcomes. As such, they constitute 
part of the opportunity structure, shaping and 
shaped by tts constltuent parts and an obvtous 



target for mvestlgatton for the sociology of sys
tems of inequality. 

The Place of Space in Sociology 
History claims time as its domain, and geog

raphy theorizes space (Friedland and Boden 
1994) Soctology, in its altematwn between 
arrogance at being the "queen" of social sciences 
and confusion about its sctentific status, has a 
checkered history relative to both of these ana
lytic concepts. In its most positivist modes, and 
at parttcular periods in its histoncal develop
ment, tts pracnnoners have sltghted both the 
histoncal and spatial contexts of soctal structure 
and process and totally ignored the social con
struction of space and time. More recently, his
torical tlme has come into its own among 
sociologists. The rapid growth of historical soci
ology and sociological history, closer attention 
to periodization, and widespread use of methods 
and theories sensttive to histoncal variation by 
practitioners of both quantitative and qualita
tive methods have established temporal factors 
as central to the soClological enterprise. Space 
and place are still struggling to fmd their voice 
tn sociology. With notable exceptions,' the task 
of directly theonzing space has been relegated 
mainly to geography. 

The neglect of explicit spatial theory and 
research is a peculiar deficiency in a dtsctpline 
whose early and central projects have been as 
much about spatial variation as about temporal 
change. Whether focused on grand theones of 
social evolutwn and revolution, ecology, mod
ernization, development, and political economy 
or developing the data and methods for emptri
cal study of micro and macro social processes 
and practices, sociology from its outset tnvesti
gated and theorized dtfferences between differ
ent types of places. Central oppositional 
concepts such as modern/pre- and postmodem, 
developed/developing, geseUschaft/gemeimchaft, 
urban/rural, core/penphery, and more recently, 
global/local attest to the interest in spatial vari
ation and the meaning of place. 

Social theorists Anthony Giddens and Pierre 
Bourdieu explicitly theorize ttme and space togeth.
er. Other analysts draw from history and geography, 
theories of Foucault and Lefebvre and th.e work of 
geographers Harvey (1996), Massey (1984), Soja 
(1989), and others. See Fnedland and Boden 
( 1994) for a useful review and map of the tssues and 
ideas. 
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Simtlarly, vtrtually all the fundamental con
cepts identifymg social institutions have an 
important spatial component. It is not possible 
to think about community, neighborhood, 
environment, household, work, school, state, or 
labor markets, to name a few, without at least 
implicttly assummg thetr spattal character. 
Households, for example, may be abstractions 
that describe sets of social relationships and 
networks of interactions, but they also have 
physlcal mantfestations and boundaries that are 
important for understanding their meanings 
and practtces. Communities commonly are 
assumed to have defined locations that create 
and limit individual and collective opportuni
ties and outcomes. Liberation movements pros
per in their discovery of the chinks in repressive 
structures-the free spaces-that permit orga
nization and mobilization (Evans and Boyte 
1986). Nation-states are defined by their con
trol of territory and their ability to defend these 
boundartes. 

Even aspatial concepts typically are 
described in spatial terms-social landscapes, 
class locations, segmented labor markets, 
embedded institutlons, career ladders, status 
hierarchtes, and cyberspace-metaphors that 
provide familiar spatial imagery to ground 
notions of how these operate. Gender is theo
rized and analyzed in terms of spatial segrega
tion and differential access to public and 
private domains, social goods, and resources 
and has been enriched by spatial scrutmy that 
demonstrates ways that space contains, creates, 
and is constructed around gender relations 
(Gllman [1898]1996; McDowell 1999; Spain 
1992). Labor markets and economies are local
ized, transforming abstract soctal relations into 
observable exchanges within defined bound
aries (Lobao 1996; Killian and Tolbert 1993). 
Families are situated within domtctles and 
households of varying forms and structures, 
embedded in local labor markets (Tickamyer 
and Bokemeier 1993). Personal encounters are 
conditioned by whether they mvolve face-to
face mteractwn (Boden and Molotch 1994) 
and by whether they are conducted in "front" 
or "back regions" (Goffman 1959). 
Organ1.2attons and social structures are defined 
by the nature of ties wtthin and across thetr 
boundanes (Tilly 1999) The body becomes a 
site for the exercise of power and status display 
(McDowell 1999) Even academic dtsciplines 
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have borders that present opportunities and 
threats (Contemporary Sociology 1999). 

Finally, entire subspecialties are predicated 
on spattal dtstmcttons. Most notable are the 
expllcrt!y spaually defined subspecialues of rur
al, urban, and community sociology, each wtth 
\tS own organizations, literatures, and scholarly 
tradiuons. But other areas also are noted for 
their attention to spatially defined processes. 
These mdude human ecology and evolution 
with their focus on the social organization of 
human enwronments, demography with its enu
meratwn and documentation of the movement 
of human populatwns withm and across political 
and geographic boundaries, various develop
ment paradigms that examme industrializatton, 
restructunng, and stare formanon m dtfferent 
locales and regions, polincal economy and 
uneven development within nation-states, and 
the relattvely new area of envrronmental socwl
ogy. Studies from these and related areas provide 
numerous empmcal examples of spatial analyses. 
Thus, sodology can be faulted less for rts failure 
to recognize spatiality or to study differences 
across space and place than for tts fatlure to the
orize space explictdy, to analyze tt systematiCal
ly, and to weave it mto the fabnc of other social 
processes. Nowhere is this clearer than m the 
study of mequality. As the disciplme has 
advanced in its understanding of the sources and 
consequences of different stratificanon systems 
and factors, as the processes that construct gen
der, race, and class dtfference, pnvtlege, domina
tion, and subordination become increasingly 
well understood, and as the practtces that shape 
everyday expenence of these sooal facts are 
unveiled, spatial processes and vanation take a 
back seat to other sources of inequality and oth
er means of producmg and reproducing these 
systems of power and privilege. Why do we rou· 
tmely recogmze that gender, race, class, and a 
vanety of other "categoncal" sources of inequal
ity constitute matenal social relations and 
mequalittes, but far[ to give equal remgnittOn to 
spanal categorles. If anything, spattal categones 
and relations are more grounded, more matenaL 
In short, the problem of space ts not its lack of 
relevance or interest for sociologrsts, nor its 
absence from dassrcal theory or current exem
plary research. Rather, the issue is to "main
stream" spatral concepts and approaches and to 
extend our boundaries to incorporate spanal 
processes as part of the fabric of social life and its 
construct1on. 

Integrating Space and Place into a 
Sociology of Inequality 

As sociology enters a new millennium, the 
imbalance in ttme and space will need to be 
reconstdered. Spanal relationships between dif
ferent social systems and actors continue to sort 
themselves man increasmgly globalized econo
my, coexisting with growing spatial inequalities 
that mirror and reproduce better scrutlnized 
structural inequalities. Future studies of inequal
ities must incorporate spatial sources and out
comes. I would hke to suggest three ways that 
spatial concerns should be mcorporated into 
studying tnequalmes: rssues of scale and mea
surement; 1ssues of comparatrve advantage and 
disadvantage; tssues of meanmg, control, and 
construction. These mirror the three dimensions 
of space descnbed at the beginning of thts essay, 
but orgamze them somewhat dtfferently to 
emphasize fruitful avenues for future develop
ment. 

Scale and Measurement. The appropnate spa
ttal scale and the ways to measure it are endur
ing problems in current soctologtcal analysis. 
Issues of scale include selection (and neglect) of 
the appropriate scale for analysis, segregation of 
empirical research at different scales m different 
research tradittons and ltteratures, development 
of good measures, especially for smaller-scale 
units, and need to develop and elaborate multi
level or multtscale models. 

There is a tendency to emphasize nattonal, 
cross-national, and urban scales and to segregate 
work at other scales withm spectalty !tteratures. 
The most wtdely read and dtsseminated areas of 
research focus on national populations and 
processes. Research that employs national sam
ples to study inequality processes and outcomes, 
such as status attainment, mobility, and earnings 
models, often ignores spatial effects completely 
or settles for etude and error-prone measures of 
regtonal or residential vanatton that serve as 
proxtes for soctal and economic differences. For 
example, throwmg dummy control variables 
into statistical models to mdicate South-non
South region or metropolitan-nonmetropolitan 
residence to act as proxies for complex socioeco
nomic processes ts as dose as many studies come 
to mcorporating spatiality. Even thts gesture to 

space ts often of dubwus value, smce the amount 
of measurement error mtroduced m thts process 
may undermme the beneficial effect. 

Studtes at other spattal scales are segregated 
to a greater or lesser degree within subdtsctplme 
and spectalty !tteratures. There are journals for 



urban socrology, rural sociology, development 
sociology, community socrology, and envrron
mental souology. Although thts pattem may be 
changing, they typically operate with surprising
ly ltttle dralogue or cross-fertrltzatton. This ts not 
a critictsm of the existence or content of these 
research traditions and publications. Quite the 
contrary, these and simtlar sources often provtde 
the only dependable outlets for research that 
examines soctal processes at non-natiOnal scales. 
Rather, rt is therr rsolation from each other and 
from the journals and topics of "core" sociology 
that is called into question. 

Their relative obscurity along with lower 
interest and priority for subnational and penph
eral places masks the problems of measurement 
and data production that are frequently at issue 
for small-scale spatial concepts. Available mea· 
sures are often the by-products of other political, 
economic, and measurement agendas. There is 
little pressure either to systemattcally produce 
data or to refme measures for margmahzed places 
and groups who wield relatively little political 
power. 

A related problem lies m the tendency to 
confuse, conflate, or ignore spatial processes at 
different scales. For example, poverty in both 
research and policy analysts ts often assumed to 
be a national problem that is analyzed with an 
urban bias. National and urban poverty analyses 
are often conflated, while the real, severe, and 
frequently quite different problems of rural 
poverty are relegated to the back regions of 
social analysis and public policy or are tgnored 
completely, even though rates of rural poverty 
equal or exceed urban figures (Rural 
Sociological Society Task Force 1993). This is 
especially tromc because poverty is one topic 
where spatral effects are given serious theoretical 
expression and empirical scrutiny at all spatial 
scales-m the raprdly growing ltterature on 
urban poverty, segregatton, and neighborhood 
effects (Jagorksr 1997; Massey and Denton 1993; 
Wtlson 1996; Wnght 1997) and m a rural tradi
tion of labor market analysis, regronal, and com
munity studies of uneven development and 
inequahty (Lyson and Falk 1993; Rural 
Sociological Society Task Force 1993). 

Poverty analysis, while not umque, provrdes 
an exceptionally transparent example of the 
rmportance and power of spatial analysts, both 
negatively in the dangers of failmg to examine 
variatwn by place and space and positively m 
the benefits gained from such mvesttgation. 
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Poverty is gendered, raced, and spaced. The 
processes that tmpoverish and disempower poor 
women rn rural areas often differ from those m 
urban locales, as do the resources and options 
avadable to them (Tickamyer et a!. 1993; 
Tickamyer 1995-96). It is not just that different 
contexts have different outcomes that require 
documentation, but spattal processes construct 
soctal relatwns through sets of contingencies 
that modtfy these processes. Thus causal factors 
implicated in poverty, such as labor force attach
ment, are themselves the outcomes of spatial 
processes that construct place vanation (Brown 
and Lee 1999). 

Finally, the nested character of social 
processes corresponds to the nested spattal 
domams of varying scale that they inhabit. For 
example, two key soual structures for under
standmg mequality are households and labor 
markets. They each operate as both economic 
and spattal units and have mutual influences on 
each other's compositton and practrces 
(Tickamyer and Bokemeier 1993 ). They inter· 
sect at thett margins, blurnng dtstmcttons 
between dtfferent forms of work: waged and 
nonwaged, formal and informal, productive and 
reproductive, and how these are gendered, 
raced, and spaced. While advances have been 
made in methods to analyze social processes that 
operate s1multaneously at mult1ple spatial scales, 
they are as yet mfrequently implemented. Future 
work needs to push ahead to mvestigate the 
ways soda-spatial processes are embedded ln 
nested and overlapping instituttons and spatial 
scales. 

A soctology of inequaltty that mcorporates 
issues of scale has both more local and more 
complex models of social-spatial processes. In 
other words, how do systems of inequahty oper
ate in dtfferent locales 1 What is the appropriate 
scale for studying a parucular social form or 
practice 1 How do nesting and overlapping juris
dictions separately and mutually influence these 
processes 1 How does the arnculauon of spattal 
units reinforce or undermine relations of power, 
domination, and subordination, ranging from 
those located in households and communities to 
those in national and global systems! How do 
global processes affect local places? How does 
the local constrain or encourage globalization 
and rts agents 1 

Comparattve Advantage. The study of inequal
ities investigates sources of comparative advan· 
tage and disadvantage. Stmple, single-factor 
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models of status transmission and class pnvilege 
have given way to more nuanced accounts of the 
intersections of gender, race/ethnicity, class, 
sexuality, and age to form shtfting r.nd dynamic 
systems of domination and subordination in dif
ferent institutional and organizatiOnal realms. 
Often lackmg in these accounts is spatial con
text, both as setting and as yet another dynamic 
component of stratification. 

Here the complexity of space is most appar
ent. Relational constructs of space such as urban 
and rural, however they are explicitly opera
tionalized, typically provide the settings for 
comparisons across different types of locations. 
They are used to discover variation in the oper
ations and interactions of social forms and rela
tions such as gender norms and pracuces, race 
relations, and the acquis\t!on and performance 
of sexual identities. Similarly, these locations 
provide the means for compansons of soCial-spa
tial structures such as households and labor mar
kets in different places. Such comparisons 
facilitate understandmg of how these differences 
are hierarchically ordered and valued. 

At the same time, relational settings can be 
understood as more than just containers for oth
er social forms and practices; they are also con
figurations of social, polmcal, demographic, and 
economic practices that provide people and 
places with varying degrees of power, opportuni
ty, and advantage and that combine and mter
sect with other systems that construct privilege 
or depnvation. The more carefully and elabo
rately specified the processes that take place 
within the setting, the more nuanced the under
standing of sources of comparative advantage 
and disadvantage. Thus, demonstratmg stmple 
rural-urban dtfferences in labor market inequali
ties at both supply and demand sides has less 
explanatory power than elaborating differences 
in economic base, industrial mix, links to other 
markets, human capital factors, and populatron 
characteristics that constitute different places. 
Examining whether informal economic activity 
is ffiore apparent in rural versus urban locations 
IS Important, but ultimately less mformative 
than elaboraung the conditions under which it 
takes place and the relations to the formal econ
omy (Tickamyer and Wood 1998). 

The Important questions to ask are not just 
How do urban and rural, metro and nonmetro, 
developed and developing places compare and 
drffer, but How do these drfferences develop? 
What is it about each type of place that influ-

ences opportunity and power structures? What 
are the unique configurations of the other social 
forms that constitute types of places and provide 
comparative advantage or drsadvantage? 

Meaning, Comtruction, and Control. Spatial 
relations have both symbolic and practical 
meanmgs whose construction and control are 
integral parts of systems of inequality. Places are 
defined by power rdattons that also define 
boundaries that "are both soctal and spatial
they define who belongs to a place and who may 
be excluded, as well as the locatton or site of the 
experience" (McDowell 1999: 4). While the 
most commonly acknowledged and incorporated 
meaning for space in social research is as setting, 
backdrop, or context, the relationship between 
spatial and other social factors IS, tn fact, dynam
ic, with space both constituting social relations 
and also constituted by them. Space is continu
ally constructed and reconstructed, most reflex
ively in urban planning and architectural design, 
qutte deliberately m the territorial conquests of 
warring states or the political and economic 
incursions of colonizing political and economic 
powers, but also inexorably (if less intentionally) 
m complex multidimensiOnal interactions 
whose spatial outcomes nevertheless reflect, 
reinforce, and recreate power structures and 
relations. Regional Identities and cultures, such 
as Southern or Appalachian, often the center of 
heated academic debate over their meaning and 
existence, pass the W. I. Thomas test-they are 
believed to be real and are therefore real m their 
consequences-consequences that include 
structures of inequality. Crux events intertwine 
with their locations to attain symbolic meaning 
and both coerctve and liberatory power: 
Chernobyl, Watergate, Stonewall, and 
Wounded Knee attain new meanmg with pow
erful ramiftcations for social acuon. 

Explicit theorizing of space as a social con
structiOn emerges from dtverse theoretrcal and 
empirical traditions, ranging from human ecolo
gy and growth machine analyses (Logan and 
Molotch 1987) to cntical and postmodern geo
graphies that postulate a socio-spatial dtalectic 
that constrams and shapes social and spatial 
relations and actiVity simultaneously and recip
rocally (SoJa 1989). The project has been par-' 
ticularly productive for femimst geography, 
whose objecuve "is to investigate, make visible 
and challenge the relationshtps between gender 
divtswns and spatial drviswns, to uncover their 
mutual constitution and problematize their 



apparent naturalness" (McDowell 1999: 12). 
Multtdtsciplinary research has demonstrated 
how spatial arrangements condition the gender 
division of labor, access to resources and alloca
tion of time and labor in public and pnvate are
nas ranging from occupatlonal sex segregation 
and industrial location to household and urban 
geography (Hanson and Pratt 1995; Hayden 
1980; Spain 1992). The example of gendered 
spatial divisions provides models for the ways to 
extend spatial analysis to other forms of stratifi
cation and inequalities. 

The questions to be asked are Who controls 
the natural and built environments? Whose 
designs are adopted and naturalized? Whose 
meanings gain prevalence and whose benefits 
are maximized? What parties are in contention 
on these issues, and what are the stakes for these 
struggles as well as the outcomes/ What process
es empower or disenfranchise different groups in 
these processes. Finally, how do these differ 
across space and place for different locations and 
at different spatial scales? 

An Agenda for Exploring Spatial 
Inequality 

What would be the impact of more systemat
ic incorporation of spatial factors into theory 
and research on inequalrties? Pursuing the 
approaches descnbed above would have implica
tions for studies that vary in scale from the 
processes of globalrzation to rmpacts of devolu
tion; from topics ranging from the rights of citi
zenship, ownership, and residence to control and 
representation of the body; and from the con
struction of personal space to global divisions of 
labor. Every area of social inequality can benefit 
from more scrutiny of spatial dimensions, but 
the main results would be the mainstreammg of 
currently peripheral areas of study, greater suc
cess in the ongoing project to elaborate the spa
tially contingent nature of social relatwns and 
practices, and more scrutiny of how spatial prac
trces and envrronments are themselves struc
turecl through unequal social exchanges. An 
agenda for ways to bring spatial inequality into 
the study of social inequality would include: 

• Increased study of spatial inequality per se 
at varying spatial scales and for all insti
tutional realms (the economy, the state, 
the family, the media), and how these 
intersect with gender, w.ce, class, sexual
ity, and other sources of soCJal rdentity, 
groups, and h1erarchy. 
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• Drrect investigation of how spatial dts
tinctions link to other differences and 
hierarchies, and how these m turn reveal 
spattaluses and inequalities and structure 
differential access to space and place. 

• Greater scrutiny of peripheral, poor, 
remote, and exploited places at multtple 
scales, both separately and in their rela
tionships and lrnkages to more central 
and global locations at similar and larger 
spatial scales. In other words, scrutmy of 
both the least and most powerful places 
and the connections between them. 

• Better measurement and collection of 
data for peripheral locations at marginal 
scales, especially as they mtersect with 
social processes that are rnherently spa· 
tial such as households and labor mar
kets. Rural places, less developed 
countries, and other marginal locations 
suffer from inadequate data SOllrces and 
collection efforts. 

• Specification of appropriate units and 
scales for analyzing specifrc social prac
tices and forms: What units of analysis 
should be used to investigate partlclrlar 
forms of inequality? Huw are those umts 
constructed and measured! What are the 
limits of usmg drfferent units and mea
sures of space and place! 

• Direct investigation of the spatial proper· 
ties of constructs that are normally 
viewed as aspatlal or transcending space. 
The effort to spatialize labor markets, 
household, and gender should be extend
ed to other social constructs. 

• Movement beyond binary spanal drstinc
twns to reformulate constructs such as 
rural and urban, developed and develop
ing, publlc and prlvate into social and 
spatial contmua with variable and per
meable boundaries deflned by careful 
dellneation of thelr propertres and therr 
relations with other social forms. 

Conclusion 
In a more crowded and connected world, 

control of space and place wrll become more 
contested and thus more obviously the source 
and measure of struggles for power and resources. 
As new technologies contrmre to shrink drstance 
and the barriers of physical space, easily linking 
the most peripheral to the most central loca
tions, new meanings of space emerge, and new 
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power struggles for its controL The potential for 
contact and networks of social interaction previ
ously unknown and unlikely increases while 
simultaneously elimmanng the need for dtrect 
physical encounter. The meaning o( space 
becomes more problematic and more sharply 
etched in snuggles for control of both physical 
and metaphysical space. As communication and 
information technologies provide the means to 
transcend space, they will put a premtum on 
control and access to real and virtual place and 
space. A sociology of mequahty must direct 1ts 
scrutiny to these struggles for space and the spa
tial d1menswns of other social hierarch1es. 
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Analyzing Social Inequality in the Twenty·First Century: 
Globalization and Modernity RestnJcture Inequality 

Introduction 
What are the key sociological ideas on social 
mequalrty that we should bring forward into the 
twenty-first century, and what are the new ideas, 
theories, research topics that should be devel
oped? Social mequalrty will enter the twenty
first century in new forms, but many of these will 
recapitulate themes that have been traditional 
to sociology for longer than the last century. 

The key to understanding the twenty-first 
century is the analysts of two processes: global
izatton and modemtzation. Globahzatron is led 
by new information and communication tech
nologies that are reshaping not only financial 
and capital markets but polttical and cultural 
processes. Globalization is fundamentally 
restructunng socml institutions and their inter
relationship, with consequences for the degree 
and forms of socral inequality. Modernization is 
stdl ongoing, as the gender regime is slowly 
transformed from a domestic to public form and 
women enter the public sphere of employment 
and the state. While moderntzation is often con
sidered the completion of a transition from tra
ditional to industrial soctety in the South of the 
globe, here I mean the modermzation of gender 
relations around the developed world, as women 
emerge mto more publtc arenas. Globalization 
and modernity should not be conflated, but 
rather seen as separate processes, wrth combined 
and uneven effects. l explore these processes in 
relation to new forms of working, the World 
Wide Web, and the restructuring of welfare and 
of polttics. 

Global Restructuring 
In the twenty-first century, as in the past, 

socialmequality wtll be globally structured, but 
the nature of the connections will be different, 
more intense, the hnkages more speedy, the stg
nificance of physical distance less important. 
The global hierarchy itself will be restructuring 
as a result of new economic, political, and cul-
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rural relatiOns. The information age will mature 
and new computer-based technologies will 
become more powerful, factlrtating even faster 
links. This global restructuring will be key to 

new forms of social inequality in ways we have 
yet to conceptualtze. 

We will need to develop new concepts to 
capture the new spatial and temporal forms of 
restructuring of inequalities. Current concepts, 
such as "space-time compressiOn" (Harvey 1989) 
or "glocalisation" (Robertson 1992), will 
become outdated because of new types of 
space/ttme restructuring, and need to be 
replaced. 

The restructuring of space and time will have 
different impltcations for different social groups. 
Concepts of dtaspora (Cohen 1997) and hybnd
ity (Gilroy 1993) will become increasingly rele
vant m a globaltzing world. We will mvestigate 
whether ethnic diaspora, whtch straddle nation
states, may be empowered by their global link
ages, facilitating trading and economrc networks 
previous! y stymied by nationalist concerns, or 
whether they are victimized by a backlash from 
the majonty members of their countries who fear 
their success. We will debate the nature of new 
forms ofhybndity, of the creative ways in which 
\dent\ties emerge and are re-formed, spht, 
merged, and changed. 

Modet'nization of Gender Regime 
Taking place stmultaneously with globaliza

tion is the moderni2ation of gender regimes. 
Gender relations are being transformed with 
women's entry into the public spheres of 
employment and of the state, with a consequent 
reduction in their dependence on individual 
husbands or fathers. The trans\tion in the form 
of gender regimes from domestic to public start
ed in some Western countries in the nineteenth 
century and will continue into the twenty-ftrst. 
For some groups of women the transition reduces 
inequality, as for some young educated women 
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