‘Campus envy’ and being ‘at’ University: the geographies of distance learning
1. Purpose of paper: To map the ‘mobilities and moorings’ (Fenwick, Edwards check; Hannam et al [paper included in folder]) of distance students
2. Foregrounding the ‘sedentarist’ assumptions demonstrated (perhaps) through a visual analysis of the UoE internationalisation strategy, or via the data;
Distance learning has the effect of ‘unsettling spatial securities’ (Mol and Law 1994: 642 [paper included in folder]) – the move into DL is unsettling University geography and its ‘sedentarist’ 
tendency
3. Comparing this sedentarism with the complex spatial negotiations of the DL student – her alternative mobilities and 
moorings
4. Mapping them according to Mol and Law’s three topologies (‘kinds’ of space) – bearing in mind that ‘The three topologies have intricate relations. 
They co-exist.’ (Moll and Law 1994: 663) [paper included in folder]:
· Regions – (‘First, there are regions in which objects are clustered together and boundaries are drawn around each cluster’. Mol and Law p.643) – a ‘mooring’
· Interview codes: institution – nature of the university; relationship with Edinburgh the city; interviewee’s geographical location; campus envy; inappropriate emails; requirement to attend something on campus; real geography of university; [distance as better/worse than on-campus] [see document in folder: extracts for regional bounded space]
· Networks – (‘Second, there are networks in which distance is a function of the relations between the elements and difference a matter of relational variety’. ibid – cf ANT – space made by relationships and links rather than boundaries) – another kind of (relational) ‘mooring’
· Interview themes: ‘community’; comradeship; intimacy; programme/course networks; programme media and their effects; programme structure; global nature of programme; responsiveness of programme team [haven’t extracted these codes yet]
· Fluids – (‘neither boundaries nor relations mark the difference between one place and another. Instead, sometimes boundaries come and go, allow leakage or disappear altogether, while relations transform themselves without fracture.’ ibid) – overall reading of DL as a fluid space with mobilities and moorings:
· Moorings – pre-arrival and graduation [pre-entry; Hamish/selector; graduation virtual and real; relation between real and virtual university?; 
home; arrival story; departure story] [not yet extracted]
· Mobilities – on-course [nomadism; mobility; 
student’s geographical location; programme vs university (brand as ‘static’, programme as ‘mobile’?); university becoming its networks; global nature of programme; campus envy?; distance envy?] [not yet extracted]
Thoughts on the argument
Does ‘mobility’ work here? DL is about not travelling… Yes, because “proximity and connectivity are imagined in new ways and often enhanced by communication devices and likely to be ‘on the move’.” (Hannam et al 2006: 2) – not that ‘on-campus’ students are not mobile, but that they are mobile differently
[James: I think this is valid. The data shows that although not always travelling, many participants engage with the course from a number of locations (home, work, cafe). This absence of being situated in a single place implies mobility. And of course, a number of participants indicated that they do indeed engage with the course whilst travelling between countries. I’m not sure if it would appropriate to work in, however the fact that some interviews took place in airports and hotels - transient places that epitomise travel - fits in really nicely with Hannam et al] [Sian: good thought - we should try and work in that methodological angle]
[Michael: I agree with James and I wouldn’t necessarily equate mobility with travel, per se. Ot at least not a direct equation. It is more of a new affordance that allows for different triangulations of space and place. So the mobility and related moorings work here. I might argue that even if we are engaging from a park bench, an airport, a hotel, we are still situated to some degree (unless we are literally walking and moving), so we are mobile, but not necessarily in transit. Well, the airport one doesn’t work there, but hopefully that makes sense.]
How does ‘space’ intersect with mobility? ‘Mobilities cannot be described without attention to the necessary spatial, infrastructural and institutional moorings that configure and enable mobilities – creating what Harvey (1989) called the ‘spatial fix’. (Hannam et al 2006: 3)
[Michael: Space informs mobility and vice versa. I see space as a status of constructed mobility. So we are mobile and define the reaches of our space. Then we are mobile again and redefine space. Then space defines mobile by being if not the opposite, then the environment in which we float through (or we are mobile through). So, for Edinspace and the transcripts, the space is defined to some degree (the LMS, blogs, etc.), but not the space in which we engage it, which could be anywhere (geographically, mentally, intellectually, professionally. I think we see evidence of space being defined in the transcripts. Preconceived notions of university (Edinburgh), followed by social constructs of space (networks/communities/cliques).]
Not writing ‘for’ mobility or ‘against’ moorings: ‘Our approach to mobilities problematizes both ‘sedentarist’ approaches in the social science that treat place, stability and dwelling as a natural steady-state, and ‘deterritorialized’ [mobile] approaches that posit a new ‘grand narrative’ of mobility, fluidity or liquidity as a pervasive condition of postmodernity or globalization.’ (Hannam et al 2006: 5)]
[Michael: agreed, perhaps we can present this mobilities-moorings, or networks-fluids facets as part of a large evolving ecosystem of occasional dependencies and movements. So, we have the Actor-Network bits of instructors/learners, technology, home/work (places in which we engage with the course), tasks (dissertation, etc.) and development and movements through and around that space. So if we write it as a large ecosystem, one that no actor involved has the full picture (why would they?), I don’t think this writes ‘for’ or ‘against’ any particular stance of mobility or mooring. It doesn’t privilege one or the other at least.  I think your outline gets to that, Sian, by introducing the sedentarist assumptions of both the university (Edinburgh as center of this academic world) and the student (at the beginning, many students gazed towards the concept of the University of Edinburgh (as some mystical place) or as some pragmatic space (where people get degrees and I will advance my career). All of this is right and all of this doesn’t tell the whole story. From there, you outline structured space, networks, fluids, mobilities, and moorings as all being found in this ecosystem.]
Michael Sean Gallagher:


I think the UoE internationalization strategy could be used as a good parallel to many of the students' assumptions about space before they started the programme (what Edinburgh meant-I detail that a bit more below)


Michael Sean Gallagher:


This will work. Lots of evidence that the programme (as opposed to the University) represents a bit of a mooring. For those that lived all over the place geographically, that would still represent a mooring, a home.


Michael Sean Gallagher:


Establishing the co-existence will help avoid the 'for' or 'against' argument


Michael Sean Gallagher:


Mooring might include markers on the programme? IDEL, Dissertation, etc. Relatively stable phenomena that dictated a lot of activity before and afterwards. Not sure if those are in the transcripts as much, though.


Michael Sean Gallagher:


The more I think of this one, I am not sure it represents a mobility except in relation to the other students. For that individual, it is home. But maybe we are thinking of the larger environment.





