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Since its emergence as a field of inquiry almost three decades ago (Flowerdew, 1982), 
institutional geography has evolved in step with the institutions it examines. Where initially 
the focus was on brick-and-mortar establishments including asylums and schools (Philo and 
Parr, 2000), in recent years geographers have catalogued the taking place of care (Tronto, 
1993; Bowlby, 2012; Puig De La Bellacasa, 2017) across heterogenous landscapes 
incorporating multiple private and public institutions (Disney and Schliehe, 2019; Power and 
Bartlett, 2018). Whilst processes of deinstitutionalisation have seen the closure of many 
‘state’ institutions under neoliberalism, processes of re-institutionalisation have reconfigured 
networks, processes and practices of care across such landscapes (Dear and Wolch, 1987). 
 
Influential accounts have theorised this transition as giving rise to a ‘centaur state’: a 
neoliberal ‘head’ atop a punitive and coercive ‘body’ (cf: Bourdieu, 1998; Wacqaunt, 2009), 
with the retrenchment of institutions increasingly accompanied by the expansion of control 
and the re-regulation of institutional subjects (Philo and Parr, 2019; Fletcher and Wright, 
2018). Yet such accounts can conceal geographical variation, attenuate the agency of both 
those using and running such institutions, and provide limited horizons for considering 
practices of care and control in the context of neoliberal (and, latterly, austere) statecraft. 
 
In this session, we want to examine institutional landscapes of care in uncertain times, across 
a range of different spaces and contexts. How do caring institutions (Cloke and May, 2010) 
operate under (and against) these conditions? What tensions arise for those who must 
facilitate support while ever more zealously (and frugally) steering the lives of those in their 
care? This session invites us to think through the multiple borderings and boundaries which 
arise within institutional care at a time of ongoing (welfare) state transformation. 
 
Papers may consider:  
 
1. Professional borders: how are boundaries blurred between the state, the ‘shadow state,’ 
civil society and the private sector? What impact does this have on practitioners’ abilities to 
do their jobs? 
 
2. Emotional borders: while traditional accounts frame bureaucrats as rational agents (see 
Weber, [1957] 2010), how do emotions play out in bureaucratic encounters? Are 
professionals emotionally bounded, or are they affected by their clients’ lives? 
 
3. Caring borders: what are the bounds of institutional care? To what extent can welfare state 
institutions deliver care when they are entangled with growing carceral systems and punitive 
benefits regimes (Clayton et al, 2014)? 
 
4. Navigating borders: How do individuals and communities subject to fragmented and 
shrinking institutional support navigate changing processes of care, control and abandonment 
(Power and Hall, 2018)? 



5. Institutional care across borders: from multinational providers in care markets, to 
international NGOs, care networks are increasingly stretching beyond national borders. 
Which forms of coloniality are embedded in these encounters? And what are the 
consequences for those who are being ‘cared for’? 
 
6. Researcher borders: with growing attention to wellbeing in research (GHWRG ‘hack day’, 
2019; ‘Whose Wellbeing?’ sessions, RGS 2019), we welcome papers which explore how  
researchers can exercise acts of care (and self-care) when studying these spaces and 
encounters.  
 
Please email your paper title and abstract (max. 300 words) to Rosalie Warnock 
(r.e.warnock@qmul.ac.uk), Ed Kiely (emk31@cam.ac.uk) and Sam Strong 
(ss893@cam.ac.uk) by 7th Feb. 
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