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Short Abstract: June 1, 2011  Access – it sometimes seems as though some people have it, and some don’t.  But what if access is much more than such an individual state-of-affairs or measurable entity?  This paper explores questions of access in university environments as oriented perceptual action constitutive of the meaning of disability.  

(tt, 2011, page) indicates an excerpt from Titchkosky (2011), The Question of Access: Disability, Space, Meaning. (University of Toronto Press, forthcoming).
Access – it sometimes seems as though some people have it, and some don’t.  But what if access is much more than such an individual state-of-affairs or measurable entity?  What if it is more like a way of judging or a way of perceiving? Access not only needs to be sought out and fought for, legally secured, physically measured and politically protected, it also needs to be understood, that is, theorized as a complex form of perception organizing socio-political relations between people in social space.  E.g., 

As a form of oriented perceptual action, questions of access give rise to particular limits and possibilities for the meaning of disability and conceptions of our inter-relatedness.  In this paper, I make use of brief access narratives and interpretive methods of social inquiry so as to explore how questions of access that arise in university environments help constitute the meaning of disability.  I want to demonstrate the necessity of theorizing the intimate intertwining of possibility with limit as well as inclusion and exclusion if we are to open up new ways of living with embodied differences in bureaucratically organized environments and their knowledge regimes.    
Given that questions of access can arise for anyone, at any time, and anywhere for innumerable reasons, access is a way people have of relating to the ways they are embodied in the particular places where they find themselves. By ‘embodied’ I mean all the ways we have to sense, feel, and move in the world, as these are mediated by the interests of social environments, including race, class, gender, and sexual orientation. (tt, 2011:3) So, embodied then…

Whatever else “Access” is, it is a way to orient to, and even come to wonder about, who, what, where, and when we find ourselves to be in social space. Access is a form of perceptual consciousness – access of …  For my purposes, then, access is a questioning orientation, an important way to perceive, speak of, and take action on the relations between bodies and social space. (tt: 2011:x)  One such question is “Who?”  Who are you? Who are you to me? Who am I to you?  These questions arise in talk and conduct surrounding access in universities today – thus one way to theoretically attend to access is to draw out how access-discourse stages the question of “Who Belongs?”  More poignantly still, “Who Belongs?” points to conceptions of human itself – who counts as in, needing in, or as a potentially excludable type, are questions that can be found in each and every fight for access.  Something for “us” to remember is that even the most liberal and progress fights still are engaged in this constitution of the meaning of human. 

I turn now to an example from university life in order to explore all the ideas mentioned so far, that is, that access is a form of consciousness, that embodiment is a mediated phenomenon, and that between access questions and social space lies the making of the meaning of human itself   mediating collective versions of embodied existence.
Some Key words or terms made us of in paper

‘Who?’ she said. 
Center for Universal Design, 2008: http://www.design.ncsu.edu/cud/, accessed July 17, 2008. 
Both the number and type of students were at issue for the space management person.
Such a concern is, in part, born of bureaucratically managed educational space. 
Within the neo-liberal milieu of the early twenty-first century, university students are habitually referred to, or made to represent, a BIU – a Basic Income Unit. 
Cost-benefit accounting procedures get a little messed up when disability is ‘thrown into the mix,’ not only because disability exceeds such accounting procedures but also, as Paul Hunt (1998) reminds us, because cost-benefit analysis cannot adequately address the critical condition  of life itself – nor can a cost-benefit rationality address how people allocate value in the first place. ..

Transforming the plurality of the student body into the singular identity of a BIU ‘not only diminishes us all, it also makes the world much more flammable’ (Sen, 2006: 16). (tt: 2011:34) 
…How people talk about matters of access or accommodation has something to teach us regarding who we are, and this is not just because such talk reveals a bureaucratic milieu, an economic rationale, or a legalistic mindset. Matters of access and accommodation rely on, and constitute, conceptions of who belongs, and this remains true whether physical access is improved or not. Legalistic bureaucratic maneuvers establish normalcy through an ‘unsaying; [through] an absence of descriptions’ (Graham and Slee, 2008: 287) and thus by demanding that lines be drawn there arises  an operating sense of types of people who are beyond inclusion.
… the making of the meaning of people is being accomplished which is as critical to reflect upon as is the configuration of physical space itself (demonstrating  too that the subject of access and concrete or objective organization of space are inseparable).  
The question of ‘who?’ that typically lies buried in access fights can achieve many things and produce radically different divisions.  …‘Who?’ is a question that gives shape to a particular form of consciousness of access. .. What might individual or collective imaginative relations to the excludable other have to say about who we are?... or the conceptions of human that now circulate in our midst? 
