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squabble between a big brother (the North) and a

spoiled, heaclstrong younger sister (the South), thus

foreck>sing the possibil i ty of marriage and progeny

(unk'ss incestuous). In its most expansive metaphoric

rnanifestation, that of the farnily of man, nineteenth-

centrlry pseudo-scientihc theories of polygenesis ar-

gued for the separate creation of races in opposition to

the Chr is t ian concept  of  hrr rnani ty 's  sharc-c l  b loocl :

"l jc hath macle of one blood all nations of rnen for to

c lwel l  on a l l  the face of  the ear th"  (Acts 17:26) .

In the wakc of  wor ld wars and socia l  and ecor- tor t r ic

upheavals,  the Uni ted States is  current ly  expcr iencing

thc pro l i fcrat ion of  fami l ies indi f ferent  to  t radi t ional

concepts of trloocl, nuclcar structures, and lincage.
' l 'hesc 

inc luc le comntunal  households;  b lended tami l ies

forr.r.rccl through clivorce; and familics createcl by means

<>f  adopt ion,  a l t i f ic ia l  inscminat ion,  or  surroS.r tc  mot l . r -

er ing for  hetcrosexual  or  gay coul ) lcs and s ingle par-

t 'n ts .  
' l i r  

soc ia l  conselvat ives,  sr , rch fami l ies s ignal  thc

t r reakdown of  t rac l i t i< lnal  nc l rnrs ancl  underscore thei r

fa i lure to cxc luc lc  deviants f rom the nat ional  fami lv .

l l t t ' l '  l tavt '  prot t 's ter l  i r t  var iorrs  wirys,  r l l ( ' ( ) r , r raging

schcrol troarcls to pull books l ikc HL'trt lrt 'r Htts'fwo Morn-

rlft 's frorl l i trrarics ancl tarnily courts to favcll acloptivc'

l)arL'nts ovcr singlc surrogate rnothers, as in the casc clf

" l l aby  M . "  ' l ' o  
soc io log i s t s  l i ke . l ud i t h  S tacey  (1990 ) ,

howevcr, t l-tcsc "bravc new far-nil ies" are tl-tc result of

resourceful artcl crcative actiorr. In fact, thcse postrnocl-

ern farn i l ics halk  back to Wi l l iarns 's  premodern lhnt i l iu .
We arc progrcssin l ; ,  i t  seems,  Lrack to the future in  a

rnovenrcnt  that  r lenrands analys is  l ry  Arner ican cul -

tura l  thcor is ts  and l rubl ic  pc l l icymakers a l ike.

l l 6
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Gender

Judith Halberstam

ln  Amer ican studies ancl  cu l tura l  s tudies,  as in  the hu-

manities more broadly, scholars use the term "gender"

when they wish to expose a seerningly neutral analy-

sis as male oriented ancl when they wish to turn crit i-

ca l  at tent ion f rom men to women. In th is  way,  a

gender analys is  exposes thc fa lse universal izat ion of

male subjectivity and remarks upon the differences

producecl  by the socia l  nrark ing we cal l  "sex"  or  "sex-

tral difference." Post-structuralist feminist theory

queries this cornnron usage by suggesting that the cri-

t ique of malc bias or gender neutrality cornes with its

own set  of  problems:  namely,  a l ) remature and prob-

lemat ic  s tabi l izat ion ot  the rncaning of  "wonran" and

"fcmale."  In  199O,. f  udi th l lu t le l  famorrs ly  named and

thcor izecl ihe " t rouble"  that  "gender"  both per fornrs

and covers up.  ln  c lo ing so,  she conscl l idatec l  a new

forrn of gcnder theory focusecl upon what is ntlw

widely (and var iably)  referrec l  to  as "pcr format iv i ty . "

Irr recent yeals, t lr is focus on gerrdel as somethirrg that

is  per formed has cnabled ncw rnodes of  th ink ing

about l.tow thc transgcndererl bocly is (and can be) in-

habi tec l ,  about  the enrcrgencc of  qucer  subcul tures,

ancl  about  pract ices that  pronr ise to rac l ica l ly  c lestabi -

l ize thc rneaning of  a l l  soc ia l  genclers.

As a lernr ,  "gcnder"  comes to cul tura l  s tudies f rom

Anrcr ican (U.S.)  scxok)gy,  r l lost  expl ic i t ly  f ronr  the

work of  psychologist  . fohn Money (Money and
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Ehrhardt 1972\. Money is credited with (and readily

claimed) th-e invention of the term in 1955 to describe

the social enactment of sex roles; he used the term to

Tilmali ie the distinction between bodily sex (male

and female) and social roles (masculinity and ferninin-

ity), and to note the frequent discontinuities between

sex and role. Since sex neither predicts nor guarantees

gender role, there is some flexibil i ty btri l t into the sex-

gender system. This reasoning led Money to reconl-

mend sex reassignment in a now infamous case where

a young boy lost his penis cluring circumcision. (i iven

the boy's young age, Money proposed to the parents

that they raise him as a girl and predicted that there

would be no i l l  effects. Money's prediction proved dis-

astrously wrong, as the your'rg girl grew up troublcd

and eventual ly  commit ted suic ide af ter  being to ld

about the decisions that had becrr matle cln hislher be-

half as a baby.
' l 'his 

case has reanimate'd clairns that gender is a bi-

o logical  fact  rather  than a cul tura l  invent ion and has

led sclme mcdical practit iclners to rt invest in the essen-

tial relationship betweerr sex and gender. It has alsct

been used by some gcnder theorists to arguc that the

ge'nder ing of  the sexed bodv begins imnrecl ia te ly ,  as

soon as the chilcl is brlrn, and that this socio-biolctgical

process is every bit as rigid and imrnutable as a genetic

code. 
' lhe 

latter clairn (concerning thc imnttrtatl i l i ty of

socia l izat ion)  has been cr i t ic luecl  by post-s t ructura l is t

thinkers who suggest that our understancling of the re-

lation between sex and gender ought to be revcrsed:

gendcr ideology produces the epister.nokrgical frante-

work lv i th in which sex takes < ln nreaning rather  than
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the other way around (Laqueur 1990; Fausto-Sterling

7993).

All of these arguments about how we ought to talk

and think about sex and gender today assume a related

question about how the modern sex-gender system

came into being in the first place. Different disciplines

answcr this question differently. ln anthropology,

Ciayle Rubin's work on "The Traffic in Women" (1975)

builds on Claude Levi-Strauss's structuralist analysis of

k i r rsh ip (197 1)  to  locate the roots of  the.  h ierarchical

organization of a [l inary gender systern in precapitalist

societies where kinship relied upon incest taboos and

the exchange of women bctween men. Flsther New-

ton's (1972) ethnograpl-ric research on drag queens in

Chicago in the 1960s and 1970s flnds gender to be an

interlocking system of performances and forms of self-

knowing that only become visible as such when we see

the'nt theatricalizccl in the clrag clueen's catraret act. In

socio logy,  Suzanrte Kessler  and Wendy McKenna
( 1990) have produced a bril l iant handbook on the pro-

duction of genderccl b<>clics, prt>viding readers with a

vocabularv and a sct of clcfinit ions for thc sttrdy of

gcnder as a system of norms.

Wclrk ing across these d isc ip l inary format ions,

Amer ican studics ancl  cu l tura l  s tudies scholars l . r ip  on

gencler conti l- lues uncler numerous headings ancl

rubrics. Researchers stuclying the effccts of glclbaliza-

t ion have paid par t icu lar  at te l t t ion to t ransforntat ions

in the labor of women under new phases of capritalism

(lrnloe 19t19; Kernpadoo ancl l)oezcma 199fi). Scholars

working on race havc traced very spccific histt>ries of

gc,ndcr fclrmation in relati<tr.t tcl racial proiects that
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attribute gender and sexual pathology to oppressed

groups. In African American contexts, for example,

black feil ininity has often been represented as vexecl

by the ideal izat ion of  whi te fern in in i ty  on the one

hand ancl the cultr.rral stereotyping of black women as

strong, physical, and tough on the other (Hamrnonds

1997).  Other  sc l ' ro lars seeking to denatura l ize cul tura l

conccpt ions of  manhood have examinecl  mascul in i ty

in terms of  new forms of  work,  ncw ro les for  rnen in

thc homc,  the funct ion of  rac ia l izec l  mascul in i t ies,

new sty les of  c lassed rnascul in i ty ,  the i r r lpact  of  immi-

grant  rnascul in i t ies upon nat ional  nranhood,  and the

inf . lucncc of  minor i ty  and nonmale rnascul in i t ies

tuporr  gcndcr  norr ls  (Bcdcrrnan 1995;  Sinha 1995;

Harper  1996).  Queer theor is ts  havc dctac l . rcc l  gcndcr

fror.n thc scxt'cl lrody, oftcn clocur.nentirrg the procluc-

t ivc nature of  gencler  var iance ancl  i ts  i rnpact  upcln the

way gencler is undcrstoocl ancl l ivc.c1.

In a l l  o f  these research contexts,  gcndcr  is  r r r - r r icr -

s tood as a rnarker  of  socia l  c l i f fercnce,  a lxrd i ly  pcr-

forrnancc o l '  normat iv i ty  ancl  the c l ra l lenges macle tcr

i t .  l t  names a socia l  re lat i< ln that  su l l jects  of ten cxpe-

r iencel  as organic,  ingra incc l ,  " rca l , "  inv is ib lc ,  ar td i r r t -

rnutable;  i t  a lso narnes a pr imary modc of  opprcssion

that  sor ts  [ rurnan bocl ies in to b inary catcgor ies in  or-

c lcr  to  ass ign labor ,  rcsponsib i l i t ies,  moral  at t r ibutes,

ancl  ernot ional  s ty lcs.  In  r t 'c t 'n t  ycars,  cu l tura l  work

c lcc l icat t 'd  to shi f t ing and rear t icu lat ing the s igni fy ing

f ic lc l  o f  gcncler  has becn ongoing in  r lueer  ancl  t rans-

gencler  subcul turcs.  l ) rag-k ing shows,  for  cxample,

have devekrpecl  a long vcry c l i f fcrcnt  l incs than thc i r

clrag-que'en counte'rl)arts (inclucling thosc rlclcu-

1 1 8

mented by Newton). While drag queens tend to em-

body and enact an explicit ly ironic relation to gender

that has come to be called "camp," drag kings often

apply pressure to the notion of natural genders by im-

i ta t ing,  inhabi t ing,  and per forming mascul in i ty  in  in-

tcnsely s incere modes.  Where camp formulat ions of

gcncler by gay nren have relied heavily upon the idea

that  the v icwer knows and can see thc in tcnse

disidentif ications betwc'cn thc drag queen ancl fenti-

ninity, drag-king acts nlore often clepend upon the

scdinrcntcd and earnest  investments ntac le by the

clyke ancl  t rans-pcr forrners in  thei r  masctr l in i t ics.

l ) rag-k ing acts c l isor icnt  thc spectator  ancl  makc hcr

runsure of  the propcr  rnark ings of  sex,  gencler ,  desi rc ,

ancl  at t ract ion.  In  the l ) rocL-ss,  thcy procluce potent

new conste l la t ions of  scx ancl  theater  (Halberstant

199 [ t ) .

L . lnc icrstoocl  as quecr  in tervcnt ions in to gender de-

construct ion,  c l rag-k ing per f r l rmanccs cr t terge qui te

spcci f ica l ly  f rorn fern in is t  cr i t ic lues of  c lominant  rnas-

cul in i t ics.  In  th is  scnsc,  thcy can l re v iewecl  as growing

out  of  car l ier  pract iccs of  fenr in is t  thcr l ry  ancl  act iv isnr .
( lonsic ler  Valer ie Solanas 's  in farnous ancl  outrageclus

l9(rU S(lUM Munili 'sto (S(lUM stoocl for "Socicty for
( lu t t ing t rp Mcn") ,  in  which she arguecl  that  wc shoulc l

c lo away wi th rncr t  ancl  at tac l t  a l l  the posi t ive at t r ib-

utes that  are current ly  ass igncr l  to  rnalcs to females.  As

long as wc havc spcrrn banks ancl  the r .neans for

artifrcial rc.production, shc arguecl, men have bc.corttc

i r re levant .  Whi le S<l lanas 's  mani fcsto is  harc l  to  reacl  as

anyth ing rnore than a Swi f t ian moclcst  proposal ,  her

h i lar ious conclus iorrs  about  thr .  rcdunclancy of  the

mal
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male sex ("he is  a hal f -deacl ,  unresponsive lump, in-

ca;rable of giving or receiving pleasure or happiness;

consequently he is an utter bote, an inoffcnsive blotr

. etc") take a refrcshingty extreme approach to

the gender quest ion (197012004).  1he per format ive

work of  the rnani festo ( i ts  theatr ica l izat ion of  r r - -

fusal ,  fa i lure,  and femalc anger and resentmcnt ;  i ts

combinat ion of  ser iousness and humor)  l inks i t  t r>

contemporary clueer ancl transgenclcr theaters of gcn-

der. l, ike Solanas's rnanifesto, clrag-king cultures ofter a

v is ion of  the wavs in  wtr ich subcul tura l  groups ancl

theor is ts  busi ly  re invcnt  t t rc  rneaning o i  gcncler  cvcn

as thc cul ture at  largc corrhrrns i ts  s tat ) i l i ty .

I t  is  r t 'v t 'a l i r1g,  then,  that  Solanas is  at  oncc the

lnost  utopian and c lystopian of  gendcr  t l rcor is ts .

!Vhi lc  l tu t lcr ' ,  in  her  conrrn i tnrcnt  to  decor)st ruct ive

undecidabi l i ty ,  cannot  pnssib ly  forete l l  ar ry  of  gencler 's

possib lc  futurcs (evcn as she c lescr ibes how gencler  is
, ,c l61c, , ,  arrc l  , ,unclone, ' ) ,  Sqlanas is  r lu i tc  happy tc l

nrakc grancl  l l rec l ic t i i lns ab<lut  encl ings.  Manv aca-

c lenr ic  arrc l  nonacaclern ic  gencler  t t reor is ts  af tcr  Solanas

havc also callccl for thc cncl t>f gertclcL, rtott 'cl thc rc-

dundancy of  the catcgory,  ant l  argucd for  new and a l -

t r rnat ive systr rns o l  rnaking sense of  bocl i lv  d i f ferrncr :

( l lornste in 199.1;  Kcsslcr  l99t l ) .  l lu t  socia l ly  scc l i -

_mentecl categ()rics arc Irarcl to crasc, an(l efl i)rts to cl()

so of tcn have nrore tox ic  c f fects than the c lec is ion tc l

inhahi t  thern.  ( ) t l . rer  theor is ts ,  thcreforc,  havc rc-

sJronclec l  b1 '  ca l l ing tor  morc catcgor ies,  a wider  rangc

of  pc lss i t r le  ic lent i f icat ions,  and a In() rc  ec lect ic  and

open-err t lc t l  unclc ls tancl ing of  t l rc  rneanings of  thosc

categor i ts  ( l ra t rs to-Stcr l ing 2(XX)) .  l t  seenls,  then,  that
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we are probably not cluite ready clo away with gencler,

or with one gender in partictrlar, but we can at least

begin to imagine other  genders.

Whether by r.nanifcsto or reasclned argrrmentation,

scholars in the fields clf Anrerican stuclics ancl cultural

s tudies have made gender in to a pr i l rary lens of  in tc l -

lcctual  inqui ry ,  arrd the evolut ion of  gender s tudies

marks onc of thc' nrorc successful versions of interdis-

c ip l inar i tv  in  the acaclernv.  Inc leecl ,  as U.S.  univers i t ies

cont inue to exper ience the c l issc l l t r t ion of  d isc ip l inar-

ity, a crit ical gencler strrclies paradigrn coukl wt' l l  strrge

to thc forefront of ns,v arrallgelnents of knowleclge

l r roduct iorr .  At  a t i l re  when both stuc lcnts ant l  ar l rn in-

is t rators are c lucst ioning thc usefu lness ancl  re lcvancc '

of  f ic lc ls  l ike I ' lng l ish and cornparat ive l i terature,  gen-

clcr studies nray proviclc a l;etter way clf frarning, ask-

ing,  ancl  even answer ing l rard r luest ions about

ic lc<l logv,  sociaI  format ions,  pol i t icaI  nrovernents,  ar tc l

sh i f ts  in  perccpt i i l r rs  < l f  crn l rodi rncnt  ancl  cornr- t rur t i ty .
( icr rc ler  s tu( l ics pr( )granls and dcpaLtnrents,  r t rany t>f

rvhich crnergecl  out  of  wonren's  s tut l ies in i t ia t i l 'es in

t l te  1970s,  arc poiscc l  to  make t l lc  t ransi t i ( )n in t< l  t l te

ncxt  cra of  knowlcr" lge procluct ion in  ways that  less in-

lcrc l isc ip l inary areas are not .  l 'he r luarre ls  at tc l  s t r t rg-

g les that  havc rnacle gcnr ler  s tuc l ics sucl t  a  c l i fhcul t

p lacc to t re are a lso the bui lc l ing b locks of  change.

Whi lc  thc t rac l i t ional  c l isc ip l ines ot icr r  lack the inst i t r r -

t ional  ancl  in te l lectual  f lcx i t r i l i ty '  to  t ransforrn t lu ick ly ,

gcnt lcr  s tu{- l ics is  ancl  has a lway's  becn a l r  cvolv i r tg

pro lect ,  o l re that  can l r rcv idr  a par t icu lar ly  gcncrat ive

si tc  for  new work that ,  a t  i ts  bcst ,  responcls creat ivc ly

anr l  c lynarnical lv  to  erne ' rg i r tg  rescarc l . t  c luest ions ant l
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cultural forms, while also entering into dialogue with

other (more or less established) interdisciplinarv prof -

ects, including cultural studies, American studies, hlm

studies, science studies, ethnic studies, postcolonial

s ludies,  and queer s t r rd ies.
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G lobalization

Lisa Lowe

"Global izat ion"  is  a contemporary term used in aca-

demic and non-academic contexts to describe a late-

twentieth-century condition of cconomic, sclcial, and

pcll it ical interdependence across culturcs, societies, na-

t ions,  and regions precip i ta ted by an unprccedented

expansion of  capi ta l ism on a gktbal  scale.  One prob-

lem wi th t l r is  usagc is  that  i t  obscr l res a mtrch longer

his tory of  g lobal  contacts and cc lnnect ions.  In  thc an-

cient world, there wt-re empires, conqucsts, slavery,

ancl  d iasporas;  in  medieval  ancl  ear ly  modern t imes,

Asian,  Arab,  and l iuropean c iv i l izat ions nr ingled

through tracle, travcl, and settlernent. ()nly with l, luro-

pean colonia l  expansion,  beginning in  t l . re  s ix tcenth

century and reaching i ts  height  in  the n ineteenth,  d id

global cclntacts involve We:itern [ ' iuropean and North

American donrinance; the rise of Western inclustrial-

ized modernity made possible by labor and resourccs

in the "new world" of the Arnericas was, in this sensc,

a relatively recent global interconncction. Yet toclay

the term "globalization" is usecl to name a specil ic set

'120

of late-twentieth-cerrtury transformations: changes in

world polit ical structure after World War Il that in-

cluded the ascendancy of the United States and the de-

colonization of the formerly colonized world; a shift

from the concept of the modern nation-state as

bounded and independent toward a range of eco-

nomic, social, and polit ical l inks that articulate inter-

dependencies across nations; and an acceleration in

the scale, mode, and volume of exchange and interde-

penc'lency in nearly all spheres of hurnan activity.

I:ven with this caveat, "globalization" is not a self-

ev ident  phenomenon,  and the debates to which i t

g ives r ise in  Amer ican studies,  cu l tura l  s tudies,  and

elsewhere rnark it as a problem of knowledge. For

econonrists, pcll i t ical scientists, sociologists, histori-

ans,  ancl  cu l tura l  cr i t ics,  g lobal izat ion is  a phenome-

non that  e.xceecls ex is t ing means of  explanat ion and

rcpresentation. lt involves processes and transforma-

tions that bring pressure upon the paradigms formerly

used to s tudy thei r  pr iv i leged objects-whether  soci -

ety, the sovereign nation-state, national economy, his-

tory, or culture-the rneanings of which have shifted

ancl clrangecl. (i lobalization is both celebrated by free-

market advocates as fLrlfrlt ing the promises of neoliber-

alisrn an<l free trade, and crit icizecl by scholars,

pol icymakers,  and act iv is ts  as a wor ld economic pro-

grarn aggressively commandc-ci by the United States,

enactecl directly through U.S. foreign policies and in-

dircctly through institutions such as the World Bank,

the ln ternat ional  Monetary l .uncl ,  and the Wor ld
'l 'rade ()rganization, exacerbating economic divides

with devastating effects for the poor in "developing"


