
1997). ln the rnid-twentieth century, de iure segrega-

tiorr as well as dc facto practices such as racist home-

lending policies and restrictive covenants brought

about racialized dispossession through the rnecha-

nisms of suburban home ownership and privatized do-

mest ic i ty  ( l . ips i tz  1995;  Ol iver  and Shapiro 199.5) .  This

genealogy explains why Rod Ferguson (2004) posits

"queer of color crit iquc" as the most tell ing interven-

t ion in to the contradic t ions of  capi ta l is t  re lat ions

within U.S. l ibcral clemocracv.

"l)roperty" as a kcyword thtts rnarks thc history of

the U.S.  l ibera l -dernocrat ic  s tate that ,  in  mainta in ing a

concept ion of  c i t izenship as thc-  t tn iversal  protcct ion

of  property  r ights,  ntL ls t  e lasc thc ways in  which those

relations depend on racializecl and genclert 'd forms of

c l is l tossession.  ln  th is  way,  property  is  a lso an episte-

rnokrgy, ()r wav of knowing; it allows for knowledge of

nat ional is t  narrat ives o i  subiect  forntat io l t ,  ant l  d isa l -

lows knowlcdgc that  at tests to the ways in  which

propcr t iec l  subicct iv i ty  is  not  universal .  A l tcrnat ivc

episternologies, t l ' totrgh occludecl, ren(lerc(l clcviant, or

erasecl Lrv nationalist narratives, do ernergc, oftetr etn-

bedclet l  in  cu l tura l  for l r rs  and l t lact ices.  Wl . t i lc  t r tany

def in i t ions of  cu l ture cnrphasize the i tnaginat ive t ran-

scenclence of the cottccrns ttf evervclay l ife, the matc-

r ia l  h is tor ics of  the 1t r<tper ty less cmerge thr t lugh

cul turc c l i f fererr t lv .  
' l 'he imaginat ive funct iorr  of  l i tc ta-

ture and cul ture,  i r t  t l rose i t ts tat rccs,  cat t  rerrcal  a l lc l  in-

lcrvene in the rac ia l  and gct tdcr  s t l 'ucturc of  thc

property  systc ln.  lnvcst igat ions in to the i t r tersect i t ln

of  pnrper ty  ancl  cu l ture rn ight  pr t tduct ive ly  take in to

consic lerat ion h is tc l r ies of  race and gencler  that  bc l ic
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t l .re ostensible universality of propertied cit izenship,

lest such studies reproduce the mystifying effects of

national culture. Further, we might look to culture for

ways of articulating notions of self and community

that  do not  buy in to the urr iversal iz i t . tg  tendency c l i

possessive indiviclualisnt and national belongitrg.

4B

Publ ic

Bruce Robbins

Accorcl irrg to the Oxfi trd Englisl t  l ) ict i tnrorT',  "publ ic"

crr iginated from the Latin poptt l trs, or "prcoplc," al)par-

ently uncler thc inf l trence <tf the wtlrd ptrDt 's, or "aclt t l t

men. "  
' l ' he  

t t ' r rn 's  cor rs idera t r le  au t l to r i t y ,  based o t r  i t s

c la i rn  to  rcpresL 'n t  thc  s r tc ia l  who le ,  has  co t l t inuc t l  t t r

bur.r.rp up against cvidcttcc that large classc's ol pcoplc

have been on t i t t cd  f ro rn  i t ,  as  wo lnen anc l  ch i l c l ren

a le  omi t ted  f rom p t rbc .s .  In  A tncr ican  s tud ics ,  rc leva l t t

t l cha tcs  hav t  focuset l  o t t  thc  cor l t i t tu i r lg  ap l l l i ca l l i l i t y

o f  th is  anc ien t  no t ic l t t  w i th in  a  spc 'c ia l i zed  t ' t loder t l  t l i -

v is ion  o f  labor  w l ' t c re  l lo  one has  k t rowlec lge  o f  the

who lc  ( l )cwcy  1927;  l . ipp lnan 1927) ;  t ln  whethcr  the

ap l )a ren t  c lec l inc  < l f  pub l i c  l i fe  (as  in  l {ober t  I ) t t tna t t t ' s

" l rowl i r tg  a lo r rc "  t t res is  l2 (X)Ol )  n t igh t  re f l cc t  t l te  la rgcr

pcrccn tage o f  tJ .S .  wo l t le t l  r tow c lc l i l tg  pa i t l  ra ther

thar r  vo lun tary  work ;  on  whet t re r  "pub l i c  spaccs"  i t . t

the past were cver real lv democratical ly accessiblc tct

a l l ;  and  on  l tow open or  t tn i t ,e rsa l  the  goa ls ,  va lues ,

anr l  rncmt rersh i l l  o f  s t t -ca l le t l  " idcn t i t l '  l l o l i t i cs "
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movements ought to be. I{ecent crit ics, skeptical that

such a th ing as a socia l  whole ex is ts  except  at  the

lcvc l  of  ideologv havc sonret imes impl icd the rJesi r -

abil ity clf removing the r^n'orcl from circulation. If t l-rerc

has been no rnorator iunr ,  th is  is  in  par t  t recause cur-

rcnt usage also acknowledges a neeci for the term's ap-

pcal  against  s tate c lcspot isnr ,  a key mot ivr  for  i ts  r ise

in thc e ighteenth ccntury,  anr l  against  thc f ree nrarket

ecol ronrv,  in  which nranv scc i l  newer,  c leccntra l izec l

c lcspot isrn.

Rccoi l ing f rorn thc s ingular ,  putat ivc ly  conrprc l rcn-

s ivc usagc ( f l rc  publ ic) ,  cr r l tura l  s t t rc l ies has r r r rc lcr taken

to r rcogrr izr '  the ex is tcr . tcc of  rnul t ip lc  pul r l ics,  espe-

c ia l lv  antorrg cxc luder l  or  r r rarg, inal izec l  groups.  l rxarn-

p lcs inc luc lc  ( )skar  Ne gt  ancl  Alcxanclcr  Kluge's  (  199: l )

hypot l . tcs is  of  a pro letar iar . r  publ ic  spherc,  as wc. l l  as

thc publ ics forrnccl  by pol i t ica l  o lganiz inu,  scxual

ro le-p lay ing,  anr l  c l iaspor ic  af f i l ia t ion on t l re  l r ) tcnrct .
' l  hese o l r jccts  o l  c thr toglaphic ar tc l  soc io l t lg ica l  at tcr t -

t ion arc of tcn c lcscr i t rec l  as "countcr-putr l ics."  
' l  

l r r :

co inagc is  perhaps [ ) rcr r )ature,  for  o l lposi t i r lna l i tv  rc-

rnains to bc c lc ' rnorrst rate( l ;  to  bc srnal lcr  than or  scp-

aratc f rorn I  is  not  ncccssar i lv  to  o l ) l losc. \ .  Nor  can i t

[ tc  assutnccl  t l ta t  wl rat  is  cotrntcrct l  is  t l tc  r ro l r r r l r rv t '

force < l f  putr l ic - r rcss i tse l f .  Io  s [ )cak of  an excluc l rc l

groul r  as a "publ ic"  is  again to c la i ln  rcpresentat ion of

a socia l  r 'v l ro le ( t l . to t rgh a s lnal ler  onc) ,  an( l  thus to i r r -

vc lke an author i ty  that  can t rc  c l isputcr l  on s i r r r i lar

g lounds .  l ' he  n ru l t i l l l i ca t i o r i  o f  pub l i cs  ( t t r c  p lu ra I  s t i I I

caLtses c l is t less to lny corn[ ]uter 's  spcl l -chccker ' )  o f fcrs

no esca[)e f rorn thc tcr r t r 's  < lnerous but  a l lu l ing au-

t hrlrity.

1 8 4

Empirical cluestions of who is and isn't  included in

a given public-a necessary component of cultural

s tuc l ies  p ro iec t \  and one tha t  a lways  th lca tcns  to  un-

se t t le  the  te rnr ' s  au thor i ty - thus  car lno t  over th row i t

cornp le tc ly .  Nor rna t iv i t y  seems to  l le  hard-w i red  in tc r

usage. As Michael Warner (2OO2) suggests, speech is

public only whcn i t  is adclressecl, bey'ond any already-

cx is t i l l ! l  g roup o f  rnc- rnbers ,  to  an  indef in i te  n r - rmber  o f

s t rangcrs .  As  a  resu l t ,  thc  pub l i c  i s  a lways  oper l  to  t l le

c l la rge  o f  be ing  r t t c rc ly  a  w ish fu l  hc t ion ,  bu t  by  t t re

s a r n e  t o k c n  i t  i s  i m r n u n t ' t o  r n e r e l y  e m p i r i c a l

vc r i l i ca t ion ,  l )e rpe tua l l y  in  excess  o f  any  c le l im i tec l

n rcnrbcrsh ip .  
' l ' h is  

cxccss ivcness ,  wh ich  is  honore 'd  fa r

l l cyor r r l  thosc  respor lc l ing ,  to  thc  works  o f  . f  i i rgc r r

Haber r las  (1999) ,  he l l l s  exp la in  thc '  te r r . t . t ' s  to le ra t rce

for  ncar - rcc lunc lancy .  " [ )u t r l i c "  can  l l c  addcc l  as  an  ac l -

jcct ive to a noul l  t l tat w<ltr lcl  alrraciy scel 'n to Dc pt"tbl ic.
' l  

hc  rvcn ts  o f  Se p te  r t tbc r  I  l ,  2 (X)1 ,  . lu r l i th  l lu t l c r

( 2 ( X ) 4 a )  w r i t c s ,  " l c d  p L r l r l i c  i r t t c l l e c t u a l s  t o  w a v c r  i r . t

t l t c i r  p t r b l i c  c o r t t r t r i t n r e r t t  t o  p r i n c i [ ) l c s  o f  j u s t i c e . "
' I  

l r c rc  i s  r r< l  suc l t  t l r ing  as  i r  l t r i va tc  in tc l lec tua l ;  " i t r te l -

l cc tua l "  a l r rady  i r r rp l ies  a  conccrn  fo r  r -norc  than thc

( l r l cs t r rncc l )  p r ivacv  o l  acadcrn ic ,  hc l r l -spec i f i c  knowl -

c t lgc .  S i rn i l l r l r ' ,  a  cor r r rn i tn rc r t t  tha t  was  kept  secre t

n '< lu lc l  harc l l y  r l cserve  to  be  ca l l t ' t l  a  ( tn lc )  co ln rn i t -

l t rcn t .  Yc t  usagc  sLr l ) l x ) r ts  thc  supp lement ,  wh ich  er -

I ro r ts  in te l l cc tua ls  anc l  conr r l r i tn rcn ts  to  beconrc ,  bv

s l rcnuous c f fo r t ,  n rore  fu l l y  an i l  l )ass ionate ly  tha t

l t l r i t l r  t l r t ' y  ; r l r e a r l \  a r t ' .

In  ac lc l i t ion  to  thc  c l i s t rac t ing  d isc repancy  be t rveen

cr r rp i r i ca I  rc fc rcnce anc l  normat ivc  cxhor ta t ion ,  "pu l ) -

l i t ' "  l cnc ls  i t sc l f  to  o ther  sor ts  o f  co l r fus ion .  As  a  s i r r -
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gular noun, i t  hesitates bctween social wholes of dif-

ferent scale and nature: between a col lect ive organ-

ized as a body and an unorganized, unsclfconscious

aggregate; betwecn the opinions clf  the empir ical ly

exist ing mernbers and their conjectural long-ternt in-

terest or wclfarc; between the inhabitants of a nation,

and-in a scnse that has recently returnccl front obso-

lescence-the worlcl  at large, al l  of hur.nankincl.  l f  the

public is what pt 'r toitr .s to thc social whole, other im-

por tan t  a rnb igu i t ies  resu l t  f rom the  d is t inc t  re la t io r . rs

to that whole hidden away in pL'rtoitr ' .  that which is prr-

tctrt iol l ,v oL-t 'L' .ssibl, . ' to the community, that whicl.r  is rr l-

rcody visiblt  trr  ancl vi t 'wcd ly thc comrnunity, that

whicft  l rclr lrgs fo or is t 'otrtrol lcd l ;y t l te contrnunitV,

that which olf t ' t ' ts ctr is of 'si , t , t t i f icorrcc fo thc conlnlu-

n i ty ,  tha t  wh ich  is  ou t l ro r izcL l  l y  thc  cor rmun i ty ,  and

that which is ckrne i t t  t l rL'  st ' rvict,  or on bcltol l  of ' t l -rc

conr rnun i t y .

In  th is  contcx t  "cor -nmuni ty , "  wh ich  seerns  i r rc l i s -

pensab le  tc l  thc  c lc f in i t ion  o f  "y rub l i c , "  a lso  prov ic lcs  an

i rnpor tan t  con t ras t  t< l  i t .  l . i ke  "cu l tu rc , "  anothcr  cor r -

t iguous  anc l  over lapp ing  tc rn r ,  "conr r run i ty "  seerns

lcss  to lc ran t  o f  un iversa l  e th ica l  l t r inc ip lcs ,  warnre  r  to

i ts  mernbcrs ,  anc l  rnorc  hos t i le  to  s t rangers  and se  l f -cs -

t rangenrcn t .  I ' u l l l i c ' s  re fe ren t ia I  inc le f rn i tcncss  lcavcs  i t

n rore  opcr ) ,  i f  a lso  coo lc r  anc l  rno lc  a l )s t rac t .  l l L r t  t ro t l r

"cornmuni ty "  anc l  "cu l tu rc "  a lso  havc  scr rscs  tha t  a rc

c loscr  to  "  pu l l l i c .  "

l {e ' la te t l  a r t tb igu i t i cs  resu l t  f r< l r l  a  s l i c l ing  sc t  o f  o l ) -

pos i t ions  t rc tween "pub l ic "  anc l  thc  c l i vc rsc  l l t ca l ) i l l gs

of "1rr ivate," a terrn that dcrives frctnr t l tc LaIin priva-

fu rs ,  o r  " l v i thc l rawl r  f ronr  pu t r l i c  l i f c . "  Shac lcs  o f  c l i f fe r -
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cnce in "private" correspond to comparable dif fer-

ences in "publ ic"; for cxample, the clemand fclr ci t izen

part icipation (which is assertecl against private apathy)

cl i f fers frorn the clemand for scrut inv and clebate

(wh ich  is  asser ted  aga ins t  govcrnmcnta l  res t r i c t ion  o f

access) .  A long w i th  c i lp i ta l i s t  g loba l i za t ion  and the

revolut ion in cl igi tal trchnology, another lnajor factor

in f luenc ing  usagc  o f  bo th  te r rns  has  been the  dr ive  fo r

gct-tr lc-r cquali ty. Here the clear ntovcmcnt has bcen to-

warcl an cxpansion of si tes ancl occasions cleernecl pub-

l i c .  l i o r  rnen,  bo th  thc  fa rn i l l ,  anc l  the  workp lace  hac l

seerncrl  to bckrng to the clomain of privacy, hcncc clc-

scrv i r rg  p ro tcc t io r r  f r 'onr  : i ta te  in tc r fc rcncc . ' l ' l - r r

womcn 's  movcnrcn t  rc fuscc l  th is  pub l i c / l t r i va tc  c l i s -

t inc t ion ,  rec lescr i l ) ing  thc  fa rn i l v  as  a  c lo rna in  o f  pa t r i -

a rcha l  i r t ,us t i ce  tha t  rnus t  bc  opcnec l  up  to  l )u l ) l i c

scrL l t iny  a r tc l  rcc t i f i cc l  l rV  rneans  o f  s ta te  ac t ion .  Wi th

wo lnen a( l ( l ing  sa la l ie r l  work  ou ts ic lc  thc  l - ronre  t< r

the i r  t rnpa ic l  w< l rk  w i th in  i t ,  lhc  work l l lace  too  has

bcen aclclecl to thc putr l ic. Yct l 'crninists have also clues-

t ionec l  thc  sccrn ing  l i r r r i t l cssness  o f  th is  en la rgernent .
' l i r  

w l ta t  cx tcn t  shou l t l  scx  be  sLrb jcc t  to  sc ru t iny  anc l

rcg t t la t ion? As . f  can  (bhcn (2002)  no tes ,  i ssues  l i ke  rc -

pror luc t i vc  r igh ts ,  gays  in  thc  rn i l i ta rv ,  anc l  scxua l  l la -

rassrncnt  in  thc  workp lacr  scc l l t  lo  r l c r r ranc l  i l

r cwork ing ,  ra the  r  than an  a l ro l i t ion ,  o f  th r :  p t rb l i c /p l i -

va te  c l i s t inc t io r r .

" l ) r i va te"  has  conre  t< l  s i l3n i fy  bo th  th r  c lo rna in  o l

cap i ta l i s t  cconorn ics  anr l  the  ckr rna in  o f  l te rsona l  f rcc -

t lo rn  anc l  c lonres t ic  in t in racy .  I i r  a I lo r , r ' t l r c  r l c rp ly  chcr -

i shec l  e rno t i r )ns  ass( )c ia tc r l  w i th  i r r t i rnacv  t ( )  cx tcn( l  to

the  wo l lc l  n ta rkc t  i s  to  bcs tow a  I ta r tc lsor t tc  g i f t  o f
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friendly propaganda upon defenders of large corpora-

tions and international f inance. Any demand for pub-

lic regulation of the economy thus becomes an

unwanted and unwarranted intrusion into one's most

personal space. Relevant cultural studies projects in-

clude the crit ical analysis of intellectual property,

copyright law, hle-sharing, and digital sampling, all of

which inve-stigate the fate of public access to cultural

products and scientif ic knowledge, incursions into the

public dornain by private. ownership, and movements

to restore public rights (open acccss) to rtsearch results

procluced with the help of pulrl ic funcling.

I lu t  capi ta l ism's ef fects on usage of  "publ ic"  and

"pr ivate"  have bcen paradoxical .  On the onc hand,

capi ta l ism is  associatcd wi th pr ivat izat ion and the

shr inkage of  the publ ic .  On the other ,  market- fueled

cl ig i ta l izat ion is  ce lebratec l  for  dernocrat ica l ly  lnu l t i -

p ly ing thc shapcs,  rhythms,  and vt 'c tors of  publ ic-

ncss,  and for  a l lowing pe.oplc to socia l ize wi th

minir.nal interft-rcncc frorn their spatially tetherecl

ancl syrnbolically coclecl boclies or from the usual gate-

kecpcrs contro l l ing for  socia l  s tatus and professional

e'xpertise. ( ' l 'he sarne clividc strtrcturcs dcbatcs in archi-

tccturc ancl  urban studies over  the fate of  publ ic

space.) Yet cligital technologies are also blarnecl for

overextencling the ckrrnain <lf the public. ' l 'he degree of

i r rv is ib le nonstop survei l lance made possib le by new

tcchniqucs of  data ret r ieval ,  ranging f rom informat iorr

on buying habits collcctccl by rc.taile'rs ancl r.narketers

to governmental  assaul ts  c ln pr ivacy ancl  c iv i l  l iber t ies,

has in tensi f ied the terrn 's  fur ther  connotat ion of

sharning exposure.
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Like "private," "public" derives ideological force

from the confusing of distinct senses and situations.

The term switches between what is owned, decided

upon, and managed by the community and what is

merely observed by and relevant to the community-

that is, between the public as active participant (mod-

eled on the organized pol i t ica l  group) and the publ ic

as passive spectator (modelecl on the theatrical audi-

ence and reading public). "Public" thus can imply that

the active, participatory aspects of polit ics are present

within the more passive, aestheticized context of spec-

tatorship. 
' l 'his 

switch encourages a tendency to inflate

thc clcgrce and significance' of agcncy available in the

act of cultural consumption-thc suggcstion, say, that

shopping and st r ik ing are comparatr le  pract iccs.  Yct

this arnbiguity also raiscs such productivc questions as

how dis t inct  the two sor ts  of  publ icness are and what

role. thc.atricality and syrnbolism can play within poli-

t ics.  ' l 'he same ambigui ty  dr ives media research in to

how, when,  and wtrether  what  is  publ ic  in  the min i -

mal sense of visihil i ty (celebrity, publicity) translates

into what is public in a weightier sense like socitt lt i l i ty

ctr orgo tr i zcd po I it i  t '  u l wil/ (activisrn, collaboration).

A c losely re lated c l is t inct ion helps c lar i fy  the ever-

more-interesting issue of the public's .rcllc. ' l 'he word

has been used rnost frequently about variclus ccll lectiv-

i t ies up to thc scalc of  thc nat ion,  but  not  about  in ter-

nat ic lnal  or  mul t inat ional  ent i t ies.  
' l  h is  f i ts  i ts

association with zones of actual conversation and self-

consciously  sharcd dcst iny,  which have h is tor ica l ly

bccn l imi tc-c l .  Yct  thcrc is  increasing conscnsus among

studcnts of  both Amcr ican studics and cul tura l  s tudies
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that this l imitation is intellectually and polit ically un-

acceptable. ' l-he 
concept of the public as a zone of

causal connectedness-those actions relevant to or

significant for the welfare of a given group, whether or

not the group is in conversation with itself or with the

begetters of the actions-is much vaster. In the era of

the world market, not to speak of official and

unoffrcial violence across borders, this zone has be-

come increasingly international. ' l 'hus the restrictively

nat ional  scale of  publ ic  ( in  thc scnse <t f  conversat ion

and control) is secn to be stretching, and at the same

time to neetl f i trthL'r stretching. Flnlarging the scale of

in tcrnat ional  at tent ion,  conversat ic tn,  and opin ion so

as to match the scale of  in ternat ional  causal  connect-

ec jness- that  is ,  br inging thesc two senses of  publ ic

into congruence with eacl.r other-mcans rcsetting the

boundar ies of  the re levant  moral  cc lmmuni ty  so that

those likely to bc affe'ctecl by a course of action, wlrer-

ever  they l ivc,  are am()ng thosc inv i tec l  to  c lebatc i t .

l 'he United Natior.rs, so-called Non-(ktvernrlental ()r-

ganizat ions,  t ransnat ional  tc lev is ion stat io l ts  l ikc ( lNN

and Al-.[azccra, ancl the Internct are among thr socio-

tcchnical  inst i tu t ions whose i rnpact  on the possiLr le

constituting of a global public now clught to bc uncler'

hopefu l  and suspic ious cxaminat ic t r r .
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Queer
Siobhan B. Somervil le

"Queer" causes confusion, perhaps because two of its

current  meanings seem to be at  odds.  In  both popular

and academic usage in the Uni ted States,  "queer"  is

sometimes used interchangeably with the tcrms "gay"

and " lesbian"  or  occasional ly  " t ransgender"  and "b i -

sexual . "  In  th is  sense,  i t  is  undc ' rs t<tctc l  as an umbrel la

terrn that  refers to a range of  sexual  idcnt i t ies that  are

"not  s t ra ight . "  But  in  sc lme pol i t ica l  and theoret ica l

cor.rtcxts, "c1ueer" is used in a secmingly contradictory

way:  as a term that  ca l ls  in to quest ion the stabi l i ty  of

any categor ies of  ic lent i ty  bascd on sexual  or ientat ion.

In this second se'nse, "c1ueer" is a crit iquc of the ten-

c le 'ncy to c l rganize pol i t ica l  r l r  theoret ica l  < luest ions

arouncl  sexual  or icntat ion per  se.  ' lo  "queer"  bccornc.s a

way to c lenatura l izc catcgor ies such as " lest r ian"  and

"gay" (not  to  ment ic ln "s t ra ight"  ancl  "heterosexual" ) ,

reveal ing thcm as socia l ly  and h is tor ica l ly  constructec l

iclcntit ies that have oftt 'n workcci to c,stablish ancl po-

l ice the l ine bctween the "normal"  and thc "a l )norrnal . "

Iritt ingly, the worcl "clueer" itsclf has refused tct

leavc a c lear  t race of  i ts  own or ig ins;  i ts  etynto logy is

unknowrr .  I t  rnay hhvc bccn c icr ivec ' l  f rom the German

wctr tT qucr  or  the Mic lc l le  High ( i t rman twcr ,  which

meant  "cross,"  "obl ique,"  "sc lu int , "  "pcrvcrsc,"  r t r

"wrongheacled,"  but  t l - rc-sc or ig ins have been con-

testecl. ' l 'he Oxlbrd Ett3lislt Dictitnmry notes that, whilc

"c1ueer" seelns to havc cntcrccl l.)nglish in the sixteenth


