
that this Iimitation is intellectually and polit ically un-

acceptable. 1-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 tht

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

the worlcl rnarket, not to speak of official and

unofficial violence across trorclers, this zone has be-

come incre'asi ngly i nternational. ' l 'h trs the restrictivel y

nat ional  scale of  publ ic  ( in  the sense of  con\rersat ior . r

and contro l )  is  seen to be st retching,  and at  the sante

time to necd fi lrt l tt 'r stretching. Enlarging the scale of

in ternat ionaI  at tcnt ion,  conversat ion,  ancl  opin ion srr

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

edness- that  is ,  br inging these tw<l  senses of  publ ic

into congruence wi th each other- lneans rcset t ing the

bounclar ics of  thc.  re levant  moral  communi ty  so that

those likely to be affected b), n ., lurt. '  of action, wtrer-

ever  they l ivc,  are among thosc.  inv i ted to c lebatc i t .

The Un itecl Naticln s, so-ca I lccl Non-(lovern rlental () r-

ganizat ions,  t ransnat ional  te l t -v is ion stat ions I ike ( lNN

and Al-.f azcera, ancl the Internet are arnong thc socio-

technical  inst i tu t i ( ) l ls  whosc i rn l tact  on the possi t r le

const i tu t i r rg of  a g lobal  publ ic  now ought  to bc undet '

hopefu l  and suspic ious exarninat ion.
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"Queer"  causes confusion,  perhaps because two of  i ts

current rneanings seem t() be at oclds. In both popular

ancl acaclemic usage in the Llrrited States, "qr,reer" is

sometimcs used interchangeably with the terrns "gay"

ancl  " lesbian"  or  occats ional l r , '  " t ransgender"  and "b i -

sexual . "  In  th is  sense,  i t  is  understoocl  as an r r rnbre l la

terrn that refers to a rangc of sexual identit ie's that are

"not  s t ra ight . "  I l t r t  in  some pcl l i t ica l  and theorct ica l

contexts,  "queer"  is  used in a scc 'mingly contradic tory

way:  as a term that  ca l ls  in to c luest ion thc stabi l i ty  of

anv categorics of idcntity basccl on st-xual orit 'ntatior.r.

Irr this seconcl scnse, "queer" is tr crit iquc of thc ten-

c lencv to organize pol i t ica l  or  t l reorct ica l  c luest ions

around sexual  or ientat ion pcr  se. ' lb  " r lueer"  br .corncs a

wa),  to  c lenatura l izc categor ics st rc t r  i ts  " lcsbian"  ancl

"gay"  (not  to  r l )cnt ion "st ra ight"  anr l  "heteroscxual" ) ,

rcvcal ing thenr  as socia l ly  ancl  h is t< l r ica l ly  c<lnstructec l

ic lent i t ies that  have of tc ' r r  workecl  to  cstabl ish arrd po-

l icc the I ine l>etwccrr  the "norrnal"  ant l  thc" 'abnorrnal . "

Iritt ingly, the worcl "clueer" itself has refusecl to

lcave a c lcar  t racc of  i ts  own or ig ins;  i ts  etynro logy is

unknowrr .  l t  rnay havc been der ivecl  f ror l  thc ( ler rnan

w<trd qucr  or  the Midci le  Hig l t  German tw(t ,  which

mcal l t  "c l ' r )ss,"  "obl ic1t tc , "  "squint , "  "1t t rversc,"  or

"wronglreadcd,"  but  these or ig ins l tave bccr t  con-

testt 'd. ' l 'he Oxlord F.trglish I)it ' t i tnnrv nt>tes that, wtri lc

"c1uccr" seelns to havc enterecl l inglish in thc sixteenth
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century, there are few e.xamples of the worcl before

1700. From that t irne unti l thc rnid-twentieth century,

"qtreer" tendetl to refer to anything "strangc," "odd,"

or  "pecul iar , "  wi t l - r  addi t ional  negat ive connotat ions

that  s l rggested sorneth ing "bar1,"  "worth less,"  or  even

"countcr fe i t . "  ln  the la te c ightcent l t  and ear ly  n ine-

teertth centuries, t lre n'ortl "c1uc.er" began to be trscci

a lso as a vt ' rb ,  rneaning " to qt r iz  or  r ic l icu le,"  " to  puz-

z lc , "  " tc t  chcat , "  or  " to spoi l . "  l )ur i r . rg th is  t i r le ,  thc ad-

icctival forrn also began to rc'fer to a conclit ion that

was "r . rot  nornra l , "  "out  of  sc l r ts , "  "g idc ly ,  fa int ,  c l r  i l l . "

l ly  the hrst  tw<l  c lecacles of  thc twe nt ie th ccntury,
"c luecr"  bccarnc l inkecl  to  sexual  pract icc and i t lent i t l ,

i n  t hc  Un i t ec l  S ta tes ,  pa r t i cu la r l y  i n  u rban  scxua l  cu l -

turcs.  l ) r - r r ing thc l9 lOs anci  l92Os in Ncw York Oi ty ,

for  exarnplc,  men wl- ro caI lcc l  thcrnse lves "c1ucer"  usecl

the tcr rn to rc fer  to  thei r  sexual  in tc . rcst  i r t  o ther  rnen
(( lhau ncey I  99 '1) .  ( .orr  tenr  porancot  rs  l i tcra ry  wcl rks by,

r \ f r i ca r t  r \ t nc r i can  wr i t c r s  such  as  Nc l l a  l . a r sc r t  ( l ( ) 29 )

atr r l  . f ta t t  l 'oornrr  (19?- .111969) 5urgest  t l ta t  t l te  tcr ln

coukl  a lso carrv rac ia l izcc l  rncanings,  par t icu lar ly ,  i r r

thc col l tcxt  of  rn ixecl - race ic lcnt i t ies lhat  cxposct l  thc

instabi I i ty  of  t l iv is ions l r r twccn " l r lack"  ancl  "w[ . r i tc . "

l lu t  i t  was not  unt i l  thc l9- i0s that  "c lucer"  l tegan to be

usecl  in  r t ta i r ts t l rarr r  LJ.S.  cu l tu lc  p l i r r ra l i ly  t<t  rc fer  t t r
"scxtra l  l )cr ' \ ,er ts"  or  " l t r l r r toscxrra ls , "  rnost  ot tet r  in  a

pr . jorat ivc.  s t igrnat iz ing way,  i t  usagc that  r rachcd i ts

height  c lur ing thc ( l l lc l  Wal  cra ancl  that  cont inucs to

soure cxtent  toc lav.  ln  thc ear ly  twcrr ty- l i rs t  ccntury,

"c1trccr" rrrnains a volati lc tcllt; t l le t\tttt ' t i t ' trtt Llaritu3c

l ) ic t io t r t r r l 'evcr)  a l ) [ )cn( ls  a warni r rg la l re I  ac lv is ing that

the usc < l l  "c luccr ' "  l l t ,  "hctenrscxuals is  of tcr r  cor ts i r l -
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erecl offensive" and therefore "extreme caution must

be taken conccrr r ing [ i ts ]  usc whcn one is  not  a mem-

ber of  the group."- lhe ternr  has a lso carr ied speci f ic

class corinotations in sorne periods ancl contexts. L)n

the one hancl ,  as ot te par t ic ipant  in  a recent  onl ine fo-

rurn [ )ut  i t ,  " 'Qtreer '  is  a rebel l ion against  those posl ' r

l r idd le-c lass business owr)ers who want  to c lef inr :  gay-

ckrrn as being thc i r  r ight  to  en jov a l l  thc pr iv i leges de-

niec l  thern just  cos thcy l ikc cock"  ( lsantbard 2(X)4) .
( ) r . t  the < l ther  hand,  thcse c lass corr r - rotat iorrs  are unsta-

t r lc- .  " t f  I  have to p ick an ic lent i ty  la t rc l  in  the Lngl ish

language , "  wrote poet  and cr i t ic  ( i lc l r ia  Anzald[a,  " l

p ick 'c lvke '  or  '11rrce1'  t l rough thcse work ing-c lass

wort ls .  .  .  havc bern taken over  t ry  lvh i te rn ic lc l le-c lass

les l r iar r  theor is ts  in  the acaclerny"  (19913,  263-64\ .
' l  

hc usc of  " t1uccr"  in  acaclern ic  ancl  l to l i t ica l  con-

tcxts beginni r rg in  thc la tc  l9 f iOs rcprcsentcc l  an at -

tc l l l l ) t  to  r rc la i r r r  t l t is  s t igrnat iz ing worc l  arrc l  tO c lc fy

those,  rarhr i  havc wic ldcr l  i t  as a wcalx) l ) .  I 'h is  usagr. is

of tcn t racct l  to  the conte xt  o l '  AI I )S act iv is l .n  that  re-

sporrc lec l  to  thc c l r idern ic 's  r lcvastat ing to l l ( )n gav n le l t

i n  L I .S .  u r t l an  a rcas  c lu l i ng  t hc  19 l l os  anc l  1990s .  An

outgrowt l . t  o f  ' \ ( l l '  L l l )  (A l l )S ( loal i t ion ' l i t  L ln lcash

l )owcr ' ) ,  a  powe l fu l  AI I )S act iv is t  gr( )u l ) ,  ( )uecr  Nat ion

bccarrre one of  thc r r iost  v is i l r lc  s i tcs of  a ncr , l '  p<t l i t ics

that  was " rneant  t t l  bc col r l rontat io l r i l l -o1 ' rposccl  to

gay  ass i rn i l a t i on i s t s  and  s t ra igh t  o l ) l ) r esso rs  wh i l c  i n -

c lus ive o l  pcople who havc f rcrn rnarg inal izcd by any-

or t r  i r t  powcr"  ( l , )scofher  ancl  l l [ ru l t f  199 l ,  14-16) .
( )uccr  pol i t ica l  groups l tavc not  a lways ac l r icvecl  th is

goal  of  i r - tc lus i r , 'cnrss in  pract ice,  l tLr t  they havc sought

to t rar ts fot r t r  t l tc  hornt i l rhol r ic  i t l r .o logies of  r lonr inarr t
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U.S. culture, as well as strategies used by existing les-

bian and gay rights moveurents, many clf which have

tended to construct lesbian and gay people as a viable

"minority" group and to appeal to l iberal rights of pri-

vacy and formal equalitv (Duggan 1992).

The more recent movement to gain the legal right

to lame-sex marriage denronstrates some of t l.re salient

differences between a lesbian/gay rights approach ar-rd

aqueer activist strategy. Whilc advocates for same-sex

marriage argue that lesbians and gay' men shoulcl not

be excluded from thc privileges of marriage accorded

tostraight couples, rnany qLlcer activists and theorists

quest ion whv marr iage and thc r ruc lear  farn i ly  should

be the sites of lcgal ancl social privilege in the first

place.Because salne-sex rnarriage would leave intact a

structure that disaclvantages thosc who eithel cannot

lchoose not  to  marry ( regardless of  thei r  scxual  or i -

entation), a rnore ethical proiect, quccr activists argur-,

would  seek  to  c le tach  rna ter ia l  anc l  soc ia l  p r iv i l cgcs

fiom thc institution of rnarriage altogt-ther (I.)ttelbrick
iI89; tlugga n 2(X)-lb).

Somet imcs in conve rsat ion l t i th  thcsc act iv is t  c f -

for ts  and somet imes not ,  queer thcory enrergecl  as an

academic l ie lc l  dur ing the la te lc) f los and car ly  l99Os.

Dlawing on tl 'rc work of Michel Foucault, scholars who

are now reftrrecl to as quccr theclrists argucd that scx-

la l i ty ,  especia l ly  thc b i r rary syste n l  of  "hontoscxual"

and "heterosexual" orientations. is a relativelv mocle'rn

l roduct ion.  As l :oucaul t  (  197t t )  a11;uecl ,  a l though i l l ic i t

acts between two pcople of thc' same sex hacl long

been punishable through legal anrl religious sanctions,

these practices clicl not rtecessarily clcfint inclivirluals as
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"homosexual" unti l the late nineteenth century.

While historians have disagreed about the precise pe-

riods and historical contexts in which the notion of

sexual identity emerged, Foucault 's insistence that sex-

ual i ty  "must  not  be thought  of  as a k ind of  natura l

given" has bcen transforrnative, yielding an under-

stancling of sexuality not as a psychic or pl 'rysical rlr ive,

but as a "set of effects prodr-rced in bodies, behavior,

ancl social rclations by a certain deployment" of power

(127).  Movi r rg away f rorr  the r rnder ly ing assunrpt ions

of  ident i ty  pol i t ics and i ts  tendency to locate staLr le

sexual subiects, quecr theory has focusecl on the very

process of  sexual  subjcct  fc l rmat ion.  l f  nruch c l f  the

car ly  work in  lesbian and gay studics tended to be or-

ganizcc l  anluncl  an oppcls i t ion c l f  homoscxual i ty  and

hctcrosexual i ty ,  the pr imary ax is  o i  queer s tudies

shiftecl toward the distinction betwccn normative ancl

non-nornrat ivc scxual i t ies as t l rc-v have [>ccn produccd

in a range of  h is tor ica l  ancl  cu l tura l  contcxts.

|or  th is  reason,  a key conccpt  in  c luecr  theory is  thc

notiolr of ". lrc-terulnorrnativitt ' ," a tcrn) that refers to

" the inst i tu t ions,  s t ructures of  understanding,  ancl

pract ica l  or ientat ions that  make heter t>scxual i ty  sccnr

r tot  < ln ly  coherent- that  is ,  organizecl  as a scxual i ty-

but  a lso pr iv i leged" ( l lc r lant  ancl  Warner  l99t i ,  54t t  n .

2) .  Hetcror tornrat iv i tv ,  i t  is  i rnpor tant  to  s t rcss,  is  l ro t

thc same th ing as heterost 'xual i ty  ( t l - rough the two are

not  ent i re ly  separablc) ;  indeecl ,  var ious forrns of  het-

erosexuaI i ty  (ac lu l tcry,  polygamy, ancl  i r . r terrac iaI  nrar-

r iagc,  among others)  havc h is tor ica l ly  been proscr ibed

rather  than pr iv i legecl  ( l { t rb in l9 t t4;  O.  Oohen 1997;

I lurgct t  2(X)5) .  I {ather ,  hetr ronorrr ia t iv i ty  is  a t i r rnr  c l f
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power that exerts its effects on both gay and straight

individuals, often through unspoken practices and in-

stitutional structures.

Because queer crit ique has the potential to destabi-

l ize the ground upon whtich any particular claim to

idcntity can be made (though, importantly, not de-

stroying or abandoning identity categories altogether),

a s ignihcant  body of  queer scholarship has warned

against  anchor ing the held pr i rnar i ly  c l r  exc lus ively  to

que'stions of sexuality. Instead, these scl-rolars have ar-

gued, we should dislodge "the status of sexual orienta-

t ion i tsc l f  as the authent ic  and centra l ly  governing

category of clueer practice, t l-rus freeing up r;ueer the-

ory as i l  way of  recc lnceiv ing not  iLrst  the sexual ,  but

thc socia l  in  gencral "  (Harper  et  a l .  1997\ .  ln  local ,  na-

t ional ,  arrc i  t ransnat ional  contexts,  such a formulat ion

al lows us to contest  construct ions of  cer ta in issues as

"sextra l "  anr l  o thers as "norr -sexual , "  a  d is t inct ion that

has often been clcployeci by U.S. neoconservatives ancl

ncol ibera ls  a l ikc to separate " lesbian a l rc l  gay"  movc-

r.trcnts fronr a whole rangc of interconnectcd struggles

for  socia l  lust icc.
' l  he hc ld of  queer s t r r r l ies has increasingly  chal -

lcngct l  th is  tendency by us ing " in tcrscct ional"  ap-

proacl tcs that  begin f rorn the assurnpt ion that

scxuality cannot bc scparatecl from clthcr categories clf

ic lent i ty  and socia l  s tatus.  Whcrcas some ear ly  queer

thcor is ts  fot rnc l  i t  necessarv to ins is t  upr>n understand-

ing serual i ty  as a d is t inct  category of  analys is ,  one that

coulc l  r rot  t rc  fu l ly  accountecl  for  by fenr in is t  thcor ies

of  gencler ,  i t  is  now c lear  that  sexual i ty  and gencler  can

nevc'r bc cornpletely is<ilatecl frorn one another (Rubin
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1984; Sedgwick 1990). Indeed, Judith Butler (1990, 5)

has shown that our very notions of sexual difference
(male/female) are an effect of a "heterosexual matrix."

.,\ significant boclv of scholarship, largely generatecl

out of questions raised by transgender identity and

polit ics, has insisted on the pressing need to revisit

and scrutinize the relationships among sex, gender,

and sexuality, with an emphasis on recalibrating theo-

r ies of  per format iv i ty  in  l ight  of  r la ter ia l is t  accounts

of  gender (Stone 1991;  Prosscr  l99f l ) .

If queer theory's proicct is characterized, in part, as

an attempt to cl.rallenge identity categories that are

presented as stable,  t ranshistor ica l ,  or  authent ic ,  then

crit iques of nattrralize-r1 racial categories are also crucial

to  i ts  ant inorrnat ive pro ject .  As a nurnber c l f  c l i t ics

have shown, heteronormativity clerives much of its

power from the ways in which it (often silently) shores

up as wcll as depends on naturalizcd categclric:s of

racial cliffcrcnce in contcxts rarrging frorn sexology

and ; lsychoanalys is  to f ic t ion and c incrna (Sort rcrv i l le

2000; l ing 2(X)l). IJcteronorrnativity itself must be un-

derstood,  thcn,  as a rac ia l izcd concel) t  s ince " l rac ia l ly l

nrarg inal  group rnembcrs,  lack ing power ancl  pr iv i lege

al thougir  engaged in heteroscxual  behavic l r ,  have of-

tcn found tl.tcr.t.tsclves clefrne'cl as outsidc the nrlrrt.ts

and values of  r lominant  socic ty"  (C.  ( lohen 1997,

454).  ' l 'h is  ins is tencc on put t ing c luest ic lns of  race at

tl.rc center of quct'r '  approaches has Lreen vigorously ar-

gued nrost  r tccnt ly  in  a l roc jv  of  sch<l larship ic lenl i f icd

as "cluccr of color crit iclue" (Ferguson 2004).

At  thc salne t ime that  in tersect ional  approaches

have bccome nrore ccntra l  to  c luccr  s tuc l ies,  thc f ie lc l
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has also increasingly turrred to the specificit ies of na-

tion-based r.nodels and the dynamics of globalization

and imperialism. Scholars have begun to interrogate

both the possibil i t ies and the l imitations of queer the-

ory for understancling the movement of desires and

identit ies within a transnational frame, as well as the

necessity of attcnding to the relationship between the

rncthods of  queer theory and colonia l  s t ructures of

knowledge ancl power (Pclvinell i and Chauncelr 1999;

Manalansan 200.3;  Gopinath 2005).  1 'he resul t ing in-

terc-st ir.r the "nation" and its constitutive role in

processes of  rac ia l izat ion and sexual izat iorr  has ra ised

new questions abclut ttre wavs that cltrcer theorv might

usefully interrogate the natiorr's less charisrnatic com-

parr ion -thc state. .Jacq ueline Steven s (2OO4, 225), tor

instance, has envisiol-ted quec'r theory and activisnr as

a s i te  for  ar t icu lat ing "a revolut ion agair rs t  a l l  f t>rnrs of

state bounclar ies .  .  .  the unhindered movement and

full-t lcdgccl cleveklprnent of capacities regardless of

one's  b i r thplace or  parentage."

t f  the or ig ins r l f  the term "quecl"  are e lus ivr . ,  i ts  fu-

ture hor izc lns might  be evcn nrore so.  Whi le the tenn

i tse l f  has a contcsted anr l  pcrhaps confusing h is tory,

one of  the points of  consensus among queer theor is ts

has t>een that its parametcrs sl.roulcl not be prertra-

turc'ly (or ever) delirnitccl (Seclgwick 199.3; Berlant and

Warner 1995). ' l 'he l i t lc l  o f  queer s t t rc l ies is  rc lat ive ly

yourlg, but as it has made inr<lacls in a nurnber of dif-

fcrerrt acaclcrnic helds and debates, some crit ics have

asscr ted that  the tcr rn is  r . to  longtr  uscfu l ,  that  i t  has

lrecornc Pass€, that it has lost its atri l i ty to create pr(>

duct ive.  f r ic t ion.  [ )o int ing tc l  i ts  seeming ubiqui tv  in

Race Rocier ick A.  Ferguson

popular-cultural venues sLlch as the recent television

shows (luecr Eye for tlrc Stroiglrt Guy or ()ucer os F'olk,

others crit icize thc wavs that the greater circulation of

"queer"  and i ts  appropr iat ion by the mainstrearn ct r -

tertainment industries have emptied out its oprllosi-

t ional polit ical potential. Whether we shoulcl bc

optimistic or pessimistic about the increasingly visibil-

ity of "clueer" ctrlturc renrair-ts an c)l)elr questiorr.

Meanwhi le,  scholars cc lnt inue to carefu l ly  in terrogatc

the shor tcorn ings ancl  the untap[)ed possib i l i t ies of

"queer" approaches to a range of diversc. issues, such

as migrat ion ( l ,u ibheid and Cantu 2005) or  tentporal -

i ty  (hc le lntan 20021;  Halherstant  2(X)5) .  Whatevcr  the

future uses and contradic t ions of  "queer,"  i t  secms

likely that the worcl wil l procluctively rcfusc to settlc

down,  demanding cr i t ica l  ref lect io l r  in  order  to be un-

derstood in i ts  var ied and speci f ic  cu l tura l ,  pol i t ica l ,

a r t d  h i s to r i ca l  t on t t ' x t s
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Race

Roderick A. lrerguson
- l ' he  

s tudy  c l f  racc  incorpr l ra tes  a  se t  o f  w ic lc - rang ing

analyses clf  . frecclclrn and power. 
' l  

l re scopt of thosc

ana lyses  has  much to  do  w i th  thc-  b rc lac l  ap l t l i ca t ion  o f

rac ia l  d i f fe rence to  acac lemic  and popu lar  no t ions  o f

epistcmology, cor.nmunity, identi ty, and the bocly.

Wi th  regard  to  econonr ic  an t l  po l i t i ca l  fo r rna t ions ,

race has shapecl the rneaning ancl prof i lc of ci t izcrrshi lr


