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Grotesque Maternity: Reading “Happiness” and its Eugenics in
Doris Lessing’s The Fifth Child (1988)
Nozomi UEMATSU

“every happy person, is in infinite debt to a woman.”
—D. W. Winnicott, The Child, the Family and the Outside World.

Introduction

Since Doris Lessing passed away on 17 November 2013, it is worth
considering the value of her works, and what pertinence they have to our
society today. This paper reads Doris Lessing’s The Fifth Child (1988,
hereafter Fifth) in relation to giving birth to disabled children, and to
government’s role in controlling the maternal body. In this story, we see a
happy and conservative family, with four children, whose happiness is
disrupted by the birth of their fifth child, the monstrously deformed Ben.
The treatment the doctors give their child, and the strain Ben causes for his
mother both reveal society’s and the government’s attitude towards
disability in 1980s Britain: on one hand, the government tries to exclude
physical abnormality through family acts and through management of the
maternal body; on the other hand, when the disabled child is born, its
mother, not its father nor wider society nor government, is burdened with
sole responsibility.

As such, Fifth can be read as an allegory and criticism towards utilitarian
family policies by Thatcherism, through contextualising the story in
Thatcher's Britain during the 1980s. Such reading can allow us to see how
the blueprint of “happiness” through constructing the “normative family,”
promised by the government, has an underlying assumption that both
maternal and the child’s bodies are healthy. After briefly summarising the
story of Fifth, | will first look at the various family policies administered by
Thatcher's government. In these policies, “happiness” through forming a



conventional family is promised and set up as an ideology. Secondly, | will
look at the Gothic description of the monstrous, leaky, maternal body in
relation to the monstrous baby in Lessing’s narrative: as we will see, the
ambiguous boundary between mother and monstrous child becomes the
site of horror, and leads the mother to be seen as monstrous. Finally, | will
explore the politics of eugenics embedded in this ideological “happiness”
through examination of Ben's association with vulnerable people, such as
gangsters and the disabled, who are, though minor, significant characters
in the story and community: disabled and non-normative bodies are
described as the origins of difficulties in getting jobs, supporting families
and, consequently, fitting in to the model of happiness that society
endorses. When one cannot fit into the model of happiness the
government desires, Lessing shows in Fifth that no help is provided by the
government, and the individual is left to take responsibility, and
consequently is excluded from society. In the case of giving birth to a
“monstrous” child, the responsibility is cast solely on the mother; her body
is supposed to be the mediator of society’s happiness and, therefore,
becomes monstrous if she cannot provide a healthy child for the nation.
Ultimately, we will see that this particular issue remains pertinent and
pressing to this day, especially in contemporary Japan after the earthquake
in Fukushima in 2011, as | will discuss later.

1 Lessing, Feminism and Humanism

Despite the fact that her vast writing themes involve issues regarding
women, mothers and children, Lessing keeps an ambivalent distance from
feminism." In an interview at the Edinburgh Book Festival in 2008, soon
after her winning of the Nobel Prize, Lessing clearly acknowledged her
distant relationship from feminism, saying “they [feminists] don't love me. |
don't love them either” (Lee, 2009, p. 23). This statement of indifference
perhaps shows her scepticism towards second wave feminism and her
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refusal to be categorized as “a feminist writer.” This ambivalence in Lessing’s
work towards feminism has been highlighted by a number of scholars. For
instance, one Japanese scholar, Suzuko Mamoto (2008, p. 664; my transla-
tion), argues that Lessing’s attitude towards her writing shows her pursuit

is for "humanism beyond feminism":

Lessing’s basic stance towards her works as a writer can be clearly
seen in her writing style; she refutes the monolithic perspectives of
“Ism” [ideology]. [...] [S]he tries to find the way for narratives of
happiness from a universal perspective regardless of age and sex.
Lessing also tries to find the significance of being a “human being”

"o,

before being a “woman,” “wife” or “mother.” What we can see in this
attitude is her firm standpoint as a humanist. The pursuit of
“humanism beyond feminism” is a prominent leitmotif throughout
her writing, regardless of the setting of stories and of changes in her

extensive themes.

Mamoto’s opinion on Lessing’s writing style suggests that Lessing’s
works are beyond the scope of feminist discourse, which Mamoto reckons
posits certain limitation. Indeed, in The Small Personal Voice (1994), Lessing
also implies that she is a humanist writer (p. 10), not a feminist. It may be
that Lessing considered feminism as the discourse that only deals with
women, and sought to explore a greater variety of social issues. However,
we need to question her assumption here, since humanism is also an
ideology, just as feminism is. When we consider the supposed subject
matter of humanism, the concept and definition of “human” must be
interrogated. Mamoto seems to assume that humanism does not recognise
differences between genders. However, what Mamoto does not note is that
humanism may rely on the concept of "human being” which differentiates
and marginalises certain kinds of body as not fully “/human.” Regarding



Lessing as humanist is perhaps a valid position. However, it does not
provide a full reading of what her texts actually offer. Though Lessing'’s
account of herself as humanist does not appear to interrogate the term
itself, her novel Fifth, as | will discuss below, apparently questions what it
means to be human, and explores the lives of those who are excluded from
this society in which "human beings” are required to be, and have, certain
kinds of body.” Contrary to Mamoto’s claim that Lessing finds “the way for
narratives of happiness from a universal perspective regardless of age and
sex,” what Fifth describes is not the pursuit, but the enforcement of
happiness.’ In this novel, the very concepts of the human being and
happiness are called into questions.

Fifth is a short and allegorical novel that describes how a happy marriage
and a blissful family construction are destroyed by the couple’s brutal fifth
son, Ben. Through his physical and psychological torture of his mother, of
other relatives and of their pets, the plot of the happy family, applauded by
British society especially in the eighties, is debunked and challenged. The
narrative is set in London from the 1960s to the 1980s, till Ben becomes a
teenager. In the 1960s, Harriet and David, both “conservative” and “old-
fashioned” (p. 7) met at their company Christmas party. The narrator
suggests that these two were “freaks and oddballs” (p. 9) for their attitude
to sex. Living in the sixties, the decade of sexual liberation, Harriet was a
virgin and David was reluctant to have a physical relationship with his
previous girlfriend. Immediately they fell in love, got engaged, and married
the next spring. Soon after their marriage, they purchased a house in
London with an abandoned garden, since it had enough space for bringing
up “six children at least” (p. 14). Harriet has two other sisters, and her
parents “[took] for granted that family life was the basis for a happy one” (p.
12). Her mother Dorothy is a widow and she looked after her grandchildren.
On the other hand, David has “two sets of parents” (Ibid.) due to his parents’
divorce. His father, James Lovatt is a successful boat builder who married
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for a second time to Jessica. Their wealth made it possible for David to
manage his large family, to pay the living costs for their large house, and
for his children to study at boarding schools. Molly, David's mother, married
her second husband Frederick Burke, a historian in Oxford. Dissatisfied with
both parents’ households, David passionately desires a better future home,
as his occupation as an architect suggests. He knew the kind of woman he
needed for his house: a woman who knew “where happiness lay and how
to keep it,” since “what he was working for was a home” (p. 13). With rapid
pace, they had four children, Luke, Helen, Jane and Paul, who filled them
with happiness and joy.

In her book, The Promise of Happiness (2010), Sara Ahmed defines
happiness as something that we feel good about “achieving.” Ahmed
analyses that happiness is a social good that we can “gain,” “find” and
“have.” When one’s feeling is proximate to that certain specific happiness,
the subject feels good. In other words, to be happy, one has to achieve
some standard of happiness. Ahmed argues there are some indicators for
happiness achievement such as marriage, family construction, and wealth
accumulation. These become the "happiness duty, since there is a certain
expectation that one has a duty to promote what causes happiness”
(Ahmed, 2010, p. 7). "Duty” calls one not only to pursue, but to “follow”
happiness, and it works as a collective obligation (Ibid.). Therefore, when an
individual in a society cannot find or have happiness, thus revealing a gap
between what is achieved by the individual and the aimed happiness as a
social good, it is the individual's fault for not being able to follow the path
of normative happiness. While Ahmed's argument is compelling, | would
further contend that the concept of happiness is a gendered construction,
and thus, reproduction and nurturing are represented as precisely woman’s
happiness. For instance, in the Lovatts’ household, happiness is dependent
on the mother’s ability and capacity to provide the members of the family
with comfort. When Harriet gives birth to Ben, she is blamed because she



fails to provide the rest of the family with the comfort she is supposed to
provide. Women's happiness/duty in this society, this story shows, is
dependent on giving birth to an able-bodied, healthy child. As we will see
below, through reading the relationships among Ben, his mother and other
disabled characters, Fifth articulates the close connection between
happiness, the body and embodiment. Lessing’s text challenges the
“universal” quality of maternal happiness, by showing how the family’'s
happiness is dependent on a woman's body that reproduces the able-
bodied child. In other words, in neoliberal societies, happiness is
problematically gendered and equated with healthiness, which contributes
to the productivity of the larger community.

2 Socio-Political Context of the 1980s: The Return to “the Traditional

Family”

With the Fifth written in 1988, Thatcher’s political policies of the 1980s
are deeply and intricately connected to Lessing’s novel. As Elizabeth
Maslen (1994) describes, Lessing “is always engaged with the world of Now,
wrestling not only with those matters which are central debates of the
moment at which she writes, but also with issues which ought to be
debated, but which the society she writes for is not quite ready to face”
(p. 1). Indeed, we will see that the Lovatts’ attitudes towards family
construction correspond with the family laws administered by the
Conservative government in the 1980s. Gillian Douglas explains the
importance of the family laws reformed by Thatcher's government in
contrast to the ones issued by the previous Labour administration in the
1960s. During the 1980s, the Conservative government administered: The
Matrimonial and Family Proceedings Act (1984); The Surrogacy
Arrangement (1985); The Family Law Reform Act (1987); and The Children
Act (1989). These Acts are often considered as policies to return to a model
of “the traditional family” (Douglas, 1990, pp. 412-413).
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In her memoir, Margaret Thatcher articulates her belief in re/forming
conventional family values during her time in office. She became
increasingly certain that “though there were crucially important limits to
what politicians can do in this area,” the Government “could only get to the
roots of crime and much else besides by concentrating on strengthening
the traditional family” (Macintyre, 1993). The chairperson of the
Conservative Party in her administration, Kenneth Baker, also claimed that
illegitimacy and single-parent families were to blame for rising crime and
unemployment in the inner cities (as cited in Douglas, 1990, p. 412).* The
increase of illegitimate births (27 percent in 1989), high rate of young-
homelessness, and the annual number of divorces (about 150,000) were
considered as at the root of crime and moral degeneracy, caused by the
breakdown of the nuclear family and its values. The conventional family
means, in Conservative terms, a nuclear family in which the married
parents stay in a healthy relationship, with good control over their children.
The Conservatives accused the Labour administration in the sixties of
eroding these values. In encouraging the ideal of conventional family,
“respect for elders, hard work, thrift, chastity” are protected. As Douglas
explains, those Acts administered by Thatcher were the reflection of the
governmental concern, and with these laws, divorces became more
difficult, and engaging in surrogacy was prohibited. In so doing, parental
responsibility for the child's moral as well as physical development was
emphasized and rewarded (as cited in Douglas, 1990, p. 419). These policies
motivated citizens to engage in marriage, and construct families. Lessing
reflects her scepticism towards these policies in Fifth through the
conventional figures of Harriet and David. Their priority is always making
their own traditional family, against the liberal atmosphere of the sixties.

Happiness. A happy family. The Lovatts were a happy family. It was
what they had chosen and what they deserved. Often, when David



and Harriet lay face to face, it seemed that doors in their breasts flew
open, and what poured out was an intensity of relief, of thankfulness,
that still astonished them both: patience for what seemed now such
a very long time had not been easy, after all. It had been hard
preserving their belief in themselves when the spirit of the times, the
greedy and selfish sixties, had been so ready to condemn them, to
isolate, to diminish their best selves. And look, they had been right
to insist on guarding that stubborn individuality of theirs which had
chosen, and so obstinately, the best - this. (pp. 28-29)

As we see here, Fifth exemplifies how Harriet and David strongly long for
forming the conventional family and treat it as the location where
happiness resides. However, “healthy parenting” is ironically revealed in
this story as quite different from the idea of child-bearing and rearing
equally shared by both mother and father: when the child is not “healthy,”
it comes down to the responsibility of the mother.

3 Gothic Narrative and Monstrous Maternal Bodies

When their fifth child, Ben, is born, this happy family life turns into a
nightmare. This subversive plot —the fall of the Lovatts' house— has been
discussed by a number of scholars as characteristic of Gothic fiction.” | will
particularly pay attention to the way maternal desire turns into fear
through the intimate physical relationship between mother and baby in
this Gothic narrative. Famously, Rosemary Jackson (1981) argues that the
fantastic narrative of the Gothic is historically a device to subvert the
ideological order and the law of the Father, pushing it into illegitimacy and
outside of the value system. In doing so, the fantastic mode briefly
uncovers the unseen and the unsaid in culture (p. 4). Following Jackson,
more feminist reassessment of the Gothic has taken place. According to
Susanne Becker (1999), Gothic writing as a genre has always been about
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“rebellion and provocation against the order, control and the powers of
restrictive ideologies” (pp. 4-5). As such, the Gothic genre has long been
seen to have a close relation with feminism and feminist issues, challenging
the dominant patriarchal order. With its focus on monstrosity, both feminist
and Gothic interpretations can converge in analysing Fifth, especially the
figures of the monstrous mother and child. However, whereas the
traditional Gothic novels in the eighteenth century are characterised by
horrifying landscapes, such as the haunted castle or abbey, the locus of
horror in modern or neo-Gothic fiction is not in landscapes: it is on
monstrous bodies (Halberstam, 1995, p. 16).

The Neo-Gothic is a revival of the Gothic genre mainly by women writers
using Gothic conventions. It is a new movement of gendered writing of
quoting, rewriting, sampling, and mixing, as Becker claims. Running from
the 1970s to the 1990s, female writers such as Angela Carter, Fay Weldon
and Margaret Atwood interrogated gender binaries by writing grotesque
physical representations. In the discourse of western culture, the body is
considered in opposition to the mind, and is often taken as a natural
grounding. Moreover the terrain of the body is unreasonably assigned and
reduced to one gender, that is, "woman.”® However, in the neo-Gothic
mode, the dichotomy between the body and the mind is challenged and
even subverted through writing the grotesque body, as we will see below.
In other media, films such as Alien (1979) and Rosemary’s Baby (1968)
exemplify the possibilities for horror in the birth of a monstrous child. In
much the same way, Lessing’s Fifth can also be categorized as Neo-gothic
writing, with its depiction of Harriet's monstrous maternal body and Ben,
the monster.

4 Leaky Inter-corporeality between Mother and Child
In Fifth, the experience of fear within readers can especially be seen in
the description of the ambiguous corporeal relationship between Ben and



Harriet. Margrit Shildrick (2002) discusses this ambiguous relationship
through her notion of women'’s leaky bodies: “Whatever the manifest
outcome at birth, the pregnant female body itself is always a trope of
immense power in that it speaks to an inherent capacity to problematise
the boundaries of self and other” (p. 31). For Shildrick, women have
destabilised boundaries not only during pregnancy but also after giving
birth: “Women are out of control, uncontained, unpredictable, leaky” (Ibid.).

Harriet's physical and psychological fears in relation to her gothic baby,
during and after her pregnancy, play important roles in this novel. Harriet
feels “a tapping in her belly, demanding attention” (p. 45) and when breast-
feeding she suffers pain from being “bruised black all around the nipples”
(p. 66). In this novel, | argue fear in the Gothic narrative becomes effective
when the monstrosity of the child oozes through the boundary into the
maternal body. In addition, the movement of evilness is not one-way from
the monstrous baby to the maternal: monstrosity moves to-and-fro
through the boundary, and it is this permeability that provokes terror for
the readers. Through this leaky boundary, Harriet also becomes a monster,
as | will discuss now, and Lessing makes the mother into “the other” in the
eyes of her society.

The leaky physical relation between Harriet and Ben can be seen both
during and after her pregnancy. For example, while Harriet “was sitting at
the kitchen table, head in her hands, muttering,” David, her husband,
observes that the “new foetus was poisoning her” (p. 41, emphasis added).
This horrifying sickness comes from Ben as a seepage through the
boundary. As a result of the permeability of this monstrosity, she becomes
“frantic, exhausted...She was peevish; she lost her temper; she burst into
tears...” (Ibid.). To ease the pain and horror inside her body, she has to keep
moving. Through this process, Harriet herself becomes a monster:

Then she took to driving a short way out of the town, where she
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walked along the country lanes, fast, sometimes running. People in
passing cars would turn, amazed, to see this hurrying driven woman,
white-faced, hair flying, open-mouthed, panting, arms clenched
across her front. If they stopped to offer help, she shook her head
and ran on. (pp. 51-52)

The leaky physical connection between mother and monstrous child can
still be seen after her labour. When she breastfeeds, Ben drinks quickly and
empties her breast of milk (p. 63). Harriet feels that the monstrous child
sucks her breasts so strongly that part of her body is swallowed into the
baby:

Ben sucked so strongly that he emptied the first breast in less than a
minute. Always, when a breast was nearly empty, he ground his
gums together, and so she had to snatch him away before he could
begin. It looked as if she were unkindly depriving him of the breast,
and she heard David's breathing change. Ben roared with rage,
fastened like a leech to the other nipple, and sucked so hard she felt
that her whole breast was disappearing down his throat. (p. 63)

This process of sucking her breasts and her body suggests the image of
another Gothic monster, Dracula. The monstrous baby exploits and abuses
the maternal body, and in turn, it is Harriet who becomes a monster.
However extraordinary Ben is, the hospital always certifies that Ben is "A
normal healthy fine baby” (Ibid.), and the problem is not in Ben, but in
Harriet (pp. 124-125). What we can see from this scene, with what | call
leaky intimacy between the baby and mother, is that the monstrosity of
Ben is denied a social recognition, and therefore, Harriet is in turn deemed
as monstrous. She is punished by society, as it were, since she fails to give
birth to a healthy child when society requires her to do so. She is forbidden



to achieve happiness, because she fails to contribute to the happiness of
other members of the family, the larger community and, ultimately, the
nation.

5 Motherhood and Society: Proximity and Alienation in The Fifth Child

For happy family construction, one is required to produce a healthy child
to fully contribute oneself to a larger community and, if one fails to do so,
the responsibility for this failure is totally and unreasonably cast onto
motherhood. Gamallo (2000) argues that the figure of Harriet who has Ben
(the Other) within herself is similar to the figure of a nation within which
there are Others such as immigrants. Indeed, there is a figurative similarity
between society/nation and pregnant mother, as both of them have the
Other embedded within. What Gamallo overlooks, however, is that the
mother herself is also, what | term, “the Other who has the other within
her.” Unlike the nation, which contains the Other, but is itself the norm, in
the case of the mother pregnant with a monstrous child, the mother too is
othered, marginalised, and excluded by the nation. Harriet is alienated
from society and other members of her family because of her close
relationship with Ben. As the difference between Harriet and Ben blurs, the
distance between her and her society/family becomes apparent. This
begins when Harriet is pregnant and Ben, the foetus, tortures her from
within her womb. This physical struggle distances her from the other
members of her family:

Appalled at the distance that had grown up between her and her
husband, between her and the children, her mother, [...] she was
willing them to leave her alone and to reach the baby, the foetus -
this creature with whom she was locked in a struggle to survive. [/ ]
Oh, how eager everyone was to welcome her back into the family,
normal, herself: they ignored, because she wanted them to, her
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tenseness, her tiredness. (pp. 52-53)

David claims that Ben is not his child (p. 90), blaming solely Harriet.
Medical doctors, who represent institutional power, never acknowledge
that Ben is abnormal, saying It is not abnormal to take a dislike to a child”
(p. 67), thus trivializing the matter. Together, they dissociate themselves
from the problem caused by Ben, and problematize Harriet, the mother.
However, when Ben is finally recognized as abnormal and institutionalised,
Harriet saves Ben from the institution in which young “monsters” are

hospitalised:

Every bed or cot held an infant or small child in whom the human
template had been wrenched out of pattern, sometimes horribly,
sometimes slightly. A baby like a comma, great lolling head on a
stalk of a body... then something like a stick insect, enormous
bulging eyes among stiff fragilities that were limbs. [...] Rows of
freaks, nearly all asleep, and all silent. (p. 98)

Harriet feels that, perhaps internalizing society's requirement, it is her
“responsibility” to rescue him from this institution, where he will eventually
be killed if left. However, her “responsible” action as a parent brings her to
a conundrum, as, soon after bringing Ben back from there, she is asked to
choose “him or us” (p. 90) by her husband. She feels as if she is “a criminal”
(p. 94) and “a scapegoat [...] the destroyer of her family” (p. 141).

It is indeed Ben who is a monster, who turns the Lovatts' happiness
upside down. However, since the boundary between the monster and the
mother becomes ambiguous, Harriet is considered as fundamentally the
origin and cause of this corruption and pollution of home/nation/society.
What the monstrous child-mother relationship within society reveals is the
demand to produce healthy and able-bodied children. Although in fact,



David also chooses the happy family life, when it turns out their baby is a
monster, the responsibility of the choice is thrown upon Harriet.

Happiness is the profit of the community, and a shared asset between
the collective and the individual. When it is not achieved, the mother
becomes responsible for the failure of pursuing the mutual happiness
between the collective and the individual. Harriet thinks that Ben is her
punishment for wanting happiness, but the story makes it apparent that
she is not to blame. In the story, society does not supply enough safety-
nets for Harriet. Therefore, this process of scapegoating Harriet, the mother,
ought to be understood as the effect, not the cause, of this operation of
ideology. The process here of setting up the close relation between mother
and child, and then alienating them as anomalous from society, is
arbitrarily performed. This reducing of the responsibility to the individual is
precisely the ideology of Thatcher’s conventional family policies; it is the
dark side of neoliberal individualism, as | will argue in the next section.

6 Ben’s Body and its Association with Gangs/the Unemployed

In Fifth, Ben, the monstrous child, and his body are described as having
numerous anomalous features. He is described as “a real little wrestler [...], a
troll, or a goblin” (p. 61), an “alien” (p. 62), “Neanderthal” (p. 65), “the
fighting creature” (p. 66) and “a freak” (p. 74). He is not “a real baby, a real
little child” (p. 62) and totally different from Harriet's other four children.
Lessing herself states that Ben is “a throwback to little people” (Shapiro,
1997, n.p.). His primitiveness is indicated especially through his description
just after his birth, which suggests his backwardness, and how he does not
fitinto modern society:

He was not a pretty baby. He did not look like a baby at all. He had a
heavy-shouldered hunched look, as if he were crouching there as he
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lay. His forehead sloped from his eyes to his crown. His hair grew in
an unusual pattern from the double crown where started a wedge or
triangle that came low on the forehead, the hair lying forward in a
thick yellowish stubble, while the side and back hair grew
downwards. His hands were thick and heavy, with pads of muscle in
the palms. He opened his eyes and looked straight up into his
mother’s face. They were focused greeny-yellow eyes, like lumps of
soapstone. (p. 60)

The description of Ben’s body shows his uniqueness and unusualness,
and critics read Ben's representation in various ways; he is the monster who
represents others in society; he is the other within the mother, as discussed
above. Ellen Pifer (2000) argues that Ben cannot be interpreted as the
other, but the human being, when he hangs around with gangsters, and
blends into the mass at the end of the novel (p. 146). However, | contend
that Ben cannot be seen as a “human being,” since what Ben reveals
through his monstrous appearance is the boundary between those who
are approved as human and those who are not. Halberstam (1995) defines
the figure of the monster in relation to communities as follows:

The monster itself is an economic form in that it condenses various
racial and sexual threats to nation, capitalism, and the bourgeoisies
in one body. If the Gothic novel produces an easy answer to the
question of what threatens to national security and prosperity (the
monster), the Gothic monster represents many answers to the
question of who must be removed from the community at large
(p.3).

Halberstam'’s explanation can be applied to the monstrous figure of Ben
due to his association with the unemployed and gangsters. The Lovatts ask
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the unemployed John to do the gardening for them. John ends up being a
babysitter for Ben, he picks Ben up with his motorbike and takes Ben to see
his other unemployed friends. Later in the novel, a group of gangsters
called “Ben Lovatt's gang” (p. 146) occupy the Lovatts’ house in 1986,
committing robberies and rape. In other words, he represents a range of
kinds of “the other” who must be removed from a society. Based upon
Halberstam’s definition, Ben, the Gothic monster, opens up a reading of
Fifth as about an assemblage of socio-political threats to a nation. Through
the characterisation of Ben, Lessing questions social norms that name
certain human beings as appropriate for reproduction, implying that
Thatcher's policy reinforces the “conventional and healthy” family unit as a
source of happiness.

7 Eugenics as National Happiness: Deformity and Disability, Ben’s

Body and Down Syndrome

Still, the figure of Ben is extremely ambiguous. The text itself repeatedly
questions “What is he?” (p. 66), “Was he, in fact? What was he?” (p. 81), and
yet no easy answer is provided. Rather than summarising Ben as the
monstrous other who is marginalised in society as we have seen in the
previous section, reading Ben in relation to the minor characters in Fifth
who have disabled bodies provides further insightful social issues that the
text raises. This reading of the text in the context of disability studies
accommodates Lessing's insights into the way that family happiness relies
on a kind of eugenics. In this novel, family unhappiness, such as suffering
and burdens, is described as being due to disability. Lessing'’s text provides
the scope and space to question who is human and who is not, and what
kinds of bodies are considered appropriate to be reproduced.

Before Ben'’s birth, Harriet and David experience bliss in having children:
“Happiness. A happy family. The Lovatts were a happy family. It was what
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they had chosen and what they deserved” (p. 28) as | quoted above. While
they are feeling joyful to have a happy family, Harriet's sister, Sarah, suffers
from an unhappy relationship with her husband William in contrast:

There was a cloud, though. Sarah and her husband, William, were
unhappily married and quarrelled, and made up, but she was
pregnant with her fourth, and a divorce was not possible. [...] The
cloud on family happiness that was Sarah and William's discord
disappeared, for it was absorbed in worse. (p. 28)

William had left Sarah twice (p. 32) and he is labelled by his family as an
“unsatisfactory husband” (p. 34). His physical disability is an obstacle to
getting a decent job: “he was distressed by physical disability, and his new
daughter, the Down'’s syndrome baby, appalled him” (p. 32). Harriet and
David talk behind Sarah'’s back about their Down syndrome niece, Amy:

Harriet said to David, privately, that she did not believe it was bad
luck, Sarah and William’s unhappiness, their quarrelling, had probably
attracted the mongol child -yes, yes, of course she knew one shouldn’
t call them mongol. But the little girl did look a bit like Genghis Khan,
didn't she? A baby Genghis Khan with her squashed little face and
her slitty eyes? (p. 29, emphasis added)

Harriet evidently associates her sister's downbeat relationship with their
child’s disability. With William’s physical disability that disrupts his
employability, Harriet, having internalised the ideology of neoliberal
societies, makes a clear connection between happiness and being able-
bodied: she thinks Sarah and William's unhappiness causes the birth of the
Down syndrome child, and William's limited access to jobs from the market
threatens his family happiness and financial stability. Later in the novel,
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Ben is born and his physical appearance is significantly different from
“normal” children, and moreover his destructive behaviour diminishes their
happiness. In short, in their household, happiness/unhappiness is directly
related to their physical “normality” and “defects,” and in this sense, family
happiness is embedded in the concept of eugenics.

Rosemarie Garland-Thomson (2012) radically reassesses eugenics from
its historical usage related to the Nazis. In conversation with Ruth Schwartz
Cowan, she articulates eugenics as “a way of shaping human communities
or shaping human populations” (Cowan and Garland-Thomson, 2012, n.p.).
For Garland-Thompson, the word “human” raises the question of who is to
be included in the word “human” and in the community: she asks “what we
mean by human, what we mean by flourishing, what we mean by health?”
(Ibid.) This question seeks to expose what kinds of beliefs and assumptions
shape the concept of human. For example, she discusses that Down
syndrome is indeed one of the iconic human variations in disability, and
trying to erase its existence is the very example of the utopian "World
Human Project” (Garland-Thomson, 2012), in which the belief that
eliminating people with disability, thanks to prenatal screening technology,
will bring a better world, place and future to society. Underlying the Down
syndrome argument is the issue of quality of life. There is a prediction that
the disabled person cannot be happy, since their health is not sufficient.
Behind the word “health,” sufferings and burdens of family are always
assumed. Therefore, the politics of disability is based on the ideology of
happiness. The application of this ideology of happiness is not limited to
families, but also to the larger community. Individuals are required to
contribute themselves for the productivity of society.

Lessing insightfully articulates this unwelcoming attitude and system for
the less able, and for unusual bodies, and shows its relation to the politics
of happiness. After Ben's birth, Harriet and David experience hardship,
burdens and suffering. They cannot cope with Ben and it ends up with the
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collapse of the Lovatts. Similarly, William's disability and his unemploy-
ment, and Amy’s Down syndrome are key examples in the novel of
unhappiness in relation to disabled bodies.

Conclusion

Marriage is exceedingly physical in Fifth: as indicated by numerous
scenes of Easter and Christmas, Harriet and David are productive and
prosperous in child-bearing. They pursue normative happiness, and yet the
result of their family construction is not appreciated by the nation, because
Ben, the fifth child, is a monster. Furthermore, through an intimate physical
relationship with Ben, his mother Harriet becomes monstrous. What
Lessing’s novel makes clear is that happiness is closely bound up with
physicality and with physical activities. Simultaneously, the body which is
reproduced through such physical activities has to be normative. The
normative body to be reproduced in the family unit has to be reproductive,
and employable, i.e., the able body which directly serves for the nation'’s
wealth accumulation. The strong relationship of happiness to the body
becomes visible through the description of monstrous bodies in this novel.
These monstrous bodies indicate who and what kinds of ability one needs
to have to be approved of as a human being in wider society.

Fifth can be read as an allegory of conventional family policies during the
80s in Britain, in critical reaction to Labour administration in the 1960s.
Patricia Waugh (1995) explains that Britain in the 1960s “witnessed
enormous transformations in attitudes to authority, sexuality, censorship,
and civil liberties” (p. 5). The “return” to the conventional family and its
value is precisely the backlash to the liberal atmosphere of the 60s. The
policies described above helped to set up the concept of the conventional
family as happiness. In this neoliberal mode, happiness is not a universal
attribute, but precisely a matter of economy (the financial ability to feed
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the family) and also a matter of “matter”, the physical issues of maternity to
produce healthy bodies. Fifth’s narrative also starts in the sixties, where
Harriet and David cannot fit into the atmosphere, and by the eighties they
construct a conventional family. By describing the collapse of their
happiness, Fifth articulates how the neoliberal concept of happiness
assumed in the conventional family laws dismisses the necessity of support
systems if the citizen does not have a healthy body. However, Lessing’s
writing ends up only articulating the unwelcoming attitudes and failing
systems of the government. In this sense, Fifth is a complete dystopia and
does not provide any positive alternatives.

Interestingly, there are two rewritings of this dystopian novel. Lessing
wrote the sequel of Fifth, Ben in the World, in 2000. Contrary to the
monstrous representation of Ben in the first series, here he is described as a
victim of society. This victimised figure suggests the significance of reading
Ben in association with those excluded from society — disabled characters
in the family. Three years after Ben in the World, Lionel Shriver published We
Need to Talk about Kevin (2003). This novel deals with the disturbing
relationship between mother and child, their disconnection, and violence
by the child. These three publications show strong historical parallels
between the 1980s and the 2000s. Lessing perhaps expresses her concern
with the governmental emphasis on the revival of conventional family
values, and describes its effect twenty years after the publication of Fifth.

What we must recognise is that the correlation between patriarchy,
ableism and nationalism through the concept of reproduction still has
political urgency in our contemporary life. We see this in Japan following
the national crisis of radiation leakage, which was caused by the
earthquake in Fukushima in 2011 (Kakamu, 2011).” This earthquake
caused a tsunami, which destroyed the nuclear plants in the prefecture.
The consequent radiation polluted soil, water and food, especially around
Fukushima, and people are confronted by the real threat of health damage,
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among whom the most vulnerable are infants and small children.
Simultaneously, this event revealed a lack of governmental support to help
those children and their families from pollution. Citizens have started
protesting to the government, demanding its prompt action to improve
the situation (Okada, 2011). In this crisis, guardians of children are called to
greater awareness of governmental influences on their own lives. Will the
government take responsibility if the children who are yet to be born are
physically and mentally handicapped because of the radiation pollution? Is
happiness attainable in this society to those suffering from ill-health as a
consequence of radiation? In these ways, reading Lessing’'s work continues
to make us question the way in which power operates on maternal
responsibility in the case of disability. It is clear that even now, maternal
bodies are mediators of social happiness, and yet, when they cannot (re)
produce healthy children to be productive for their societies, there is not
enough protection for them. It becomes their sole responsibility to care for
their disabled child, pushing them to the margins of, and making them
appear monstrous to, their society.
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Footnotes

' As is well known, her early work, The Grass is Singing (1950) and The Golden
Notebook (1962) deal with female protagonists’ mental breakdowns. The latter
especially is frequently considered as a pioneering work for second wave
feminism.

2 This is the very issue which Mary Shelley takes up in Frankenstein (1818) in the
monster’s body.

3 With regards to the differences between people, is there someone who is yet to
be gendered soon after her/his birth? Mamoto seems to consider that there is
such a subject, who exists “before” becoming a man or a woman in society. This
discursive assumption, however, of setting up a human “before” gendering
becomes problematic, as Judith Butler argues in her book, Gender Trouble (1991).
According to Butler, the subject “who stands ‘before’ the law, awaiting
representation in or by the law [...] is constituted by the law as the fictive
foundation of its own claim to legitimacy.” (Butler, p. 5) In other words, assuming
there is “a human before gendering” is discursively impossible, given Butler’s
account of gender performativity.

4 According to Douglas, it is said that female teenagers about 16-17 get pregnant
so that they can leave home and be housed in council houses.

5 For Gothic narrative as a subversive device in Fifth, see: Gamallo (2000); Robbins
(2009); Pifer (2000).

¢ See Ortner (1972).

This earthquake caused a huge tsunami, which killed 15,799 citizens and 4,053

~

people are still missing. 117,410 houses were destroyed due to this tragedy.
(September 2011).
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The Production of Knowledge: A Case Study of a
Government-Funded Women’s/Gender Studies Program*
Diana KHOR

Introduction

Japan ranked 101st among 135 countries in the Global Gender Gap
measure in 2012, much lower than other G-8 countries (Hausmann, Tyson
& Zahidi 2012). Much media attention was given to the solicited opinion of
the IMF chairperson Christine Lagarde that the low level of women'’s
employment and career development, due to various barriers, was
arresting Japan’s economic progress. Prime Minister Abe Shinzo picked up
the rhetoric and tied the employment of women—as economic resources
—to a nationalistic goal of building a strong Japan in the global context.
Gender equality initiatives were implemented in Japan in the 1980s and
1990s, but a backlash quickly set in (Nihon Joseigakkai Jendaa Kenkyuu
Kai, 2006).

The government’s instrumental and inconsistent commitment to gender
equality would not lead one to expect it to fund women's/gender studies
programs. However, it did fund two programs, purportedly to boost the
global competitiveness of higher education. The funding was certainly a
cause for celebration for feminists, but it also raised questions about how
government funding and globalization might affect higher education as a
site of feminist practice.

These queries led to the present analysis, which reviews current thoughts
on globalization and education and examines a government-funded
women’'s/gender studies program. It is hoped that such an analysis can
facilitate a more in-depth understanding of the production of feminist
knowledge and identify areas of concern for the future development of
academic feminism in Japan.

To provide a background to the present analysis, the paper first discusses
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government initiatives in and public reactions to gender equality in
education, women’'s/gender studies in higher education, and government
educational policies and globalization. Next, the extant literature on
globalization and education is reviewed, based on which specific questions
that guide the current analysis is identified. Details of the data and analyses
are then presented. The conclusion summarizes the findings and discusses
ideas related to the future development of women’s/gender studies in
Japan.

Gender-Equal Policies in Education and Backlash’

As laws were passed for gender equality at work, there began to be
changes in gender-biased practices in primary and secondary schools,
including the elimination of separate roll calls for and ways of addressing
boys and girls, approval of sex education by the Ministry of Education, and
coeducation in home economics in middle and high school. In 1995, the
Tokyo Women's Foundation called for the implementation of “gender-free
education”, and the National Women’s Education Center published
Women’s Studies Study Guide for a Gender-Free Society. Local governments
followed suit. The key term, “gender-free,” however, became a target for
scathing attacks not only on gender equality, sex education and feminism
but also on the very use of the terms “gender” and “gender-free”.
Concurrently, there was an emphasis on differences between men and
women. A few books assailing feminism and gender equality were
published in the mid-1990s, and there was a noticeable increase in news
magazines in attacks on gender equality, separate surnames for wife and
husband,”> and sex education. In 2000, Tokyo inserted in the preamble to
the Ordinance for Gender Equality an affirmation of differences between
men and women. In 2002, the Cabinet Office announced that the use of
the term “gender free” was not appropriate. At the local government level,
a poster with the message, “gender equality promotes sex crimes”, was
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made in Fukuoka City in 2003. Other cities and prefectures followed in its
footsteps, demanding a repeal of the gender equality law itself and
reverting to gender-biased practices in schools, such as in Tokyo in 2004
and Niigata in 2003.

In the midst of such hostility against gender equality, the government
gave a handsome grant to a women’s/gender studies program through the
Center of Excellence (COE) program. To appreciate its implications, it is
important to first understand women'’s/gender studies in higher education
and the circumstances under which the funding was made.

The Development of Women’s/Gender Studies in Japan

According to Hara (2004), the first women's studies courses in Japan
were offered to advanced undergraduate students in 1974 in Sophia
University. However, rather than increasing the number of undergraduate
courses, women’'s/gender studies developed further in research centers
and graduate schools. Two major women's studies associations were
founded in 1977 and 1979, and by the late 1990s, there were research
centers and institutes in 13 institutions (Hara 2004). Their number
continued to increase in subsequent years. Josai International University
offered the first Master’s degree in Women'’s Studies in 1996, and various
institutions also offer PhDs with a women’s studies/gender studies
concentration in the Humanities and Social Sciences. Years later, in the
spring of 2005, the first undergraduate major in Gender Studies in the
country began to be offered at International Christian University, in the
Program in Gender and Sexuality Studies (pGSS) under the auspices of the
Center for Gender Studies established in 2004.

Independent of the presence of a women’s/gender studies program, an
increasing number of courses were being offered in various institutions.
Surveys of Academic Affairs offices showed 2456 courses in 609 institutions
in 2000, a three-times increase in the number of courses from 1996 (Tachi
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2002). The increase in number was not matched by an increase in diversity
of the courses as most were connected to “family” or “work”, and far fewer
were about other social issues or systems of inequality, such as politics,
economics, race, ethnicity, class/stratification, sexuality and so on (Tachi
2002). An earlier analysis of 517 courses found that the majority merely
added women into conventional courses or focused on “women’s lives”
without challenging or transforming extant knowledge (Khor, 1996).

To summarize, women'’s/gender studies has had a presence in Japanese
higher education since the 1970s. However, its presence has been defined
less by diverse undergraduate courses or women’s/gender studies majors
than by specialized research at the graduate or professional level. This
structural niche that women’s/gender studies seems to have found in
higher education is reflected in the social respectability, visibility or even
international reputation bestowed on some prominent feminist scholars,
and perhaps some programs. This global visibility might well be one reason
why the government gave a grant to a women'’s/gender studies program
—to showcase the global nature of Japanese higher education.

Globalization, Government Policy and Funding of Women’s/Gender
Studies in Japan

Meyer (2000) conceptualizes modern globalization in terms of increases
in political and military interdependencies of nation-states, economic
interdependencies of nations-states and international firms,
interdependence of expressive culture through global communication,
flow of individuals, and flow of instrumental culture. In considering the
connection between globalization and higher education, Ueno (2007)
likewise focuses on the expansion in the international flow of information,
money and people, particularly researchers and students, and also the
increased use of the English language and its growing significance.

Arimoto (2002) points out that the Japanese university system has been
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founded on the basis of internationalization: the university model had
been adopted from abroad and students were sent overseas. However,
now it is being called to align itself with global standards.’> There is indeed
a long history in Japan of the implementation of policies to promote
internationalization and then globalization (Arimoto 2002). The 21st
century COE program, which began providing grants in 2002 and took on
an explicit “global” character as Global COE (GCOE) in 2007, followed in this
tradition to “cultivate a competitive academic environment among
Japanese universities by giving targeted support to the creation of world-
standard research and education bases (centers of excellence).” It aimed at
“raising the standard of both education and research at them,” so as “to
elevate Japanese universities to the world’s highest echelons, while
fostering people of talent and creativity who will be qualified to assume
roles as world leaders” (Japan Society for the Promotion of Science, n.d.).
The idea of "world” or “global standards” is frequently embedded
explicitly or implicitly in policy statements or programs promoting
globalization in higher education, and yet it remains unclear what these
standards are. Arimoto (2002) refers to the “rest of the developed world” as
a reference group, aligning “global standards” with essentially Euro-
American or “Western” standards. The concept of “excellence” in the Center
of Excellence program is also a term frequently invoked in neoliberal
rhetoric. In the bestseller In Search of Excellence about “excellent com-
panies”, Tom Peters and Robert H. Waterman (1982) intend such terms as
“excellence” and “innovation” to be measures of business success. Singh,
Kenway & Apple (2005), for example, identify these as neoliberal goals and
see their influence on education in the use of performance indicators to
align educational goals with a neoliberal global agenda. Through the
implementation of these goals, state control can be realized and internal
competition among educational institutions promoted.* These tendencies
constitute what Readings (1996) has called the corporatization of the
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university and are consistent with the rationale laid out by the Ministry of
Education and Sports in their funding policies. The neoliberal rhetoric
embedded in these tendencies, however, does not capture all the effects of
globalization on higher education, especially when one looks closely at the
production of knowledge.

Globalization and Higher Education

Higher education institutions are involved in the production and
consumption of knowledge. Questions therefore arise in the context of
globalization as to where the centers of knowledge production and
consumption are, which knowledge is legitimate, and who produces,
interprets, and consumes knowledge.

Meyer and his collaborators, in what has been named World Society
Theory, argue that models of progress—universal mass education; prolife-
ration of human rights for women, sexual minorities and the indigenous
population; and advances in the natural sciences—are widely sought after
and adopted by nation-states that vary greatly in economic resources and
circumstances (Meyer, 2010a; Meyer 2000). The adoption of these models
in itself, however, does not necessarily result in real progress; indeed, “de-
coupling” of legislation and practice is the norm (Meyer, 2010b). World
Society theorists strive to distinguish their perspective from a realist
interpretation that sees the world as comprised of actors that are defined
and structured by inequality. Meyer (1987) does concede that the world
society as a “broad cultural order” has “explicit origins in Western society”
(p. 41). However, he and his collaborators emphasize the lack of the
operation of power, defining power narrowly as coercion or even brute
force (see Schofer et al. 2012).

Without dismissing the insights of World Society Theory or taking a
realist perspective, it is clear that the lack of symmetry in contribution
between “the West” and the “non-West” to globalized “legitimated models”
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cannot be dismissed but instead requires closer examination. Postcolonial
and other critical interpretations on globalization offer valuable alternative
perspectives that can generate questions to guide the present analysis,
especially in the context of higher education.

Connell (2007) argues that the colony/metropole relation is important in
the production of knowledge, and that there is a tendency to locate theory
in the metropole even in the post-colonial period. Cognizant of the critique
of Eurocentrism in postcolonialist scholarship, Chawla and Rodriguez
(2011) emphasize that the demarcation of privileged and marginalized
perspectives cannot be separated from gender, race and nation (see also
Abou-El-Haj, 1997). Therefore, rather than a simple division between the
colony and the metropole, the non-West and the West, or the South and
the North, one needs to pay attention to differences within each
component in every pair of contrast. Further, a privileged perspective
means not only a dominant perspective but also the position of a subject,
in contrast to that of an object to be observed, theorized or researched.
Connell (2007) argues that sociological theories on globalization are
Northern theories: researchers from the North theorize and research on the
South, but they do not learn from the South. Similarly, Ueno (2007)
recounts a remark in a joint US-Japan project made by an American
researcher: “the U.S. for theory, and Japan for data” (p. 534). Such a
demarcation, Ueno argues, is indicative of Orientalism (Said, 1978 (2003)).

The popularization of English is seen as one constituent of globalization
in higher education in Japan (Ueno, 2007). English language education has
indeed become more central in higher education, and a number of
universities even offer academic programs taught solely or primarily in
English. Tikly (2001) notes that the spread of English has not only
contributed to Western hegemony but also allows for the formation of
counter-hegemonic discourses.’ Similarly, Ueno (2007) argues that the
inevitable spread of English is not a one-sided process, and neither is it
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equivalent to a total endorsement of education in the English-speaking
world.

Guiding Questions for the Present Analysis

By examining research in diverse fields, the foregoing review helps
identify a few questions for the present analysis with respect to the
production and consumption of knowledge, and the type of knowledge
that is produced.

Drawing on the insights of World Society Theory and cognizant of the
low consciousness of gender issues in Japan, we can ask if “core fields” like
the natural sciences are given priority to boost the legitimacy of women’s/
gender studies.

Paying attention to power inequality, we can explore if the colony/
metropole, non-West/West, or the South/North divide is maintained in the
production of feminist knowledge such that feminist scholars and theories
from “the West” are privileged over those from the “non-West". Indeed,
since the government grant was connected to bringing Japanese higher
education and research to meet “global standards,” it is plausible that
scholarship produced in the West is legitimated over that in the non-West.

Further, we need to explore if Japan is an object rather than a source of
theorization. Going beyond the "West"/"non-West” divide, we can
investigate if an asymmetry is also present between Japan and other Asian
nations such that the latter is primarily a source of data to be used and
processed by scholars in Japan.

World Society Theory also argues that globalization consists in de-
emphasizing national uniqueness, except in such matters of expressive
culture as literature. If it were coupled with placing Japan in the object
position, an emphasis on national uniqueness could facilitate an Orientalist
approach that exoticizes Japanese culture (see Ueno’s (2007) observation
cited above). Separately, observers of Japan have pointed out that
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throughout history, the very process of internationalization had the ironic
effect of making Japan more nationalistic (Befu, 1983). Likewise, Lincicome
(1993) shows that Guidelines for the High School Course of Study in the
late 1980s bore the imprint of Prime Minister Nakasone Yasuhiro’s views.
Internationalism was to be fostered by cultivating “tomorrow’s
cosmopolitan Japanese” who was expected to develop a “thorough
knowledge of, and respect for Japanese tradition”. The “cultivation of a
Japanese consciousness” was therefore the foundation, or indeed
prerequisite, for a student’s development as an internationalist (p. 146). All
these considerations would suggest that an emphasis on Japanese
expressive culture, such as literature and art, is not inconsistent with
globalization. At the same time, can we expect a feminist critical
perspective to forestall an exoticization or nationalist rendition of Japanese
culture?

Turning the concept of “de-coupling” in World Society Theory around, we
may inquire as to the extent to which women’s/gender studies could
“couple” real changes with governmental ideological endorsement of
globally legitimated equality goals by taking up critical issues neglected by
the government.

Source of Data

The 21st century COE program that provided grants under the Ministry
of Education and Sports sought applications from PhD programs in
universities or research institutes or equivalent organizations. Among the
44 (humanities and interdisciplinary/comprehensive/new areas)
applications approved in 2002, 51 (social sciences and interdisciplinary/
comprehensive/new areas) in 2003, and 28 (new areas) in 2004, two
applications were directly related to “gender”, namely the “Gender Equality
Law and Policy: Gender Law and Policy research center” of Tohoku
University (approved 2003, in the Social Science area) and “Frontiers in
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Gender Research (F-GENS): Global Reconfiguration of ‘Woman’, ‘Family’,

m

‘Community’ and the ‘State” of the Gender Research Center at Ochanomizu
Women’s University (approved in 2003 for five years of funding, in
interdisciplinary/comprehensive/new areas) (Japan Society for the
Promotion of Science, n.d.). The present analysis focuses on F-GENS, the
more comprehensive and interdisciplinary of the two gender programs
funded.

The eight volumes of F-GENS Frontiers of Gender Studies Journal con-
stituted the data for analysis. Volumes 1, 3, and 7 published in 2004, 2005,
2006 and 2007 respectively were general reports on the projects and
various activities organized in the respective years; Volumes 2, 4, 6
collected open submission journal articles; Volume 5 included two separate
publications, with one focusing on reports and the other research papers;
and Volume 8 focused on the works of junior researchers.

The objectives of the program were stated in the opening pages of
Volume 1 and on their webpage:

1. innovation of a gender studies rationale that responds to issues
imminent in the globalizing world;

2. highlighting an inter-disciplinary gender studies that can re-think
aspects of pre-established disciplinarity in light of the findings of
gender studies;

3. the invention of a gender studies that is the consequences of
inter-Asian dialogue and rooted in the historical experience and
systems of thought current in this part of the world;

4. and finally, the establishment of an inter-Asian network of gender
studies that can facilitate exchange of scholars and contribute to
the promotion of future generation of scholars.”

The stated objectives located an interdisciplinary gender studies in the
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global context, and emphasized the making of a “new” gender studies
rooted in Asia. While consistent with the COE rationale, these objectives
also indicated recognition of the domination of “the West” in the
production of knowledge and the importance of grounding gender studies
in Asia.

F-GENS was composed of four projects, each of which will be described
briefly below.

“Project A: Gender Equality, Cultural Diversity and Public Policy” aimed “to
investigate the conditions and public policies necessary for creating a
society in which both gender equality and cultural diversity are valued” in
Japan, and also Asia, through political networking with gender scholars in
Asia and elsewhere.’

“Project B: Reproductive Labor, Work and the Economy” focused on
empirical research, specifically “the ways in which the economy in Japan is
responding to the causes and effects of the accelerating decrease of birth-
rate” through “examining the increasing flexibility, diversification and
instability of employment, the configuration of paid and unpaid work, and
the distribution of money, time and space in people’s daily life.”
Comparative studies of Japan and other Asian economies were to be
conducted so as to “formulate alternative policies regarding birth-rate,
family, social welfare and economy from a gender perspective.”

“Project C: Body, Medical Care, Science and Technology” aimed at
“creating new knowledges” to address “issues of sexuality” by examining
“perceptions of body, reproduction and sexuality from a gender
perspective” and also “gender biases intrinsic in bio-medical research”.’

“Project D: Theories and Representations” aimed at re-examining the
concept of gender so as to explore "a new theoretical perspective
addressing the current geopolitics of the local and the global, and going
beyond the dichotomy of West vs. non-West". The focus was on “critical
reading of cultural representations of gender” in the English- and French-
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speaking areas, and critiques of colonialism, imperialism, and globalization
were also mentioned."

The projects, at times in collaboration with each other, organized a
variety of activities, from symposiums and publication of journal articles to
informal study groups and research field trips.

The present analysis does not attempt to systematically code the data,
given the variety of activities involved and the unevenness in details and
precision reported. Instead, examples will be teased out from the activities
and events organized by the four projects in the tenure of the COE to shed
light on the concerns identified above, namely, the source of theory, the
positions of the subject and the object in theory and research, and the
topics taken up.

Analysis: The Knowledge that was Produced

(1) The source of theory:

Was “the West” the primary source of “Theory” and theorization? Were
the theories developed in “the West” taken as universally relevant and
applicable?

One way to approach these two analytically distinct but related
questions is to see where “theory” stood out, and where the “theory” or
“theoretical construction” was based in the projects. The focus here will be
primarily on Project D, which was organized explicitly around theory
construction, and secondarily on Project C.

Project D organized a symposium on the theme of “The Current State of
Gender Theories and Analysis of Representation: Collusion and Offence/
Defence with respect to State, Capital, Representation”, and included such
presentations as “Body and Gender in Visual “Art”, “Modern Nation-State
and Gender”, "Homosociality and Representation”, and “Representations of
Gender in the Post-War Emperor System and Americanism”. None of the
presenters were invited from overseas. One presentation discussed
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homosociality in the context of American movies and used English
language sources. A postcolonial perspective was adopted in the analysis
of artwork produced in different socio-historical contexts, invoking a
critique of mainstream Eurocentric approaches to art. Two presentations
that analyzed the state were contextualized in Japan: one used Japanese
sources and interrogated the representation and interpretation of post-war
Japan in an American text, while the other undertook a critical analysis of
the emperor system in Japan and ended with a summary of an American
feminist scholar's critique of feminist thoughts about the family."" The
latter presentation made uncritical and non-contexualized references to
concepts and critiques rooted in the Euro-American context, an approach
that could result in universalizing knowledge that was developed in a
specific socio-political context and further legitimate gender theories
produced in the Euro-American world. Such an orientation arguably
undercut the stated objectives of the F-GENS program and specifically
those of Project D. Further, while a critical stance was obviously present in
the presentations, it was directed at mainstream Eurocentric scholarship
and not at critical theories and concepts that could nonetheless be equally
Eurocentric.

In addition to the symposium, Project D also hosted eight lectures. Those
engaging in historical analysis or analysis of representation resisted the
tendency to universalize observations from a specific Euro-American
context, purposefully contextualized the subject analyzed, or directly
challenged mainstream Eurocentric approaches. For example, one lecture
on feminism by an American historian stood out as being socio-historically
contextualized. While the lecture was basically about feminism in the
United States, it also included examples from outside of the United States
so as to avoid generalizing from the United States to the rest of the world.
The response to the lecture was likewise contextualized — the speaker
invoked historical issues and showed a consciousness of her positionality



in Japan. An analysis of photography and art looked closely at the socio-
historical context of the production of a particular work, bringing into the
analysis issues of race and colonialism. Another drew on Vietnam folklore
and rejected a linear analysis common in mainstream Euro-American
scholarship. However, others departed from this critical sensitivity. For
example, after a discussion of film-making based on her own experiences,
an American film-maker casually used “we” and “our society” in an attempt
to raise questions for discussion with the audience, notwithstanding that
the audience did not share the same “society” and might or might not be
included in the category “we”. Insignificant as it might appear, it is worth
remembering that feminist analysis did begin by asking a simple question
as to who “we” represents.

Lectures that were theoretical in nature were contextualized in Euro-
American theoretical traditions. Concepts, from psychoanalysis for
example, were drawn on as if they had universal applicability.”” Generally,
questions asked in response to the lectures stayed close to the texts used
and focused on the meaning of concepts. Since concepts are abstract by
definition, and theories are constructed on the basis of connection
between concepts, it is difficult to critique the Eurocentrism of any theory
within the theory itself. One can critique Eurocentrism only when one
interrogates the context in which the theory is produced or applied.

These examples showed the difficulty of realizing Project D’s goal of
critically reading Euro-American theories and developing a new theoretical
perspective. The consequences of falling short of the goals cannot be
underestimated as “theory” commands a higher respect than empirical
work in the academe. Some presentations by scholars based in Europe or
the United States did show an awareness of the “politics of location” (Rich,
1986). However, the more abstract the analysis or the more theoretical the
lecture, the less visible the context of theory production tended to be.
Theories and concepts would then become universalized, inadvertently
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validating the West as the source of knowledge. The very nature of Project
D also means that theories produced in a Euro-American context were not
contested by those developed in a non-Western context. Further, while
participants in the project adopted critical approaches to analyzing the
production of knowledge, the critique was directed at mainstream
Eurocentric scholarship rather than critical gender theories. Therefore, the
“new theoretical perspective” that was expected to emerge from studying
Euro-American theories still remains to be developed.

Project D started their activities with a research/study meeting on works
by Japanese scholars on “post-state, post-family discourses”, which
apparently legitimized gender theories developed in a non-Western
context. However, all the readings in the following year were Anglophone
Studies and centered on gender/sexuality theories developed in Euro-
American contexts. The discussions apparently focused on understanding
the respective texts; if there were critiques, they stayed within the text. It is
therefore not clear how these readings could lead to the development of a
new perspective beyond the West and non-West division. The choice of
readings was understandable given the goals of the project; however, the
way the Euro-American theories were studied was apparently not
conducive to realizing the goals of the project.

Another project that took up theories was Project C. While a variety of
topics related to the natural sciences and women's body were taken up in
research activities and symposiums and talks hosted by this project, an
American feminist scientist’s work was obviously a source of knowledge
and basis for learning. Indeed, a research/study group was organized
around her work in the project, and five scholars provided formal
comments on a lecture this scientist was invited to give. Her work provided
a framework to conduct various empirical studies in both Asia and Europe.
For example, this scientist’s analysis was used as a model to study the
research of a Japanese woman scientist, as well as the relationship between
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information technology and education in Malaysia in connection to gender
and ethnicity. Similar to how Euro-American gender theories were taken
up in Project D, the work of a scientist from “the West” was apparently
taken as applicable and useful to other social and historical contexts."
Perhaps in the field of science, this feminist scholar was the key figure and
it was inevitable that her work was central in the exploration of gender
issues in science. Nonetheless, the centrality of her work did serve to
further legimitize “the West" as a source of scholarship.

Considering Projects C and D for this question of whether the source of
knowledge was located in the Euro-American contexts, the answer is in the
affirmative. Overall, the critiques of Eurocentrism seemed confined to
mainstream scholarship, whether by invited scholars from overseas or
those based in Japan. Such critiques seemed not to be extended to critical
gender theories generated in the same Euro-American context, affirming
the centrality of Euro-America for the development of gender scholarship
in Japan." This centrality conveyed the idea that such scholarship
produced in the very specific socio-political context of Euro-America is
relevant in Asia. Direct, but subtle, mechanisms of universalizing Euro-
American knowledge included a lack of critical awareness of the potential
particularity of such knowledge and in the casual use of “we”, “our society”
and similar terms that indicated universal reference. Comments and
questions in response to a presentation at times helped thwart such
universalizing tendency and re-contextualize the discussion. The inclusion
of dialogues among scholars from different locations in the global
hierarchy of knowledge production, especially theory production, would
have moved the project closer to its laudable aims. The point here is not
about emphasizing Asian particularity, but about avoiding universalizing
the West.
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(2) The Positions of the Subject and the Object in Theory and Research

To continue to pursue the foregoing issue about the source of theory but
to foreground issues of relations and hierarchies, the analysis in this section
explores whether there was a pattern that defined “the West” in a subject
position that looked at the world and the non-West as an object to be
theorized or a source of data to be analyzed. Similarly, given the historical
colonial relationship between Japan and some Asian countries, one can
explore if the latter occupied the position of the object in the production
of knowledge by Japanese scholars.

Project A was largely empirical and contextualized in Asia, and therefore
Asia, rather than any Euro-American societies, was featured as a site of
empirical research. There was however no clear indication of a tendency to
draw theories from Euro-American scholarship and data from Asia, even
though in one instance when theories were read, it was works written in
English that were taken up.

There were an open seminar and a talk that placed Japan in the more
familiar position of being compared to the USA. However, despite the title
of the seminar, “Law and Gender: Comparison between Japan and the US’,
there was actually no systematic attempt at comparing the two countries.
Importantly, in the talk on the re-education of male perpetrators of
domestic violence subtitled “Learning from the American Experience”,
there was neither any attempt at “learning” from the USA nor any rhetoric
that represented the United States as being more advanced than Japan.
Two male activists from the United States talked about their experiences in
the groups they were involved in, and the Japanese male activist
commentator similarly talked about his own activist group. All three
presentations considered here were therefore grounded in their respective
legal and activist contexts and defined by a mutual exchange of
experiences and knowledge.

The comparison of Japan with Asian countries, rather than with the
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United States as in the two examples noted above, placed Japan squarely
in the Asian context. At the same time, the impression of Japan as being
“similar” or “comparable” to other Asian countries might ironically have
precluded an examination of the power relations between Japan and other
Asian countries. A focus on South Korea, in examining the so-called
“comfort women” issue during WWII and Japanese Korean soap operas
fandom today, provided an opportunity to examine the historical and
current relations between Korea and Japan and allowed for a discussion of
power relations. At the same time, these investigations were not a formal
part of the project as its emphasis was on current collaboration and
connections.

The "Asia” mentioned in Project A’s agenda was inclusive, encompassing
countries from all parts of Asia in various research activities. However, while
research topics parallel to those in Japan were taken up in the research on
South Korea and Taiwan, research teams composed of overwhelmingly
Japanese academics focused on migrant workers when other Asian
countries were the sites of research. This division inadvertently perpetuated
a narrow, and one may say stereotyped, image: South East Asian countries
were defined overwhelmingly by their export of labor, whereas East Asian
countries were allowed more complexity in gender-related matters."
Therefore, while there was no clear division of some Asian countries as the
source of data and others as the source of theory and analysis, there was a
distinction in how a country was characterized. A country could be defined
narrowly by a primary problem that connected it to other countries, or it
could be allowed multidimensionality in how gender was played out.

It might be instructive here to add some observations of the conception
of the “global”, given the rationale of the COE program.

Sub-project A2 under Project A, “International Migration and Gender,”
reflected a grasp of the global as the international movement of (female)
labor, especially within Asia. Despite some consideration of reproductive
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labor and multiple globalizations, the focus was on “labor” as an economic
entity. The aim in sub-Project A3 was the construction of local-sensitive
development and gender policy, and the “global” was understood primarily
as a conglomeration of specific areas that included Africa, the Middle East,
Oceania, and Southeast Asia. However, despite the emphasis on
“development,” a variety of issues were taken up, from standard
development issues like irrigation rights, to community and conflict, social
changes, women'’s careers, and so on.

Project D referred to the “global” explicitly, unlike the other three
projects. As noted above, it did show an awareness of the domination of
the English- and French-speaking worlds in gender theories and the need
to understand them in their socio-historical contexts. While this in essence
particularized the English-/French-speaking world by contextualizing it in
the local as well as the global, the actual activities consisted more in
learning about these theories than in challenging them or constructing
new theoretical perspectives.

The three F-GENS symposiums that cut across the projects can also be
examined for clues to the subject/object positions in research and theory.
The reliance on Euro-American sources varied across presentations in the
first F-GENS symposium on “Globalization, Violence and Gender.” The only
theoretically oriented presentation drew almost solely on Euro-American
concepts and theories. Among the other presentations, Asia was featured
primarily as a site for empirical research, as indicated by the focus on Asia
in the panel study (Beijing, Seoul, and Japan) and on Asia and Afghanistan
in the empirical studies of violence. Therefore, the symposium as a whole
positioned “Asia” as the object of analysis and Euro-American scholarship
as a source of concepts and theories. Somewhat related to the issue of
object/subject position is the extent to which the West is used as a
reference point, or indeed, a yardstick. This “western centered” orientation
was shown in the keynote address in the second F-Gens symposium, “Asia



50

and Gender Studies in the Post-Cold-War Period,” in which a Chinese
scholar invoked the West of the past as a parallel to the current situation in
China.

(3) The topics that are taken up in the four projects and symposiums:

Besides exploring the topics taken up in the four projects, the analysis
here will also examine various claims derived from extant theories
reviewed above. As noted above, the World Society Theory claims that the
natural sciences are legitimated as indicators of progress in the world and
that an emphasis on national uniqueness, with the exception of elements
of the expressive culture, is generally discredited in favor of universalistic
models. A postcolonial perspective would instead question if an emphasis
on the expressive culture would render Japan an object of analysis.
Therefore, this section will assess if there was an emphasis on the natural
sciences and aspects of the expressive culture of Japan.

Among the four projects, Project C focused on the natural sciences. While
this focus on science and women bore out the expectation of World Society
Theory, which argues that science and the advancement of women are
legitimated as markers of progress in the world, it should be noted that
conventional science was approached critically in this project. Further, the
topics taken up in Project C went beyond conventional issues of gender
inequality and actually undercut the supreme legitimacy of science by
showing “science” as a historically and socially constructed institution.

Subproject D-3 under Project D focused on the connection between the
construction of the modern nation state and gender representations,
including analyses of Japanese literature across time and disciplines to
explore the connections among various gender representations in the
society and how they were maintained or altered according to changes in
historical and social conditions. The topics covered in the lectures
organized by D-3 included war (war and gender, the memory of war);
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women as subject in literature; sexuality; and representations of Koreans in
Japanese literature. World Society Theory would anticipate this focus on
“Japanese literature”, an element of the expressive culture, even in the
context of globalization. However, contradicting postcolonial concerns,
while a foreign scholar was invited for lectures on contemporary Japanese
literature, the research activities as a whole did not show a pattern of an
Orientalist view of Japanese culture or positioning Japan as the object of
analysis.

The themes of the three F-GENS symposiums are also relevant to the
discussion here. The first F-GENS symposium was entitled “Globalization,
Violence and Gender”. Violence was discussed in the context of sexual
harassment and domestic violence in international and Japanese laws in
the keynote address, violations of (women’s) human rights in Afghanistan
in conflict situations, rape in the case of Korean “comfort women” during
WWII by Japanese soldiers, visual art where women were represented as
perpetrators as well as victims of violence under militarization and conflict
with an explicit reference to Japan, and the sexual order and configuration
of violence in the Abu Ghraib case. Another session focused on various
aspects of gender inequality in a comparative panel study of South Korea,
China, and Japan, and the connection of gender inequality to globalization
and/or violence was explicated. The theme of the plenary session was
“Globalizations’ in the Reproductive Sphere”, and presentations took up
the relationship between economic globalization and declining birth rates,
the international commodification of reproductive labor, as well as violence
embedded in fertility treatment, the commodification of the egg, and the
idea of self-determination related to sexuality and reproduction.

The presentations listed in the above paragraph were critical of
government policies, highlighting, for example, inadequacies in sexual
harassment and domestic violence laws, and the “unproblematization” of
fertility treatments. They also showed conceptualizations of globalization
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and violence that were broader and deeper than conventional ones. Going
beyond exploring the meaning of violence in academic parlance, some
directly challenged government stances, such as a presentation on sexual
slavery that focused on the testimonies of former sex slaves (“comfort
women”) and the critique of militarization embedded in the visual images
of violence.

The second F-Gens symposium organized around the theme of “Asia and
Gender Research in the Post-Cold War period” included a range of topics
that defied easy classification. The third F-GENS symposium was entitled
“The Boundary of the Family: The Politics of Representation, Body and
Labor". A scholar invited from South Korea delivered a special presentation
on family and the law in her country. Other presentations focused variously
on family and the law in the United States, the concept of the family,
reproductive technology and the dissolution of the “modern family”, and
globalization and householding. A session on the construction of new
research frontiers from Asia around the social and cultural effects of
reproduction and technology included the following presentations: the
international commodification of housework and care work; a comparative
analysis of Beijing, Seoul and Japan on technology, labor and reproduction;
the construction of knowledge related to “gender” in the Internet in Japan;
and representation and violence in Japanese popular literature and culture.

In addition to the research activities considered so far, a total of 66
articles (research papers) and four research notes were published in the
F-GENS journals (volumes 2,4,5,6, and 8). One third of them were analyses
of texts, including mostly literary works mainly from Europe, especially
Britain, and the United States. Just under one third of the articles were
analyses of problems, policies and patterns of interactions in the family
and/or work mostly in East Asia, including Japan. The rest were about
political and cultural changes and the construction of gender in Europe
and Asia; social movements in Asia; science and medicine in Japan,
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Germany and the United States; education; development; violence; and
conversation/interaction in various cultural contexts. Two additional
articles were on feminist theories, both centering on theorists in the
English-speaking world.

The foregoing analyses show that first, the empirical analyses in the
projects were organized around mainstreamed gender issues, such as
family and work, primarily in Japan and other East Asian countries. Second,
since Euro-American texts still constituted the primary basis for the analysis
of gender, one could say that “the West” still remained the main source of
theories and ideas.

Conclusion

Situating the F-GENS program in the “global context” in which it was
funded, the foregoing analysis raised questions related to global inequality
in knowledge production. In this conclusion, the key findings are
summarized and thoughts for further development of women’s/gender
studies indicated.

In general, “Asia” was prominent in the program. Asia was placed solidly
in the stated objectives as a reference and a context. In empirical research
activities, there were differences in how various Asian countries were
approached: East Asian countries were allowed more complexity than
Southeast Asian countries. With respect to theory, the long history of the
domination of the West in knowledge production might have been so
ingrained that despite the best of intentions, the various projects
inadvertently accentuated the centrality of the West in theory construction
and source of ideas.

With respect to the conception of “Asia,” further collaborative effort
beyond the funding period in an expanded Asian network could bring up
more diverse research issues. This would result in more complex
conceptions of gender issues in various Asian countries, narrowing the gap
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between how East Asian and Southeast Asian countries had been
approached in the program.

With respect to theory construction, reading Euro-American theories did
not seem to lead to new theory construction beyond the West/non-West
divide. There is much to learn from these gender theories, but to make the
most of these theories, one needs to be acutely aware of the particular
socio-political and historical contexts in which the theories were developed
and how the theories negotiated such contexts. One way to accomplish
this is to do what the COE program purportedly endeavored to do -
bringing in scholarship developed through historical experiences and
current thoughts in Asia. This would mean reading a larger number of
gender theories developed in the Asian context and interrogating Asian
scholarship that uncritically applies Eurocentric theories to Asia. Such a
practice would not only decenter “the West” as the source of theory and
knowledge, but would also contextualize gender theories developed in
Euro-American contexts.

The eight volumes of F-GENS journal testified to the tremendous effort
invested by a large number of people in pursuing highly laudable goals. It
was undoubtedly a major achievement, and many, including the author,
have personally benefited from the program. Obviously, the analysis
undertaken here was not meant to diminish any of these accomplishments
but was motivated by a simple desire to further advance gender/women’s
studies in Japan, to make it even more relevant to a larger number of
people.

* The author would like to thank the two anonymous reviewers for their careful
reading of the manuscript. A sabbatical leave (2011-2012) granted by Hosei
University made this research possible.
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Footnotes

! This section is based on the reference materials (section 6) in Nihon Joseigakkai
Jendaa Kenkyuu Kai (2006).

2 The family registration system (koseki) requires that one last name of a married
couple to be registered as the official family surname, and typically the husband’s
name is chosen as the family name (Ministry of Health, Labor and Welfare, 2012).

3 Writing about Japan nearly three decades ago, Befu (1983) pointed out that the
process that Japanese called internationalization, or kokusaika, has come to stand
for processes previously subsumed under “westernization” (seiyouka),
modernization (kindaika) and liberalization (jiyuuka). In Japan, there does not
seem to be any significant analytical difference between internationalization and
globalization, especially with regard to the significance of state effort at
implementing policies with the avowed aim of globalizing education. In the
context of education, “internationalization” seems to be used interchangeably
with “globalization”, with the latter being the favored term today, as perhaps
partially indicated by the rise in departments and programs in universities with
“global” in their names.

4 Ball (1998) puts it this way: “performativity provides sign systems which
“represent” education in a self-referential and reified form for consumption. ... [M]
any of the specific technologies of performativity in education (total quality
management, human resources management, etc.) are borrowed from
commercial settings” (p. 123).

5 For research and discussion of the spread of English, see Appleby (2010), Singh et
al. (2005), and Jones (1998).

¢ The description of data draws on materials available originally in English and in
Japanese. Quotations are taken directly without modification from English
materials. Citations for materials referred to in this section are given in the section
“Source of Data” at the end of the paper.

7 The three subprojects under include A1, which focused on “policy studies in the
field of gender equality in Asia”; A2 on “international migration and gender
configuration in Asia”; and A3 on research connected to the construction of

“local-sensitive gender and development policies”.
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8 The four sub-projects focused variously on “declining birth rate, gender equality
in employment and the distribution of time, space, and money” (B-1), “gender
statistics and gender index” (B-2), “related research for panel survey” (B-3), and

“panel survey on gender equality index” (B-4).

©

The six subprojects included “C-1: Perception of ‘Body’ and ‘Sex/Gender’ in ‘Asia”;
“C-2: History and Policies of Science and Technology from a Gender Perspective”;
“C-3: Bio-medicine and Gender in the Age of Post-Genome’; “C-4: “Development”
and “"Reproductive Health and Rights"”; “C-5: Women'’s Perception on Body,
Cultural and Social Changes of “Menstruation, Pregnancy, Child Birth and
Menopause”; and “C-6: Study on Diverse Sexualities,” which was centered on
junior researchers’ research group on health/sexuality and gender.

19 The subprojects included “D-1: Local and Global Production, Acceptance, Critique
of Literature on Gender and Cultural Representation in English Speaking Areas”;
“D-2: Theory and Analysis of Visual Representation based on Gender”; “D-3:
Interrelationship between Formation of the Modern Nations States and Gender
Representation” through analysis of representation in Japanese literature. In
addition, D-4 aimed at creating a database on cultural representation.

" A presentation from a Project D participant in the cross-project second F-GENS
symposium focused on the cinematization of Yukio Mishima’s novel in Japan, and
likewise drew on Euro-American concepts and theories.

12 Similarly, in the third F-GENS symposium, a presentation on the concept of the
family moved from concepts generated in the Euro-American contexts to an
unspecified “we,” assuming the unproblematic applicability of the concepts. The
idea of the “modern family”, and indeed modernity itself, while institutionalized
in the Japanese academe, has been criticized for its universalization from a
narrow European context (Oyewumi, 2004; also Oyewumi, 1998). This critique was
not explicated in the presentation.

13 As shall be elaborated in the next section, there were indeed research activities
built around Asia, but they revolved around the ethical problems of cloning,
making Asia (in this case, South Korea) the object of research.

“In a report on the research activities in Project A-2, the author noted that area

studies scholars were critical about the Eurocentrism and universalism embedded
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in development policies and practice, and that development practitioners and
gender researchers were concerned about the violation of gender equality in
emphasizing local customs and structure. At the same time, while the former
were concerned about the apparently Eurocentric terms such as “(third world)
women” and “empowerment’, the latter were concerned about how these would
just become empty terms and depoliticized in the course of development.

> Indeed, in Project C, lectures and research/study meetings covered various issues
related to women'’s employment and family in China, South Korea as well as

Japan.
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7553, EEEBADEVSIERTODED, BEDENFHRED Ot EZ
CTHEMENDT A AO—A, BBELNDT 7 2—DEEFREEBIRTSHT
EIETERL,

DI HEHERTIE (eq., Luibheid, 2002; Rodriguez, 2003; Bennett &
Thomas, 2012). FATHABRD O TREBINTEZDIE. FHHERFOHE &
WO TEERNEIB TR INT 1. LAET . FSVRI TV E—DHRY
HCHEFHICESNTHY . HEZDU L BOREAPEHRIETDICESHT
W0 e LNEZHEE 7227 )74 DH Y FERDERDRER Bi
L. BEFEEODTTE I a7 T4 HREDKDITEMITHIRE NS H HIEME
TBHLIFEBTHD, LHL, R L THFINZ a7 U705/
T4+ = VALTHE. & LUETEGRD 2ALADI—T T —DER
IGEDL TR BRABWVEAENRESNGIFNIEE S50,

BREEINTWA Y227 )74 DBEREBRA L. KUERINZBERER
EFEEBEHTDIERZ TIEEWVD. ZOFHLH Y ZBBHICE. BRIC
E O TDERFEDRBHNMIEZRT 2OHNEESHT BT EHNRETIEEWNES
SH WEBTIK. BEODF T4 0&tw 727 )70 DEEREVDIRET,
AR — - T=R2ED L. ERICTASNEEDOBERETIVICDOWVTE
BIEEREMA %o



HFRERX | RFEICHIDRELI VAT TABRORA — S 1 ELACT VERICES TS T UREOSAINS 71
Research paper: Refugee Protection and the Use of the Notion of Homosexuality:
Narrative Construction of Gay and Lesbian Asylum Seekers

3 514ELRAET VHROBERET ST 1 TDIEE

3.1 AEESRICDONT

2010 FE12BH 52011 FE28 &, 2011FE9H8. 10 BOEARBICT XU .
Za—3—IUMI21— AV TEFOHERFRROH DT 1 BHE12AL L
A7 VL2 AD1ANERRIC, BRIOFEE 281 —&"REL T,
WREDHEEIE, NZI7 74, 207, N)b— FJZZY K- N
d. AAT7F IvAA RV RAUZVA AV RRYT7 Ay 7. 77
A, RAYTHY, A2 21— fEBLIEERBIFRETCH D, BAERD
2008 F9 AN 5 2010F 5 EDEIC. EEIEHADEY 2 7)b <A/
TADEHDAZ 12T 1 « AT, BBERIEEEDEENE = —T
CIBML, FEALDORERRELIECOBEABL TEBREBELTE
feo DMITBEWNTIE, BRETIVABT A T2 T 14 TAICEDWeARBEEN
TEra7 )T DENITER LEA S, Maria Eastmond DE#RD F =
T4 TDRINSFEY DEMEIRZ 5K D5

Eastmond (2007) | Z#EDF o7« D&, YBELEBYF LB FOED
MEEREZRMBMLIZEDE LT, TEESNE] EBRINZEL 35N
el [T ARELTDE] DADITHF. BBITIFETHIHRENAED
EOICERNPBEDENEFTYENEDIF TOVDIOLEHZT<NDEDEL
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Footnotes

' ] Z1E Watkins v. US. Army (875 F. 2d 699; 9th Cir. 1989) * High Tech Gays v.
Defense Industrial Security Clearance Office (895 F.2d 563; 9th Cir. 1990) 7& &
(Katyal, 2002, pp. 111-113),
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(Katyal, 2002, p. 145-148), F7z. 2010 FED5EX The Dissident Citizens Tld. XX
b« HRRBTEYR. FHCRCRD S TRl BEANO/O—/IVEr A « 74 AO—2R
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Refugee Protection and the Use of the Notion of Homosexuality:
Narrative Construction of Gay and Lesbian Asylum Seekers
Haruko KUDO

This paper aims to disclose the issues of the relationship between
refugee/asylum status and sexuality through an analysis of the experiences
of gay and lesbian asylum seekers and the dominant notion of sexuality in
the United States. The asylum status determination process, which is a part
of immigration control, has been developed with two different discourses
around an identity-based homosexuality: one is about human rights for
gays and lesbians, and the other is for the exclusion of illegal and deviant
foreigners at the border. Previous studies have pointed out that within this
system, the credibility of gay and lesbian asylum testimony is legitimized
by the dominant US-centered notion of homosexuality, what katyal
(2002) refers as substitutive model of sexuality, and individuals who fall
outside of the accepted paradigms are marginalized. It is not enough to
evaluate the perceptions of gay and lesbian asylum-seekers against this
model of sexuality by mainly studying legal documents and during the
process assume the asylum-seekers are powerless. Research in the form of
interviews was conducted in New York City and produced several accounts
of this problem. The findings show that asylum-seekers are the ones who
make decisions and learn a new concept of sexuality, which in turn aids
them in constructing strategic asylum narratives. Regardless of the fact
that the applicants’ sexualities are uniquely perceived by different notions
in their home countries, during their asylum application and narrative
construction they reduced their sexuality only to what could be
understood as a substitutive model to be gay enough for asylum. However,
they are not fully absorbed by the model because they remind themselves
that sexuality is not the very base of their personality. Not only are they
taking on the dominant notion, but they deal with it in a more complex
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context of their lives in their country of asylum.

Keywords:
refugee protection, asylum, narratives, sexuality, gay, lesbian
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N7 DRIEBDOEEL B EH—AT (p.5). S0mULEDWHEEE 14280
SHBHHLILE (521%) A7V AZ—~T7E%E (£ LaW] LEELTEY
(FIB, p.5). 7V A—ATDORMBITIFHRADAKECRELTWSH T EDD
VAN

T A=A\ TEBDHEICDOWNTIE. Toerien et al. (2005) DFE Tl
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IAEYITHN64.01%. BREYT ) —LH4661%. KRETDT VI IAH
20.06% &%= (p. 402). Herbenick etal. (2010) OFETEH. LENER
BREICIEY T EVIHEDFRBETEEANICEFEREINTEY .. BRE
EPL—T—HEDFAEFEDOFREICBEVWCLE2AED 1%EIHRTHDHT &
D5 (p.5). BMNIBITFZETVE—ATUEDOHEE L TCIATHOYOF
BIE—BOTIEENENZ B,

TUA=A\TNEET BHERHE L TIE Tiggemann & Hodgson (2008)
DIAETIE. T A—A\TE—ZHIE L TWBEICDOWTIL. TEREAH S
Q2RAV M LR TRA> b E) HREE<. R, TEDZEENIC
BLC%] 3.8). MEAIMICKRLS] 38). [ty —FREES] (3.8) AL
TW3 (p.894), &fe. 7B —A"THELNELTWRETIK. BEERL D
%] (44) PEFICRbEL. VT MEHNEERELVRVEDITT 3]
42). Teor—FEBS) (42), TEEZHTA) (40) ZEBZDR - K
RAEBRETEELOHBEF SN (p.894), —ATCEBAATIE. 7V E—\
THIBICEEEEZ DL LT, TI\—hF+— [D5DEE]] (0.28) HE&
sEZ{E PN (738, p.895),

Ffz. Herbenick et al. (2010) DFETIX. Fin - EAIER - MEROF
BERRR. TR N\TESWBLTWAEEE T VA —A\TIBE2 LT
WEWBAHARS & 2FBEOAHLBEDREZ RABENE (2E
LTWVWBEE65.7% <L TULELVE41.6%). BEDMISPEMEEICD
WTBENGBAA—TVEF STV AEELAZWVT EADL>TLS (pp
1-5).* &51C. ERARZSZTEEL. 7V 2 \TE2WEBELTWS
BETIE81.8% THADICH L, 2<MEBLTWEWETIZ774% DT H 7
A< (Herbenick et al., 2010, p. 6). BEDMERICT T HERDENRES
N5,

Fle. HEAICBLTEEVSARE SN S, Herbenick et al. (2010) (€& %
EL T UB—ATDORNEBE LTWBEL, 72— \T7EBE2 LTV
Lﬂﬁ:ﬁ‘)%ﬂ'—?/lﬂd‘y I RAEZTHTENEL (F1E81.6%. %E 58.7%).
Tl 7Y A—ATESMBLTWAEIE, 74— \7EEIBL TV
L\EictU 6. [EH) &R 2IER FI?EE’\JEEJ MERERCR) DB T4 —A
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AL] THEEEL ICOWTEWHE (KUZETHEELHS) ARLTWVD
(pp. 6-7).°

BARDT > A —~\T BT DV TIEFERHDEWOA TIRFRICIESEERD
RERIC TEJUA] EMENET V2= \TWEBERODEEHNBENTHY (A
MELBES&—II7, 1849). REFREDBELIEHT VA — 7B % L
TWEWSEREESDTWAT DL (ZeE, 2011). JIFFRIC—3D
AL DB TIET > ZA—=~\T BN THONTW T Ehbh D, LH L. BIAE
HERDMFEEE L HEBERFICHEEEZT > CWe/ A\ 5DOFRTIET >
A—=N\THBIFBEEINTWOEW S (R, 1992) SEEEDEENZ
DBEZODEERITHOINZEITVZELD, ELA1B4FITITEENDET >~
=T HEB LEVEREEEEIC DD AL] NDRFIENETZINY
(A48, p. 140). 1956 FICIFMEEDLZMNEIE CE VMBI BRI N
W& GRll, 1956). 72 Z—ATHMEVKREIFEENICHRA SN TWA T &
Ja)Y SYaNZS)

EfN EIZIS_( $7 2 Z =T BRICHME PN IA S S EEZ 5N
TWefe® G, 1956; I, 1992), 7 A —~\T7EBHET BT LIE4R
T—=THY., 19T FINTREEIND T TlE. MELHBELZE T V4 —N
TEBHIEZCEIEEORRELE > TV LA L. 1980 FREBHITIE
BRLPEEY. 1980FROX— FEETIERENERTESIEH CGRHF
", 1981-1988). 7 fRRELIEIE—MMEEICE T VA —\THBEHINS K
2% (ZH&™WE, 2006), 1990 FKDANT X— FEBEEDIRFEL ) >~
A—\TEEIEDRE LBRFEIA. £z, 1997 £ L —F —HEME A%
EZNE. MEEDEBEN ST VA —ATANDEHBHE E > DIk 90 FELL
ETIEHEWD EHERITE B,

HARICHIT BT 22— \TRUBIRKRICOWTDOREILIFEAEEL, REY
DZw I K> TIHONERERE—THHE VD> TRL, BREHBHREED
20K—30KDEL3402E[/RELIEERRA 77 2y (2011) (L&D
E. T A —AT B/ T FICIIET 5 2082 1E1£ 65.2%. 30Kkl
57.14% T&H ). 20K BHEIL16.2%. 30KBEHEIL25.6% & WHETIFIBFE
LEDT Y Z—=~TDIBET>THEY . BETEEDD—IBAFANE
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ToTWVW3 (p.3), Ffen 7o A—AT7HENIBLEWVEER] & LTIE %
Tl 267857952 EE5M5EL] 21.0%). TREZHEENTEWVHS ]
(18.2%). THZEDDHSHEL] (165%). MEES - BOH AL (16.5%)
EREE. T RA—ATUEBANOEBALE. BELSDEEDDEIHDLLS
(F118, p. 4)o BUEICDOWVTIE MBIES - BBOHEL] (41.0%) HEEBIER
T, BT = F—D5aEshnizly (16.6%). (77 25ATE
EBINS] (16.0%) EBMDT v Z—ATHNEELRBLEVEELE
fiix GHTWVD (718, p.4). oI, BED T VA —A\THIBT 5 LR
THMRELTE Breblc FNR) (Z2E32.8%. B1E36.6%) Hix%
T, TEMS - Mathy (&E2.6%. B1E0%) F&HP7E< FiHE, p.4). D
THEOSLTEDT > ZB—~\THIBOHEHLBEUDZTNLY &—RATHFHNRT
HBERBFINTVBH, BEOERICEWTIEBZHITT v A —A\TINEHE
EENTWBEWVWZ B,

FEREICSNC. PV E—\TENETZEEELIADULEREELT
& N TR 27.7%). THAY M T Zy ORE] (&E$1T20.5%) .
[ERE] (133%). [TRFHREI (11.4%) LGV, YO fEREEIL34.3%
TS BEHEICDWTIE THY ] (395%) A&ZT. YOVEAEE
10.5%ICBE>TWS (FiH8, p.6), MEBOES>HIFE L TE. &HETIE T8
B - RA] TKEEEBEDD] (E6H1221.4%) HEEST. HLWT IFLE - M
5 DB PO PRCKERBER] GEH EAICA>TE Y. BETIE Malc

=5

FEEZITTWEL] 213%) B&RETHof (7S, p.6).

2 XABEOHELER

2.1 AEDEM

FATREDL 5. BEKICBWCEARICBWTEH, BEVEREROICT 2 —
N7 &7 TSR HBRERELTWVD LMD ol &fcw BUKTIE
TUE=ANTDRENBEIBZTEY . B2 7V E—ATD2ENEHEE
HICIRASNTWS Z EDbhofc, LH L. BRICEWTR T VZ—\T7D
SIEBICOVTDOREEIFEV, EICREL DI BETIE T E—\T7ZDH
DICERDIIHBENTELERHIHED D DT, 7> Z—\T 77 BIIC
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EEENTHO>TCH. @FNBITH L THIRIDOEENEFTT 5EeMEH 5.
ZTIT 7B A\T =B LIRROS 2B DETFERREZERL. 7
Y RE—NTIBICE T DHRBHD I T .

2.2 )\ I Z—FREZERDH BT B OLIEEZER

2.2.1 AEFELBAEEDOREN
201TE2B—-3BD2HBB. SNSOUDDIAZ 1 =71 ICBLTWVWBLHE
46041 R —2y MABERKELIZ, TEBRITT V-7 DLEMNE
BRBRALDLEMEERETEDLD, AT a7 0ELT N AMIZ—F]
HEAZ 1T 4RZICEG=DDAZ 227« (EZESNSITIEFNAYZ—F %
AT 1274 BICELGEDIE=DDH) & BUCL T A= \TINEBEEKT
0N\ #2127 1 AICEHEDBNEN RS ChHhocOZ12
T4 DEDEERLIZ, ZDOHRT, BMEOTOAT 4 —ILHAZETHSHAN%E
4604=IR L. AEZEME L, BEEHFE9% (BEER15%) THofehH\
BHRIEE 1A, TUA—A\T % [2{BE - RELTVEL] ZHE3EZRk
T BMEIBEERES B E Lz, AEZKET 2BICITEBRHIRERITE
Dofeh AVZ—2w MHISTERER THD T ENRFELIzHH 45
RULEDOEEEILBSST. 15— 19mH 24 (3.1%). 20— 24mH 15%
(23.1%). 25/ —295%H° 294 (44.6%). 30— 345N 124 (18.5%). 35
M— 39N 5% (7.7%). 40— 44D 2% (3.1%) T. 20/KHh 6B &
Gz (67.7%), Tl BEMBORIC, AETREE [ A—\TDE
WIBHEEZTWEH. BEBRLIETENDSH. FRANGDMEBAKZ TS
FHl ERELfe. BIREEQLEBIZT VA— T Z2IBLTWS
AL T =B ETEEAREL VD] AD4L5E (69.2%). [T X
THAOVIKIT O TWEWSBED TEELBE/EHMICEL TV AD
162 (24.6%). [EFZSA4 > DHUEL TS| AD4% (62%) Th-o
Teo

2.2.2 AEER
KABREE T ITEBENELENEBRERDH 561 2 ENRICLUNIEEIR
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DfcFEHEBRICET A 5B —29RICEDTEADLREEZ L 2448,
39.3%). H LT 205 —245% (14%. 23.0%). 155 — 195% (8%, 13.1%).
30/ —34m (7%, 11.5%). 35 —397% (3%. 4.9%). 105%— 145% (2%
3.8%). AEEH3E (4.9%) L7754, 20X CLENIBICELZFE 2 MED
ZWNT EDDD DT

e, @ENEBRBEDT VAT T7DERE (EHEEA) (& [T
ATFHOVPIEREICDONT] A2 —% v FTHRANZ] (29%. 47.5%).
[RANICHE# LTz) (184, 295%). [F#EICHMEH LGH o el (17 £
27.9%). [MAPEBREICHEFHK LIz (15%. 24.6%). [T X T ICHE# LT
(124, 19.7%). IREEICHAKLTZ) (74, 11.5%) Y. TRV BEE
IcLfzl 2%, 33%). [VoE7ESE|CLfz) (ZDf) £U) EWDSA
EHITHEH B,

RIT, LENEBRBELTRIC. 2ENBOBEIC O\ TEMEIEZNRETS
RizET A BEERDEZH >TZIBIC, TEREHNS] 434, 70.5%). [F
BDST VEA—ATNEHEZDOHEIEHD S| (404, 65.6%). [772HZ—\
THHBDHRS2ESLWHS] 384, 623%) EWLWHEEDR - FR%ZE
BHRETH2E0O0, TEIRAH 2] (284, 45.9%) HEBBDEEICKS
LEDON EfiE DT, —A. [BRAPEBEICEENZL D] (9%, 14.8%)
Vot & DBEREICK ZERIFEVRIERE G, 2FIET SR
DIERRETIE [BRACEBEITEK LIZ) (158, 246%) LE>THY. £
FENIBOEHEE L TOMBDFIHMES &E. BAPEBELEEVDDBIETE
DIN— b F—EBZBFOREBIEDENSTRITTVATENIOD AL, &
B EFZTA VDML TV BT ABDI D, K fc b DIREEE
&2 ENIPEEREL S EIRRDIBE D L x STz, [ZDft) & LTIE TARD
RO INEEBREES0] TAOAE Hlmh) ZRST o) EEFE
LoEEARLEBETON, FoMich, [T7v 3> & LT TkERE
WESBITY TRIEWN L] EWoTe T 7y arvBEDEDY, el 7 [U
T4 DEEESTC RV IR - TUR - -7 DEE] LWofE
NDFEE R BELDENSH DT,

7R —=AN\T DRIEITH L THIEDREOME S DBERENED KL ST



BAZRERS DT VA —AT B EERRR 99
Research paper: Female Pubic Hair Removal and Sexual Prejudice

OEX=51>DH
B2 ENERRE

Figure 1 ZZMDT > 4 —~\T BT 2EH [A]

B HOHERETT DI, TV E2—\TDOLNEBEEET S - LIZEHIC
DWTCHEHEENE TSR, 2FNEBRRECIE. [HREERLI/EL
(2044, 32.8%) © IMELNENFEL] (14%. 23.0%) DL, REZD
EDN\DFEHoT=H. FNLUEIC BEREEARABICITEICCL] (25
2. 41.0%). TREICIEEZEL (168, 26.2%). [ERAROBEE SIS
[C< W (16%. 26.2%) WO TethEDRFERICT 5EDH Hiukx Tz,
EFX =54V DHIET DACDONTE, FENIRZDEDNDER EMMED
BIFERICT HEHDICENEE ofc, [ZDM DBEICIE. HEBRDETHH
RBAPTLLGELTENDER®. HTBICBWTHEFORICEZRRIT HEN L
Notee

TR =AN\T H 2 IR HHEELBHNERT HMEDREIT TlEE L.
7 E=A\T DENIBIH T BALDRBORISEDITT Bledic. 72—
N7 DEINEBREREIC, 2NIBLIC EREHRLIZYITBERIY LIzEED
HEDRISICDOVWTHEHMEIBEAE TSR, TORR. [EHhNniz] (25%.
41.0%) HRLZVREEGE D, B EWVWDRISIE. TN TIEEENE
RISEHBEENGERIGEEWVZGWVH, D sd BBOT &ETEHEW
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O£ ENERERE
BEX=35120DH

Figure2 772 R2—ATBZEET HEH [A]

(=B TIEE W] ERIFIESHENT=T EITIFEVNGWD, TlESSNz] (10
2. 164%) N&DEHSTHEY. EENGRLERES N, LHLFHEa<
DAD T[2NEBE] gerbosniz) (20%. 32.8%). —#EICTXTITiToTz
WEANT NIz (6%, 9.8%) WO BENGRIGERITTHY. [ZDM)
GEead) ik TRhE L THIEWEEBRAEREN] TR EEbnfa] &
WoleEsH Y. BEEBEDERNEEMNICEEINSHEEDE LGN
ERDIDD ATz,

ET5IC, 2FENERRE(IC. TV \TE2NBLTEDb>cT & Bt
ERLCIETEICDODVWTEHREEAIE TSR, BRIE. [FBRE - BEHLEIC
EoTzl) (224, 36.1%). MERS LT <mofz) (244, 39.3%). BiREs
DHINPLICHEVDEE (TZDfth) K4). NERK - @) ((Zofh) £V)
DESBLENEBOBEENNRIZT TR I Y—BTEEDFRKDIC
Eofel (324, 525%). [BCEERNEE el 274, 443%). MESS
HERUNCTBEDITHEDT2] 204, 328%). OV TL v o ZAHh—D7<
mofel TZof) KY) EWolEmm cnZEbd Lz bz, i
MERZELIC K Txofel MADFHFTH o1, MESREFNERLDKDIC
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Golzl EVWDSEEEDNGEWT EDEE, BENLBEIEHDDHZ B,
BEeBEERICDOWT K UEHRICOITT Bicdlc. SFENIEREHRE L TRIC,
SRR RIBBOBEDOMBRIC DN TDA A—IEZFNZFNERDERIAE
T8hlc, BIKENT LI, 7V E—"T7 OSBRI ClE B0 TR T
ATALTWD] EVSTEESENDBEENZA A—IHBIL>Teh TNEIFE
FEWICAEZE DI, 2NBETIE MFL7) TRV IEEHrS5] Lo
FeERRICH T 5B ENGEIBEMER o, BREPICBWICET 2505 E. £
WIRG BT & TEENITESNS A SMRLUSMNCE,. SIBFTITIE TRy =
IRV B0 (TR e IFEEEGZL) EWD BTG X —IDN
SNIBKICE M)z [B0]) (T <z 1EZEEEEL) IT&(LT
BixE. MBEWRAEELBEDOBBREICEZEAETVNDS, TDT &k, £
SOEBFETICIEMRS R DEWEE] & LIEEEEN.6%EoTzDIc L, 28
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BITIE DEWETE) & LIERIEEN82%ICELY . E5(TESRE NEVEE
EERIELEAIE49% D5 0%ICEILLTWA T ENSE, HBEEDEED
BED—ELTEVEENICER LS IED D ESITHE e EHbH B,
Flee TAMEBORBITOVWTCE, Tonz<amWw] IBonfz<xl ib
Masnfz\ TESnzV EEEMICEIEL TV,

REOERE LT, 7V 2—\T7DRIBITY DR PRERIEH 5

EBONBHERTEREE A, WAREBIIEE L TWEL S ficEEh s
THEEOAVRIEE BTz, ZDELLH, T E—ATOLINEE L TWBHT LT
MDD 5] MEMICEVN) TERBEETEHNTWVS] EBbNEEE. &
A A—DICEET HBREPLRBETHY .. [ZHEITE > TUEFRITR DO TS
BHICE STy 7 ADHIEERODNTWAS] (BAEERELY) TE.
ICBEENSDEBEMEONZEWVNEWNDBIENE N ST, £faew 7V E—ATD
SBIE N— M F—ICRBEINEBDONAE] (BEERKY) THhHY.
[HICRE2D?EBLEWNEEDNS] (BHERELY) 5E. BRBDMER
DT VE=AT EVDTETTAR= =V BELeEDEDTHBICEHES
DoTMELDEREDTTA A—IBRINTWVH I EHDH ST, &5
IS0 TNV EWDSBED K DITHRGA A= D8R T/ iEip
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AUV BIRE T LR ENE D,

AERO TR b D& LD A AT 5O TR TIRA £51< L, BUTIRE 2 /A0,
CERBEEDRTZ S,

CAAICHEEURRA D S LB E T, WA TR B L RBRET,

BT E TR B QRIS L DI R LTE AR AV LS BV EARATEZ OISR LET,

CEARTETZ AV AFTHAREL TWRVOTREDH TRLN L2, BERVShE ) TR,

SR TN S & B ET,

RIS D LD, ERERRIREC, EERITRY, L, A%RIEEDD RS, WA TIEbEOBELF
LEoicshTvnae s,

- B AR CRER RS LIS, AR L Ch 300z, MBERRWEBoT,

cEy I ADBFE D2 EbD,

CABLTAHET TRy 7 ARV EBbS LS,

BRSO RD B LVWTT,

CES M - R BOBEOIER &\ )0 BATIEERILE > TRV & Y 2 Mo ¥ 7=

AAT 4 TIgA A=V TREND LB,

c Bl D,

URRIE D D, SR LS FEO LS IR EREVOREVEEDOLTRA Dy —, NPT L) FHET
SHIBIRVARZ N, BT OTZDIZH] > T D LTS S50,

© TVRITERARED 8 D BILCIIIE S D L) S DD,

A VE=FIC LTS R S b s E S 0 LD S EEICIA L OBEICE S BN E LT, &

PEIZ & o THHFRICHR T2 TH BT SEX 0730 L b T o,
D ARBIED S EEHEOHIIRERS D EBNET, BEEEI L THTELOLENI HTHAS EBNET,
AV LHERR T HA A— VR,
s BUEI AN V= — 2B LTV 5 LD O TR SRV SIS,
cREICREDO? LN D, REENEEDRS,
c AV HIERERA 0 2 L Bbh 20 T2 b LR, AT kL Bbhd L, KEIEbhi,
c B OEE S L R T RBLBE L TS ON RIS,

SRR ETIHER END, BHAOTTE, " YV=—FZ LT LTWND0 T, xRz Lizn, Lb, ~ o
VE—FOREEFHATHIF VL BV RLBIFE R B 5 OIZ 0 VL TWD LB g Y =—F il 8
AR DRE LW R R A TEB R RLEV DI,

C o LI LS EVI BT RO, ERtEENH D L BbhZ 5,

AV ORBI, FHE? (EIVHT LA L) EEEbhs,

CRB LA A,

cRDEVEE=T HNVPETA DA A=VRHY ET

s BhIg A V= —F B ER R MELS 72 5 DI,

Figure5 772 A—~\T7 DB BRE (B
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S5LWAA=IDQHB, INATVZ—FIEERH. N1\ VEATERREZ ENE
WO (BEZEREY) BE N1V EVSEEAOBEEHSNT,
SAIS & TINAYZ—F ] ERUELK T VA —A\T DLENEDPLENE
LIEERZIe g TN, NIV T 57 1 TEZBINI Y BRI (%
A &L ORMINSCLEEE. ENEERKEVDRVWEETH D, T
Die&d. 1INV EWDBEITHESHENGZA A—IH 5 HRBPRED
DIFODhLINSEBRIND T EERABEBNZLLEITONEEZS
N3,

3 ER

3.1 EITRE L DL

BADRFEICBWVTE, BRECEEREDL T >4 —A\T NEBDHRADIER
ELTEFSNH (Tiggeman & Hodgson, 2008) . AFAE THRERDER
Ehxofe, Ffe. Tiggeman & Hodgson (2008) & Herbenick et al. (2010)
TlE. 7VHA—=\T7DLBE LTVWALZEFEEEERDNBVNEWVNDER
DTTCEY . FFETLEENBRICEIEERD B E 275 LBUT HERH
HFofce 7V E—ATIEOERVPERE L OBADREE LURFEDE
BE5ICHENTH EMICEEENE NERR] ICBELTIE. 7Y A —ATW0EL
TSR TEREFETMBERD. 7 A —\T %D BAREOMERZFTNED
EHFEL. WEDBRERETELTWVWSEWVWSIEREHH SN (Cokal, 2007).
Zliuﬂa’(%i\k@ﬁﬁ%@ HEERIC T B4 A—VIEBENTHDHSEENGSE

ZLTHY. Cokal (2007) DERAZTLT BFEREE ST,

E%@ﬂ*#%tﬁﬁot (= IZTﬁD/Qﬂ%$ 7 A= AN\T R
ICEEREEZ D, T LT, 7 VA AT O2NEBHIRIZTTHECDONTT
%Dtoﬁ%®ﬂaﬁi\IXT#D/%W%LT//Q—NTLﬁﬁéﬁﬁ
1% — 7% a1 SBEWFIAEXRTH > feDIcxd L (Herberick et al., 2010, p. 5;
Toerien et al,, 2005, p. 402) . AFAE CIX65.7% NI AT OV =ZFBLTT
2 RA=ATHBETOT W e, Thud. BATIET Y A—A\T7 D2IBE fziE
—ERALEBANZRE L TWATEORETT > ZA—\T B THNS T EHZLD
It Ly BARTIET Y A—ATIBOZERMES. TATHOVHKRERE
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WREGODTWVWAROTEEWLHDEEZ SN, e RRAET7I7UZv Y
(2011) OFEELEARTEH, FAEICBWLW I OVFBELNZH ST &
Nid. AABOWRABEEICT VE—\TD2NBREBRENZ . TUE—\T
D—EHIRICLENTFEDOO D 5 2IB%E T AT YOV T2 TLBHAHLZN
DR TIEEWHEEZ SNz,

FBATIE. 7YV E—N\TNRICEEESZ DL L TN F—DH%
CEFonfzolicxt L (Tiggemann & Hodgson, 2008, p. 895). BR A 777
71)Zvy (2011) TEHEERBAATEH/N— M F—DEEEZRIFT=ANED7E L
THEEEHRLTVNDEVS KV EEBFDORRELCERREDHICT >V H—
ANTHIEELTWBADRED e, THUTDWTIE, BN TIET > A —~\T 038
DBAEEREL TWAEOHICTNICERT H/\—FF—HZ0DIc L. B
KTIET > Z—A\THEBNREL TWEWT EAERD—DTIEGEWLHLEER
Shiz,

TR —=AN\T DRAENRITTEECDNTIL, BAORAETIE. 74—
N7 DB E LTV 2SR EITERARZZZ T 2BENE . BEDMRIC
g 2ECEERE AT RERTHo>feh. FABETIE. 7 A—A\TDE
WMBRICERARZEZZ LI (GEok (197%) LVWOEIEELZL, [E
BARHTITER T < GoTe) 1% (1.6%) ICBE >, THIC. RBRICD
WCOBERERZBEANE. YA —PHRICE>TIE 7V EZ—AT7D
LNBEREEHGETHEDRR - BERALFEEL. 72 —A\T DRIEIC
LOTEESDHRSEICHT 2BEEERNET —H CTNHEEENEVHED
FRICZEE B EETWB T Eh DD DTz,

3.2 7V A —ATOLNEBIIHT 2HLEHR

FICRTERELDIT. BRIZBWTEBAMCBVTCEZEDEEZTITFT
BMEEIFEEV, LHALT Y Z—ATICEAL T BN TIE T7 0 Z—~\T e
HRYT) HaEBE#NALEICEBIEEL TWLWAHDICH L (Tiggemann &
Kenyon, 1998; Tiggemann et al., 2004; Cokal, 2007). BATIZT > Z—~\7
ErTTHTEITEEENTE, 2B B EILREFERINTHY. 7
VRA—ATUWBERITHEREBRLIVEE LA, [TUA—ATRELEWVELD
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Female Pubic Hair Removal and Sexual Prejudice
Asako TANAKA

Pubic hair removal has become very normative in recent years, especially
for young women in western countries. It has also influenced contem-
porary Japanese women in their twenties and thirties. On one hand,
“Hygienina,” which is derived from “Hygiene (originally means
cleanliness)”, has been a focal point of cleanliness and fashion in Japan. On
the other hand, many Japanese women are hesitant to remove all of their
pubic hair because of the stereotype that they are forced to remove it.
Further, removal of all of the hair is seen as lewd and instigates social
prejudice. My research was investigated Japanese women's experiences of
pubic hair removal and social awareness about female genitals and pubic
hair removal in Japan. | interviewed 65 women who have removed their
pubic hair, and found that the half of interviewees had experiences of
removing all of their pubic hair, and hair removals were performed for the
sake of cleanliness and not for reasons related to sexual activities. | also
concluded that in comparison with western countries, Japan has a strong
social norm not to remove all pubic hair and sexual prejudice against
people who deviate from that norm. Furthermore, my research clarified
that these women are not only overwhelmed by social norms, but they are
also actively engaged in trying to change social awareness. They are also
building self-esteem through enjoyment of pubic hair removal experience.

Keywords:
Female genitals, Pubic hair removal, Hygiene, Sexual prejudice,
Social norms
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Body, Desire and Truth: On Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick’s reading of
Henry James’s The Beast in the Jungle
Yuka HIBINO

Introduction

Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick, who examines her own shame in Touching
Feeling, has been recognized for her contributions to queer affect theory.
Insufficient attention, however, has been devoted to her analysis of “male
homosexual panic” in Henry James's “The Beast in the Jungle” (1903)
through the perspective of her “own eros and experience” (Sedgwick, 1990,
p. 209). In her essay “The Beast in the Closet: James and the Writing of
Homosexual Panic,” Sedgwick begins with the section “historicizing male
homosexual panic,” first considering its historical context by referring to
Alan Bray’s genealogical investigation of male homosexuals. Then citing
her “own eros and experience,” she interprets the female protagonist’s
desire for “truth and authority” (p. 209).

Scholars after Sedgwick argue about John Marcher’s sexuality, but no
studies have considered how May Bartram’s desire, which Sedgwick
foregrounds, relates to what Sedgwick calls Marcher’s male homosexual
panic. Marcher’'s “homosexual panic” is among the main subjects of the
story. However, female desire emerges as the more important theme after
Sedgwick speaks of Bartram'’s desire for Marcher from her “own eros and
experience.” The aim of this paper is to reexamine Sedgwick’s reading of
James's novella and to reveal that the female desiring subject is not so
much the fictional mainspring of “male homosexual panic” as its
precondition. Focusing on the performativity of the syllogism that
occasions enactment of the truth, the satisfaction of female desire that
conditions “male homosexual panic,” this paper demonstrates that
Sedgwick’s theory is not so much a disclosure of “the truth” about male
sexuality as it is the process by which female desire becomes its “real truth.”
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2 The impossibility of male desire

Tracing the subject through 19th and 20th century novels, Sedgwick
asserts that “male homosexual panic” derives from the accumulation of
society’s or judicial system’s ambivalent, homophobic attitudes toward gay
men. According to Alan Bray, “molly houses” had been judicially either
attacked or permitted randomly and arbitrarily Sedgwick and Bray,
however, disagree about the inconsistent treatment of “molly houses.” Bray
suggests that in being ghettoized they had been “a function of the society
itself” (p. 102); Sedgwick argues against the dichotomy of “the homosexual”

nou

as “an already-constituted entity” and the “society” “suppressing or
controlling it (Sedgwick, 1985, p. 86)."” She attributes the incompleteness of
its oppression to the impossibility of distinctively identifying someone as
homosexual.

As Sedgwick suggests, if no one can recognize the homosexual, then “not
only must homosexual men be unable to ascertain whether they are to be
the objects of random’ homophobic violence, but no man must be able to
ascertain that he is not (that his bonds are not) homosexual” (pp. 88-89).
Unless a man becomes convinced “that he is not (that his bonds are not)
homosexual,” he must assert it. As a result, men obsessively assimilate into
heterosexuality by embodying the possibility of arbitrarily punishing
"homosexuals.” They thus acquire the appearance of being “"normal”
(heterosexual) in a way that is subjected to heterosexuality. In Sedgwick’s
sense, therefore, the term “male homosexual panic” in a compulsive,
heterosexual, patriarchal society refers to “its hypostatized compulsions”
through acts of self-ignorant men (Sedgwick, 1990, p. 212). If there were
distinctions between homosexual and homosocial male bonds, it would be
the external distinction between the sexual and the social — that is, “pro-
scription” and “prescription” (p. 186).

This differentiation is based on a stable relation of an exception to the
whole. It depends on the assumptions that homosocial bonds are norma-
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tive and legitimate, and that homosexual bonds can be forbidden and
excluded. The distinction requires eliminating the homosexual as “pro-
scription” from the homosocial as “prescription.” While “male homosocial
desire” is an external differentiation between men, “male homosexual
panic” is an inner differentiation within a man himself. The latter is based
on “a relation of part of whole that is, constitutively, unstable and
unascertainable” (Sedgwick, 1985, p. 88). This “unstable and unascertai-
nable” relation denies the relation of an exception to the whole, on which
the former external, stable differentiation depends. Therefore, “no man
must be able to ascertain that he is not (that his bonds are not) homo-
sexual.” In other words, “male homosocial desire” is the externalizing
process whereby one male bond excludes another in labeling it “proscrip-
tion” in order to hypothesize its legitimacy and normality to be “prescrip-

"o

tion.” "Male homosexual panic” is the internalizing moment caused by the
impossibility of the external differentiation. When a self-ignorant man in a
“male homosocial” bond realizes the potential for homosexuality within
himself, he falls into “male homosexual panic.” In addition, one can argue
that “male homosocial desire” functions as a temporary resolution of "male
homosexual panic.” Whenever a man fears his potential for homosexuality,
he has no choice. Since no man can completely negate his potential
homosexuality, he must display his heterosexual relationship to women to
demonstrate that he is not homosexual. “Male homosexual panic” is
cyclically and complementarily connected with “male homosocial desire.”
These two views of male homosexuality consist in the movement from an
internalizing moment to an externalizing process, which constructs a
heteronormative patriarchal society.

Sedgwick traces “male homosexual panic” in the final scene of “The Beast
in the Jungle,” in which Marcher encounters another male mourner while
paying respects at gravesite of Bartram. According to Sedgwick, Marcher
advances into “the relation of compulsory heterosexuality” in that scene,
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illustrating "how central to that process is man’s desire for man — and the
denial of that desire” (Sedgwick, 1990, p. 211). During the scene, “Marcher
begins with the possibility of desire for the man,” and then distorts “his
desire for the male face into an envious identification with male loss”
(pp. 211-212). Sedgwick calls attention to “the same climactic, authoritative
(even authoritarian) rhythm of supplying Answers in the form of
symmetrical supplementarities” in the scene and in the last paragraph
thereafter (p. 200). At that moment, James and Marcher, in Sedgwick’s view,
unite in representing Bartram’s experience in her absence. In short, they
eliminate Bartram in conspiracy with each other.

Sedgwick's reading of the last chapter of “The Beast in the Jungle” can be
divided into three stages. In the first stage, Marcher is fascinated by the
face of the mourning stranger in the graveyard and gazes at it enviously
(James, 1964, p. 400). In the second, Marcher “[sees] outside of his life ... the
way a woman was mourned when she [Bartram] had been loved for
herself” (pp. 400-401), Bartram’s name on her headstone preoccupies
Marcher and clearly shows it is her that he has missed (p. 401). In the final
stage, James and Marcher suddenly agree that “she [Bartram] had loved
him for himself” (p. 401).

Phase one, when Marcher is “mutely assaulted” by the “face” of the visitor
to the cemetery (James, 1964, p. 399) and gazes upon it “with envy”
(p. 400), may be subdivided into two sections: in the first, Marcher meets a
“face” in the cemetery; in the second, the “face” passes by. James details the
initial encounter between Marcher and the mourner:

This face ... looked into Marcher’s own, at the cemetery, with an
expression like the cut of a blade. He felt it, that is, so deep down
that he winced at the steady thrust. The person who so mutely
assaulted him was a figure he had noticed ... absorbed by a grave a
short distance away, a grave apparently fresh, so that the emotion of
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the visitor would probably match it for frankness. (p. 399)

Following these passages, it is revealed that this “face” is that of "his
neighbor, a middle-aged man” (p. 399, italics added). That disclosure implies
the potential for an erotic relationship between them. As Sedgwick puts it,
“the erotic possibilities of the connection between the men appear to be
all open” (Sedgwick, 1990, p. 210). James writes of their separation:

What Marcher was at all events conscious of was, in the first place,
that the image of scarred passion presented to him was conscious
too — of something that profaned the air; and, in the second, that,
roused, startled, shocked, he was yet the next moment looking after
it, as it went, with envy. (James, 1964, p. 400)

Marcher feels “something that profaned the air” in the encounter with
another man, whose “scarred passion” strikes him and after whom he gazes
"with envy.”

Sedgwick theorizes about the transition from a homoerotic to envious
gaze: “— Deflecting that desire under a fear of profanation, he then
replaces it with envy, with an identification with the man in that man'’s
(baffled) desire for some other, presumably female, dead object”
(Sedgwick, 1990, p. 211). Since “the possibility of desire for the man” is
distorted because of “something that profaned the air"— or rather, —"a
fear of profanation”— , Marcher feels envy and identifies with the mourner.

James's description of “this face,” as Michael Lundblad importantly
indicates, “remains gender neutral at first, with such generic labels as
person, figure, visitor, and neighbor, until the encounter takes on violent
images” (p. 762). In addition, nothing in the scene or the entire story
suggests it is a woman for whom the stranger mourns. Marcher apparently
does not read the name on “a grave a short distance away” with which the
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stranger seems “absorbed” and does not know if a woman is buried there.
The following passage implies that the unknown mourner’s face is too
striking for him to observe other details:

Marcher felt him on the spot as one of the deeply stricken — a per-
ception so sharp that nothing else in the picture lived for it, neither
his dress, his age, nor his presumable character and class; nothing
lived but the deep ravage of the features that he showed. (pp. 399-
400)

Without confirmation, Marcher assumes it is a woman that the man loved
and mourns. Marcher carries out a preemptive “identification with the man”
to exceed the man who evokes his own homoerotic possibility and expels
him from a normal social relationship between men. He fears homosexual
potential in himself and avoids it through "anticipatory, hastening
identification.”

In the second phase, James writes of Marcher:

He had seen outside of his life, not learned it within, the way a
woman was mourned when she had been loved for herself; such
was the force of his conviction of the meaning of the stranger's face,
which still flared for him like a smoky torch. (James, 1964, pp. 400-
401)

Encountering the mourner’s face, Marcher realizes he would mourn May
Bartram if he had “loved” the way she had been. Sedgwick identifies that as
the moment Marcher enters “the relation of compulsory heterosexuality”:

It is only by turning his desire for the male face into an envious
identification with male loss that Marcher finally comes into any
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relation to a woman — and then it is a relation through one dead
woman (the other man’s) to another dead woman of his own.
(Sedgwick, 1990, p. 212)

The male “desire for man,” as we have seen, is denied and then transfigured
into “an envious identification with male loss.” What forces Marcher toward
“any relationship with a woman” is not “man’s desire for man” but his denial
of that desire. It is repressed homosexuality that compels him toward
heterosexuality. Then May Bartram’s name on her headstone “smote
[smites]” Marcher “as the passage of his neighbor had done [did],” and
reveals it is Bartram whom he had lost (James, 1964, p. 401). In Sedgwick’s
view, he realizes “she has felt and expressed desire for him” (Sedgwick,
1990, p. 199).
Phase three starts with a revelation of “the real truth” about Marcher:

[H] e had been the man of his time, the man, to whom nothing on
earth was to have happened ... It was the truth, vivid and monstrous,
that all the while he had waited the wait was itself his portion ... .
One’s doom, however, was never baffled, and on the day she had
told him that his own had come down she had seen him but stupidly
stare at the escape she offered him. (James, 1964, p. 401)

We are told that “nothing on earth was to have happened” to Marcher and
that he was destined for “the wait.” By definition, “doom” implies any awful
event that cannot be overcome or avoided; it is no accident that “she had
seen him but stupidly stare at the escape she offered him.” For Marcher,
whose “portion” is “the wait,” merely to “stare at” is nothing less than his
doom because staring is a kind of waiting. When Marcher looks
indifferently upon the opportunity to escape his fate, the prospect that
“nothing on earth was to have happened” comes true.



If “the wait” is imposed on Marcher, to what does “the escape” refer? Is it
the implication that it is impossible for him not to wait? James gives the
answer:

The escape would have been to love her; then, then he would have
lived. She had lived — who could say now with what passion? —
since she had loved him for himself; whereas he had never thought
of her ... but in the chill of his egotism and the light of her use.
(James, 1964, p. 401)

James writes that Marcher would escape his “vivid and monstrous” destiny
had he “loved” Bartram. She “had loved him for himself,” but he had
“thought” only of using her and had not recognized her as being-for-
herself.

James reveals the lurking “beast” on a day shortly before Bartram's death.
Marcher remembers when “they continued for some minutes silent, her
face shining at him, her contact imponderably pressing, and his stare all
kind, but expectant” (p. 386). She had leaned close to him to allow him to
“imaginably guess” (p. 402). Instead of guessing, he had had a hunger to
"know” — that is, to hear from her lips — but “what he had expected failed
to sound” (p. 386).

Sedgwick reasonably finds in the structure of the story "an intensely
symmetrical, ‘conclusive’ rhetorical clinch by the narrative/authorial
prescription.” Throughout the novella, James refers less to what May
Bartram is than to what John Marcher is. Only in the last scene, when she
no longer lives, does he mention her “needs and desires and gratifications”
as what actually had been (Sedgwick, 1990, p. 199). Sedgwick interprets the
meaning of that structure —"“the same climactic, authoritative (even aut-
horitarian) rhythm of supplying Answers in the form of symmetrical
supplementarities”— as follows:
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For this single, this conclusive, this formally privileged moment in
the story — this resolution over the dead body of May Bartram —
James and Marcher are presented as coming together ... In the
absence of May Bartram, the two men, author/narrator and hero, are
reunited at last in the confident, shared, masculine knowledge of
what she Really Wanted and what she Really Needed. (Sedgwick,
1990, p. 200)

In Sedgwick’s view, by disregarding Bartram'’s unexpressed “passion” and
conspiratorially agreeing about what she sought, Marcher and James
reconcile in a reciprocating relationship.

In “The Beast in the Jungle,” as indicated, when “roused, startled,
shocked” by a stranger’s face, Marcher gazes after it “with envy.” Not
knowing the dead lover for whom the stranger apparently mourns, he
assumes “the way a woman was mourned when she had been loved for
herself.” In turn, when smitten by Bartram’s grave, he realizes “that she was
what he had missed” (James, 1964, p. 401). In addition, after her death both
James and Marcher assert that Bartram “had loved him for himself.”

Thus, Sedgwick’s reading of “The Beast in the Jungle” accords with the
story, and it is Sedgwick’s seminal insight that Marcher is “the irredeemably
self-ignorant man who embodies and enforces heterosexual compulsion”
(Sedgwick, 1990, p. 210). Sedgwick interprets “The Beast in the Jungle” as a
story that reveals the impossibility that John Marcher, a man ignorant of his
sexuality, can enjoy both homosexual and heterosexual desire. In his
critical response to Sedgwick’s reading, David Van Leer asserts that
“throughout, Sedgwick assumes the insatiability of gay man” (Van Leer,
1989a, p. 602), and that she expels from her discussion “the category of the
healthy, well-adjusted male homosexual” (p. 598). However, as Sedgwick
explains again in “Tide and Trust,” she had argued in “The Beast in the
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Closet” that homosexual panic is “the terrain from whose wasting rigors
only the homosexual-identified man it at all exempt” (Sedgwick, 1990,
p. 188), and she has read John Marcher as a man who does not identify
with homosexuality, but is nonetheless ignorant of his own sexuality. We
conclude, therefore, that Sedgwick does not banish gay identity from her
discussion. In addition, Van Leer persistently accuses her of “unintentional
homophobia” (Van Leer, 1998b, p. 762), but to expose an inadvertent
homophobic feeling of Sedgwick cannot allow us to reveal social structures
that make it possible.

Although | generally concur with most of Sedgwick argument, | disagree
with her implication that “she has felt and expressed desire for him”
(Sedgwick, 1990, p. 199). For Sedgwick also inadvertently concedes “the
confident, shared, masculine knowledge of what she Really Wanted and
what she Really Needed.” If Bartram represents the woman who is
vulnerable to Marcher’s “male homosexual panic” but does not identify
herself with “straight,” then their relationship is also a pretext for
concealing her own sexuality. If, therefore, Bartram does not identify herself
with heterosexual women, she also negates her own potential
homosexuality by virtue of their relationship. If their relationship is a
pretext for their own sexuality toward each other, it is not misogynic but
reciprocal.

Only by affirming their "knowledge” of Bartram’s alleged latent desires,
therefore, can Sedgwick criticize “The Beast in the Jungle” from a feminist
and anti-homophobic perspective as being constituted of “homosocial”
plots. Although James writes that “She had lived — who could say now
with what passion —?,” Sedgwick claims that “John Marcher, in James's
story, does not even know that desire is absent from his life, nor that May
Bartram desires him, until after she has died from his obtuseness”
(Sedgwick, 1990, p. 195), and that “she has felt and expressed desire for
him.” Sedgwick can criticize Marcher's homosexual panic only by
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foreclosing the possibility that Bartram should have other desire than
heterosexual one. It cannot be overemphasized that all women in
heterosexuality do not necessarily have heterosexual desires. Sedgwick
also concedes that while “the absence of lesbianism” from her study in

"o,

Between Men is her own “early and ... necessary decision,” “the exclusively
heterosexual perspective of the book’s attention to women” should be
“seriously impoverishing in itself” (Sedgwick, 1985, p. 18). Given what has
been said, we can agree with Sedgwick’s reading only insofar as we
disregard her denial that there is at least an exception to female sexuality.
In this sense, we agree with Teresa de Lauretis that lesbian desire never
matters in Sedgwick's criticism (p. 115-116). The purpose of this essay,
however, is not to denounce that Sedgwick dismisses the difference
between female homosocial and homosexual bonds, but to consider
female desire in relation to “male homosexual panic.”

What is desire? In Between Men, “desire” is described in relation to “love”;
in the context of literary criticism, “love” tends to mean “a particular
emotion” or “a particular affective state or emotion,” whereas “desire”
general signifies “a structure” or “the affective or social force, the glue.” The
relationship of “desire” to “love” is that of the social, historical, and systemic
to the private, particular, and individual. “Love” is inadequate to trace how
“the structural permutations of social impulses” affect the literary
(Sedgwick, 1985, p. 2). The analysis of changing “desire” allows us to reveal
and criticize social conditions that determine its visibility and enable it to
attain legitimacy. By investigating the history of “desire,” Sedgwick
challenges social conventions that condition “male homosexual panic.”
Kaja Silverman interprets the last scene of “The Beast in the Jungle” as a
“primal scene,” a psychoanalytic term referring to parental intercourse
witnessed by children (1992, p. 172). Sedgwick dismisses Silverman’s
reading because it “excludes, or rather repels consideration of, every
historical dimension involving power, oppression, and the consolidation or
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resistance of marked identities” (Sedgwick, 1993, p. 74). Sedgwick finds it
important to challenge the historical power relation and injustice of social
recognition, but Silverman’s psychoanalytical reading cannot allow that
challenge. Sedgwick’s aim is to explore historical and social conventions
that condition Marcher’s “male homosexual panic.”

In “The Beast in the Jungle,” however, it is Bartram who “had told him, his
friend, not to guess”; who "had forbidden him, so far as he might, to know”;
who “had even in a sort denied the power in him to learn.” It is “precisely”
Bartram herself who is responsible for “[depriving] him of rest” (James,
1964, p. 395). If the impossibility of Marcher's desire would be determined
not by “historical dimension” but rather Bartram’s prohibition and
permission, what should we make of it? How did the female agency that
provokes “male homosexual panic” disappear?

3 The gratification of female desire

A few remarks should be made concerning Marcher's sexuality before
discussing the issue of female desire. It is controversial whether Marcher
actually encounters “male homosexual panic.” Chikako Matsushita suggests
it is only insofar as “male homosexual panic” is ascribed to Marcher’s
sexuality that Sedgwick’s theory has logical coherence (p. 54). For James
does not write about male sexuality in “The Beast in the Jungle.” Focusing
on Sedgwick’s phrases such as “in my hypothesis,” “in this reading,” and ‘I
hypothesize that” (Sedgwick, 1990, pp. 206-207), Philip Horne argues that
her reading of James’s work “might be called the abuse of speculation”
because it depends on the assumption that “James ... means homosexuality
when he refers to something unnamable” (p. 80). According to Horne,
Sedgwick's reading is constructed of the “syllogism” whose major premise
is that “James writes about the unnamable” and the minor premise is that
"homosexuality has often been spoken of as unnamable” (p. 80). Only in
and through her inferential process, can Marcher prove to be faced with his
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"homosexual panic.” The performativity of the “syllogism” operates in her
reading; it is “Marcher's male homosexual panic and the damage it does
May Bartram” that her reading enacts, Horne remarks (p. 80).

Horne is incorrect, however, in believing Sedgwick hypothesizes about
“Marcher’s male homosexual panic and the damage it does May Bartram.”
Rather, Sedgwick hypothesizes about “May Bartram’s view of Marcher’s
secrets” (Sedgwick, 1990, p. 206, italics added), “her understanding that he
is imprisoned by homosexual panic” (p. 206, italics added), “her own
interest in his closet” (p. 206, italics added), and “what May Bartram would
have liked for Marcher, the narrative she wished to nurture for him” (p. 207,
italics added). Even if, as Horne argues, Sedgwick’s speculation accumulates
to something like a conclusion, it concerns only Bartram’s "view,”
“understanding,” “interest” and “wish.” In Sedgwick's reading, “it is true,” for
the female protagonist May Bartram, that Marcher “is imprisoned by
homosexual panic” (Sedgwick, 1990, p. 206).

In order that Sedgwick’s theory might be about male sexuality, then,

nou

what she actually theorizes about — May Bartram’s “view,” “understan-

ding,” “interest,” and “wish” - needs to be recast as facts concerning John
Marcher. Now, how her theory about May Bartram becomes a theory about
John Marcher? This section examines first how Sedgwick extends her
interpretation of Bartram into a statement about most women. She begins
by replacing “the woman in heterosexuality” with “May Bertram” (p. 209).

Sedgwick further generalizes:

She seems the woman (don't we all know them?) who has not only
the most delicate nose for but the most potent attraction toward
men who are at crises of homosexual panic ... — Though, for that
matter, won’'t most women admit that an arousing nimbus, an
excessively refluent and dangerous maelstrom of eroticism,

somehow attends men in general at such moments, even otherwise
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boring men? (p. 209)

For Sedgwick, “male homosexual panic” might be attractive not only for
“the woman in heterosexuality” but also for “most women.” Bartram,
therefore, becomes one of the “most women” in Sedgwick’s expanded
interpretation.

It is notable that Sedgwick refers to herself when explaining Bartram'’s
“attraction” to “male homosexual panic”:

What does she want, not for him, but for herself, from their
relationship? What does she actually get? To speak less equivocally
from my own eros and experience, there is a particular relation to
truth and authority that a mapping of male homosexual panic offers
to a woman in the emotional vicinity. (p. 209)

As Kevin Ohi notes, in “highly identificatory ventriloquizing of May's
[Bartram'’s] desires” (p. 14), Sedgwick “less equivocally” displays her “own
eros and experience” as support for her claim. Only insofar as Bartram also
experiences Sedgwick’s “eros and experience” can Bartram acquire “a
particular relation to truth and authority.” As a result, Sedgwick can be said
to critically think of but obey “old ideologies of woman's traditional
‘selflessness’ and a new one of feminist commitment that seems to begin
with a self but is legitimated only by willfully obscuring most of its
boundaries” (Sedgwick, 1990, p. 62). In order to “begin with a self,” she
presents her “own eros and experience” in front us, and with the purpose
of “obscuring most of its boundaries,” she disregards the differences
among most women in heterosexuality, between Bartram and herself, and
so fails to historicize female experience. In this process, Sedgwick can
decide the “truth” of the text, although her reading drives from an
individual experience.
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From the authorial and authoritative standpoint, Sedgwick thus
theorizes the meaning of Bartram'’s attitude toward Marcher:

Both the care and the creativity of her investment in him, the
imaginative reach of her fostering his homosexual potential as a
route back to his truer perception of herself, are forms of gender-
political resilience in her as well as of love. They are forms of
excitement, too, of real though insufficient power, and of pleasure.
(p.210)

In Sedgwick’s view, Bartram seduces — more properly, fails to seduce —
Marcher so that he would be aware of “his homosexual potential.” To
seduce Marcher is, for Bartram, not only to “care” about him but also to
overcome him. Sedgwick, however, calls the “power” that Bartram attains
in so doing “real” but “insufficient,” for Bartram’s failed seduction is “her
emotional labor” exploited by the selfish but self-ignorant Marcher (p. 210).
To acquire “authority” over Marcher, Bartram presents him “the real truth”
about himself, enacting “a mapping of male homosexual panic” in
exchange for “a particular relation to truth and authority.” Bartram fails to
seduce Marcher and assumes an agency who is “mapping” the equivocal
situation of his desire. On the one hand, there is the suggestion that
Bartram seduces (or fails to seduce) Marcher to liberate him from a
dilemma of “male homosexual panic” and let him “find and enjoy a
sexuality of whatever sort emerged.” On the other hand, she does (or does
not) do so in order to acquire “a particular relation to truth and authority.”
The former aspect is a form of love, and the latter is a form of desire for “a
particular relation to truth and authority.”

Here, we must recall the difference between desire and love. According
to Sedgwick, desire signifies “a structure” or “the affective or social force,”
whereas love implies “a particular emotion” or “a particular affective state
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or emotion.” Bartram's seductive gesture has double meanings as
something individual and contingent yet simultaneously socially
structured and interrelated. In discussing the distinction between love and
desire, Sedgwick does not regard the former as positive, but she reveals the
latter cannot take its place unless it is interrelated with the former.

Returning to Sedgwick’s reading of “The Beast in the Jungle,” we
scrutinize how Bartram’s love gradually becomes “the real truth” about
Marcher’s sexuality. The topic of conversations changes dramatically at “the
turn it happened to take from her [Bartram]” on her birthday (James, 1964,
p. 369). On this occasion, Bartram receives Marcher's present, “a small
trinket,” which is more expensive “than he thought he could afford,” so that
he himself avoids coming down “real selfishness” (p. 369). She suddenly
speaks about their intimate relationship:

“Our habit saves you, at least, don't you see? because [sic] it makes
you, after all, for the vulgar, indistinguishable from other men. What'
s the most inveterate mark of men in general? Why, the capacity to
spend endless time with dull women — to spend it, | won't say with-
out being bored, but without minding that they are, without being
driven off at a tangent by it; which comes to the same thing. I'm your
dull woman, a part of the daily bread for which you pray at church.
That covers your tracks more than anything.” (p. 369)

In reply, Marcher promptly asks: “And what covers yours [Bartram’s]?” (p.
369). The substance of their conversation is integrated into a point: “What is
it that saves you?” (p. 374). Marcher has strived desperately to exposes
Bartram'’s view of Marcher’s fate: “What do you regard as the very worst
that, at this time of day, can happen to me?” (p. 381).

When Marcher insists there should be no topic they cannot speak about,
Bartram says smilingly, “including each other?” and “some of them have
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"o

been unspoken” (p. 382). For Bartram, “the thing that I've never said” “would

"o

be the worst.” “Isn’t that what you sufficiently express,” she questions, “in
calling it the worst?” (p. 383). While Bartram emphasizes “what we're
speaking of, remember, is only my idea,” Marcher responds: “It's your
belief,” “that's enough for me. | feel your beliefs are right” (p. 384). He tries
to compel her to confess what “saves” her and what, she thinks, “can
happen to” him, that is, her "belief.”

At their last meeting, Bartram’s dedicated, seductive approach that
Sedgwick interprets as “the imaginative reach of her fostering his
homosexual potential as a route back to his truer perception of herself” is
described as follows:

It has become suddenly, from her movement and attitude, beautiful
and vivid to him ... they continued for some minutes silent, her face
shining at him, her contact imponderably pressing, and his stare all
kind, but all expectant. The end, none the less, was that what he had
expected failed to sound. Something else took place instead, which
seemed to consist at first in the mere closing of her eyes. She gave
way at the same time instant to a slow, fine shudder, and though he
remained staring. (James, 1964, p. 386)

In this way, Marcher expectantly observes that Bartram fascinates him by
drawing close to him with “her face shining at him,” and his eyes are so
"kind” that he contemplates and is disinterested in her “slow, fine shudder.”
By leaning close to him and showing her own shake, she leads him to
perceive not “his homosexual potential” but rather such his own dilemma
of “male homosexual panic” as her “slow, fine shudder.” When Marcher asks
her what had happened, Bartram answers “it has acted.” “I'm too glad,” she
adds, “to have been able to see what it's not” (p. 390). What Bartram
suggests by “not” is Marcher’s “male homosexual panic.” Since Bartram
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already received satisfaction from “male homosexual panic” when he
confronts it, she “is closing of her eyes” at the moment it occurs in him.
Bartram is fascinated by “men who are at crises of homosexual panic,” but
she cannot see the moment when his "homosexual panic” is externalized,
materialized through her own body. At the moment Marcher faces his own
"homosexual panic,” Bartram presents “a slow, fine shudder” to Marcher
without seeing it, in order to let him contemplate her “slow, fine shudder”
to perceive his “homosexual panic.” When Bartram engages in “a mapping
of male homosexual panic” of Marcher, his homosexual panic becomes
manifest through her “slow, fine shudder.” In this sense, “male homosexual
panic” is externalized by not male but female corporeality.

Finally, we should notice that Bartram'’s attitude to Marcher and her
feelings for him change with her seductive attitude. As Leo Bersani argues,
“we may guess that May Bartram is in love with Marcher” rom this passage
earlier in the paragraph about “the turn” on Bartram'’s birthday (p. 15):

Beneath her forms as well detachment had learned to sit, and
behavior had become for her, in the social sense, a false account of
herself. There was but one account of her that would have been true
all the while, and that she could give, directly, to nobody, least of all
to John Marcher. Her whole attitude was a virtual statement, but the
perception of that only seemed destined to take its place for him as
one of the many things necessarily crowded out of his conscious-
ness. (James, 1964, p. 368)

For Bartram, only “one account of her” is “true,” but she cannot
immediately display it to others, especially Marcher, who is the last to
comprehend Bartram'’s “virtual statement” from “her whole attitude.”
Bartram’s “whole attitude” is “too much” to fit “his consciousness.” The more
he apprehends her bearing from various perspectives, the more he forgets
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what he apprehended, so he can never understands “a virtual statement.”
Bartram is enthralled by Marcher and comes out of herself, and her “virtual
statement,” as Bersani suggests, is “about herself concerning Marcher, more
specifically her love for him” (p. 15).

After Bartram’s (heterosexual) seductive approach, however, Marcher
fails to comprehend the “virtual statement” from “[h]er whole attitude”
because she withholds some kind of knowledge about herself:

She had told him, his friend, not to guess; she had forbidden him, so
far as he might, to know, and she had even in a sort denied the
power in him to learn: which were so many things, precisely, to
deprive him of rest. (James, 1964, p. 395)

Bartram disallows Marcher to “guess” and "know” a feeling of “his friend”
Bartram herself. What about herself does she not allow him to “guess” and
“know"? Is it love or desire? And why do her proscription and negation hold
Marcher in suspense?

First, we recall that Bartram'’s love, according to James, is only “true” of
Bartram and is what “she could give, directly, to nobody, least of all to John
Marcher.” What about Bartram'’s desire as filtered through Sedgwick’s “own
eros and experience”? Sedgwick interprets Bartram'’s desire as desire for “a
particular relation to truth and authority.” Sedgwick seeks will-to-power/
knowledge, and that is “what she actually get [gets].” That is the desire
which she forbids him to understand. In the last scene, however, James
explains that Bartram had (merely) “loved him for himself,” although she
had really “loved him” and apparently had “forbidden” him to “know” her
desire. What matters is that, when compared with this passage in the last
scene, Sedgwick’s reading seems to incur a contradiction, and James
implies that Bartram in fact had had any desire: “who could say now with
what passion?” If Sedgwick reads Bartram’s desire through her “own eros
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and experience” and Bartram seeks “a particular relation to truth and
authority” even though she loves Marcher, then we should understand
Sedgwick's/Bartram’s reading as “the real truth” of Marcher — that is, her
love “for him for himself.” The radical aspect of Sedgwick’s account is its
movement from the political reading based on her “own eros and
experience” to the “true” reading.

James writes about that movement. For, as we have seen, Bartram
initially appears to love Marcher—unilaterally expresses a “particular emo-
tion.” Then when failing to seduce Marcher by virtue of his need to know
his destiny, she exercises her own power of suppression and negation. In
doing so, she inadvertently illuminates his fate via her bodily vibration. Her
“shudder” is “his doom” and is “the real truth” of him. As Sedgwick notes,
“May Bartram'’s fate, with the ‘slow fine shudder’ that climaxes her ultimate
appeal to Marcher, is herself to swallow this huge, bitter bolus with which
she can have no deep identification, and to die of it — what of, to her,
knowledge, not power” (p. 209). Bartram begins with coming out of herself
to enter Marcher's unconsciousness, and becomes to consume “male
homosexual panic.” In doing so, her desire for “truth and authority” is
vanished, and “the real truth” of him appears when her desire disappears
— her death. How does Bartram’s desire vanish? Why might one interpret
what she offers him not as a fiction orientating in her desire for “truth and
authority” but as “the real truth” of Marcher? The answer should be obvious.
Bartram’s desire vanishes only by being satisfied, and its satisfaction
determines and embodies “the truth” of Marcher. James describes
Bartram’s dead as the satisfaction of her desire for “truth,” and at the same
time, as “the real truth” of Marcher.

Sedgwick's theory is, then, neither a fiction arising from the female desire
for "truth” nor a revelation of “the truth” of male sexuality. Instead, it enacts
the transformation of female desire into “the truth” of man. That
transformation occurs when the female desire for “truth” is satisfied — that
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is, the condition of possibility of “authority” of the woman who is an agency
mapping “male homosexual panic.” Sedgwick is a “feminist” not only by
virtue of her criticism of “male homosexual panic” and its violence against
women but also because her theory is posited on the condition that female
desire is satisfied. We conclude, then, that Sedgwick, speaking through her
“own eros and experience,” implies that the “truth” of Marcher’s sexuality is
realized via Bartram's body, and at the same time, her desire for the “truth”
is satisfied to vanish. “"Male homosexual panic” is not substantiated through
the body of self-ignorant man but rather one of female desiring subject.
Because of her disregard of the historical, social conditions of female
experiences, therefore, Sedgwick inadvertently fails to historicize “male
homosexual panic,” which is determined, embodied by a female desiring
being.” In addition, no less important is the point that Bartram's desire
seems to be satisfied in exchange for her life. In this sense, as Biddy Martin
suggests, in Sedgwick’s theory, “the female appear to become its own trap,
and the operations of misogyny disappear from view” (p. 104). Bartram's
desire for “truth and authority” and its satisfaction are conditioned by her
death as well as her faire of seduction on Marcher, but at the same time,
condition the “truth” of his sexuality — “male homosexual panic” and its
violence on her.

Conclusion

This paper has reinterpreted Sedgwick's theory as the movement from a
female desire — her “own eros and experience’— to “the real truth” of male
sexuality. This reinterpretation is supported by James himself, who writes
that Bartram'’s love transforms into Marcher’s truth. In “The Beast in the
Jungle,” Bartram'’s love is transfigured into her love for him “for himself.” As
a result, we should not regard Sedgwick’s theory about "homosociality/
sexuality” as the mere disclosure of the “truth” of male sexuality, but as the
process in which female desire becomes its “real truth” through female
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bodily act and male disinterested gaze on it. In Sedgwick’s reading about
James's fiction, the gratification of female desire is the condition of “male
homosexual panic,” but the female agency must sacrifice her own body or
life in return for its gratification and “truth and authority.”

Author Note
This paper is an altered version of my thesis for master’'s degree of
Hitotsubashi University: “Reading a feminist writing about male sexuality:

”n

on Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick’s reading of “The Beast in the Jungle”.
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Footnotes

' Concerning this term, see Slavoj Zizek (1993).

> Rosemary Hennessy points out that “considering historical context is quite
different from historicizing” (p. 117). In Hennessy's definition, to historicize “male
homosexual panic” is to address it not only in relation to other discourses but also
in relation to the historical transformation of capitalism. For such a critical
standpoint as Hennessy's, “male homosexual panic” can be transformed along
with the development of mode of production. It is necessary, therefore, to
examine how the development of capitalism conditions “male homosexual
panic,” in order to challenge social homophobia which is considered as social
injustice interrelated with capitalism’s oppression and exploitation. In this sense,
it is not too much to say that Sedgwick mystifies or dismisses the social
economical factors that determine the historical feature of “male homosexual
panic.” In addition, for a discussion of the desire in the context of mode of

production, see in particular the chapter one of Kevin Floyd (2009).
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A Farang' Ethnographer: The Question of Ethnographic Identity in
Cleo Odzer’s Patpong Sisters®
Chutima PRAGATWUTISARN

What is clear now is that the West's fascination with the primitive has to do with
its own crises in identities, with its own need to clearly demarcate subject and
object even while flirting with other ways of experiencing the universe. Marianna

Torgovnick in Gone Primitive

Introduction

In June 1988, Cleo Odzer, a graduate student from the New School for
Social Research arrived in Thailand to do her dissertation research on Thai
prostitution in Patpong, a red-light district for farang (Western tourists) in
Bangkok. Odzer’s book Patpong Sisters: An American Woman'’s View of
Bangkok Sex World, was published in 1994 after the fieldwork and the
dissertation were completed. The book, as a record of Odzer's fiel[dwork
experience of Thailand between 1988-1990, combines personal
confession, romance, travel and adventure story with ethnography. The
mixing of genres allows Odzer to turn the lens on herself and to explore
autobiographically her confessional identity as ethnographer. In Patpong
Sisters, the life of researcher and her subjects are inextricably intertwined.
Odzer writes about the other culture but the world she is writing about is
also the one that shapes her own life. Therefore, embedded in Odzer’s
ethnography of her “Patpong Sisters” is an autobiographical narrative in
which she explores how her self-consciousness is developed through her
contact and engagement with the other.

ulu

In what follows | will reevaluate the self-reflexive “I" in Odzer's account.
My discussion draws upon work of many critics who raise questions about
ethnography as objective science. For example, what makes Edward Said

wonder about ethnographic discourse is “how someone, an authoritative,
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explorative, elegant, learned voice, speaks and analyzes, amasses evidence,

"3

theorizes, speculates about everything — except itself.”” From another per-

spective, Mary Louise Pratt offers her critique of ethnography, pointing out

u I "

how the discipline suppresses the experiencing ‘" of the ethnographer.
Pratt argues, “There are strong reasons why field ethnographers so often
lament that their ethnographic writings leave out or hopelessly impoverish
some of the most important knowledge they have achieved, including the
self-knowledge.” In The Predicament of Culture, James Clifford rejects the
myth about ethnography as pure science, claiming that the discipline
always depends on “intense intersubjective engagement” as a means for
producing knowledge.’ What these critics point out is that all knowledge is
situated even if it appears to be objective or disembodied. Ethnography is
no exception because it is always written under the shadow of the author
who produces its discourse. This means that there is always the narrative of
the self to be found in the ethnography of the other. The self-effacement
demanded by the discipline thus creates false categories such as the inside
and outside, the observer and the observed.

However, the focus on the self does not mean here that everything is
reduced to mere effect of the author’s consciousness. The mode of
exchange between the ethnographer and her subjects in Odzer’s narrative
is similar to the one found in the “contact zone,” the term Pratt uses to
designate “social spaces where discrete cultures meet, clash, and grapple
with each other, often in highly asymmetrical relations of dominance and

subordination.”

Pratt elaborates on her idea of contact relations, using the
term “transculturation” to describe the collaborative process in which all
knowledge is produced. Pratt argues, “While the imperial metropolis tends
to understand itself as determining the periphery ... it habitually blinds
itself to the ways in which the periphery determines the metropolis.”” The
idea of transculturation is crucial to my discussion of Patpong Sisters

because two things are going on at once in Odzer’s account of
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ethnographic practice: self-discovery through contact with the other and
the discovery of the other through the medium of the self.?

The reciprocal nature of the field encounter should not blind us to the
inequality of power existing in all contact relations. In her discussion of
contact zones, Pratt uses the term "anti-conquest” to designate the
“strategies of representation whereby European bourgeois subjects seek to
secure their innocence in the same moment as they assert European

hegemony.”

Hence, the exchange that takes place in the contact zones
does not necessarily dismantle the self-other polarity. It may result in the
unintended effect of reinforcing and extending racial and national
boundaries. My discussion of Odzer's narrative will focus on this
contradiction of contact relations, calling attention to complicity and
critique, violence and recognition, affiliation and difference as

characteristics of the contact zones.

Entering Patpong
Odzer begins her narrative with the scene of her first entry into Patpong.

"1% 5f conventional

In this scene, Odzer employs the “arrival trope
ethnographies to set the circumstances of her first meeting with Patpong
sex workers and the terms of her entry into Patpong. Since the scene sets
the stage for what follows, it is worth looking at in detail. Here is how Odzer

begins her narrative of Patpong:

At night, the streets of Patpong, a red-light district in Bangkok,
Thailand, teemed with Thai men attempting to hustle customers into
bars. As | turned the corner onto Patpong 2, one fell into step beside
me. My being a female did not discourage him. He noted only the
blond hair and blue eyes, which marked me a foreigner and
therefore a potential source of revenue.

“Want see Pussy Show? Pussy Smoke Cigarette. Pussy Open Bottle.
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Pussy Ping Pong Ball Show.”

“Mai ow (Don’t want),” | said without looking at him. | hoped
speaking Thai would impress him into not thinking of me, as a
tourist. Maybe he'd go away. He didn’t. He continued to walk with
me and held a plastic card in front of my face. In English, German,
and Japanese, it listed the sex shows performed in his bar. In case |
didn’t want to read, he cited for me aloud: “Pussy Write Letter. Snake
Show. Eggplant Show. Banana. You see already?”

“Du leeow (Have seen already),” | lied. | hadn’t seen a show yet. |
supposed I'd have to sooner or later. | aimed a half smile at the tout; I
d probably have to befriend all these characters too. They were part
of my research into Patpong prostitution ...."

Odzer uses the arrival trope to introduce herself in the narrative. The self-
portrait Odzer represents in the scene is that of a fieldworker — an em-
bodied creature in the “field.” While observing what is going on in Patpong,
Odzer finds that the drama she is looking at includes herself since a tout
recognizes her as one of the tourists. Odzer describes how the encounter
with the tout puts her in a dilemma. On the one hand, she wants to get rid
of the tout who follows her and does not let her alone. On the other hand,
Odzer realizes that she has to befriend the tout because he is part of the
research on Patpong. For Odzer, then, the arrival in Patpong does not
correspond with the moment of her self-recognition as anthropologist.
Instead what Odzer represents in the scene is the ambiguous subject
position in which she is situated at once as subject and object, observer
and observed.

Odzer offers the reader her social analysis of Patpong in order to show
how her contact with the tout is an aftermath of the contact between
Thailand and the outside world. According to Odzer, Patpong is a “tourist
strip” situated in downtown Bangkok. Odzer traces the development of
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Patpong in the tourist industry back to the Vietnamese War. “Polygamy and
prostitution have been privileges of Thai men but during the Vietnam War,
Thailand became proficient in serving its women to foreigners.”'” After the
Vietnam War, the country shifts its strategies to target foreign tourism. As
Odzer says,

During the year of my study, 1988, men poured into Thailand from
all parts of the world. Some ethnic groups had their own areas, so
the women were specialized in certain peoples. Those working with
the Arabs sections learned to speak Arabic. Others focused on
French or Japanese .... In Bangkok, the two main areas targeted
Westerners, Soi Cowboy and Patpong. Thais called Westerners
— Americans, Europeans, Australians, Israelis, etc. — farangs.”

In her social analysis of Patpong, Odzer complicates the meaning of the
“field” and her self-definition as anthropologist. Odzer reveals that the
Patpong she identifies as the research field is the same place historically
constructed as a tourist resort especially for Western men. Hence, Odzer
suggests here that her venture into Patpong is not an entry into an edenic
place, uncontaminated by the outside world, and that her contact with
Patpong is already part of the history of encounter between Thailand and
the Western world.

The Patpong Odzer represents in her narrative is thus a heterosexual
space, at once a research field, a tourist destination, and a farang male’s
paradise. Within this space, Odzer finds her role as an anthropologist
overlapping with those as a tourist and a Western female. In entering
Patpong, Odzer finds it necessary to negotiate among these multiple
positions. Odzer ends the arrival scene by returning to the dialogue
between herself and the tout. Dismayed at the tout's persistence, Odzer
relents, “Well, why not? | thought. I'd have to do this eventually. Why not
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take the first step?”'* By accepting the tout’s invitation, Odzer exploits the
role of tourist in order to begin her research on Patpong and to become an
anthropologist. Gender can be traced in her decision to accept the tout's
invitation. As Odzer continues, “Studying Patpong could also be a way to
retaliate against Western men. By becoming an expert on Patpong, I'd be
invading their territory. If | could know everything about prostitution on
Patpong, | could make it mine too.””®> Odzer brings her personal motive to
bear in her study of Patpong. For Odzer, her project on Patpong is not a
pure academic interest but has to do with her personal struggle as a
Western female.
“The East as Career”"®

Odzer begins her second chapter with a personal history in which she
looks back to explore how she got to the field and why she became an
anthropologist. The self-portrait Odzer offers to the reader in her personal
account is the image of the anthropologist as a radical young woman. | will
explore here Odzer's ethnographic self-representation by focusing on the
image of anthropologist as a radical woman and its function in her actual
engagement with Patpong women.

Growing up in the sixties, Odzer left home in New York to travel first to
Europe and then to Asia. Odzer relates her feeling of alienation from her
own culture to her background as a 1960 nonconformist. After her sojourn
in the Freak Community in India and her life almost “in ruin” by drugs,
Odzer returned home, seeking a “new philosophy and purpose.””” She
enrolled in a graduate school and majored in anthropology. Feeling
alienated from her culture, Odzer claims to find home in anthropology
where she learns about “foreign lifestyles.””® As she says, “Learning about
the development of my species, from caves to skyscrapers, drove me to do
the same for myself — from beach bum to computer whiz. Mastering
theories raptured my brains as well as any psychotropic drug I'd taken.
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Knowledge was on par with LSD.""”” Here, the “new philosophy” Odzer
discovers in anthropology matches the wisdom her sixties background
induces her to find in foreign cultures. To study anthropology is thus a way
Odzer addresses the state of dislocation and disorientation that come from
her experience of being radical young woman in her society.

Odzer's self-representation sets the scene for her presence in and
exploration of other worlds. Odzer says that after completing her course
work, she felt she “needed a mission” for her return to Asia. “Charged with
dedication,” she declares, ‘I decided to do something for the prostitutes in
Patpong.”” Odzer's interest in Patpong prostitutes reflects her personal
desire and her rebellion against authority. Odzer tells us a story of how the
National Research Council in Thailand, where she applies for permission to
study Patpong, rejects her research topic. According to Odzer, the
encounter with the authority propels her to investigate the working of
power and forges a link between herself and Patpong women. "My
concern,” she says, “lay with the women of Patpong, whom | felt were
unjustly condemned as abomination and disgrace to womanhood. From
my studies in preparation for the trip, | knew that Thailand considered
these women to be bad human beings. In reality they supported entire

families and even communities.””’

Although Odzer is doing her research on
Patpong prostitutes, her concern with the others has its source in her
personal experience and her construction of prostitution in Patpong as a
patriarchal problem is a reflection of her own struggle.

By accepting the tout's invitation, Odzer is introduced to Pong, a Patpong
bar girl at the Winner's. Odzer’s account of Pong reveals how her
ethnographic self-representation plays out in the actual engagement with
Patpong women. At a restaurant where Odzer takes Pong out for dinner,
Odzer begins to tell Pong her own life story in order to establish a rapport
with her subject. As Odzer explains, “l wanted her to trust me so she'd tell

me her life story [and] | thought that would ingratiate me as a fellow
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renegade.””” However, as Odzer notes, “Pong did not appear to be listening.
Her attention was focused across the room on a table of businessmen."”
Pong subverts Odzer's desire to enfranchise her subject into the struggle
for gender liberation and calls into question the authenticity of the mission
Odzer claims to have for Patpong prostitutes.

At the same time, Odzer is unable to trust Pong when Pong tells her
about her life story. A series of misfortunes Pong recites in her account
makes Odzer suspect that Pong is engaging in a hustle. As Odzer explains,
“Newspapers often reported the destitution found in rural Thailand, and
Patpong women were adept at using the well-known facts to stir
compassion and generosity in foreigners.””* Here Pong not only
undermines the ground of identification between women but also
challenges assumptions about the truthfulness and authenticity of
informants.” Odzer's encounter with Pong makes her wonder how she is
able to establish an identity for herself as a researcher interested in gaining
reliable information if her subject insists on treating her as tourist and lying
to her for money.

Odzer's narrative thus reveals a disparity between what she imagines
and what she discovers in the field. In contrast to what she envisions as a
long-term close relationship with Pong — her “first informant,” Odzer
discovers that her relationship with Pong is “expensive” and “untruthful,”
that she does not really find herself an informant, and that she does not
learn much about Patpong.”® Whatever concern Odzer may have about
women in Patpong; on the level of exchange, this becomes less in evidence
than deception and money-making. Despite her doubt about her subjects
and her project on Patpong, Odzer cannot withdraw from the relationship
she has already begun because she realizes that she will lack the
“gumption” of starting it again. She needs to pursue her project and finds a
"better way” to study Patpong.

After an unsuccessful attempt to find her informant, Odzer meets Tik, an
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ex-Patpong bar girl, through Seymour, Tik's husband. Odzer recalls that
from the start Tik tells her the Mafia story to scare her away from Patpong.
Tik also tells her other stories, including the one about her rich father who
happens to be a founder of a go-go bar in Patpong. Odzer does not believe
what Tik tells her as she recalls: “It sounded like a hustle to get me hire
her.”” However, after her failure with Pong, she decides that she needs help
from Tik and hires Tik as her assistant and translator. Although Odzer claims
to have a mission for Patpong prostitutes, she is conscious that the main
reason for being here is to get material for her dissertation. Odzer literally
pays Tik in order to get information and even imagines that she has made a
“good deal” with Tik for the amount of money she spends on the research.
In her account about Tik, Odzer comes to admit that her relationship with
Patpong women is very much one of mutual appropriation. Odzer realizes
that she is exploiting her subjects for her personal interests just as her
subjects are exploiting her for their own needs.

To begin her research, Odzer has to establish aground for her contact
with Patpong prostitutes. In her personal narrative, Odzer represents
herself as a radical woman who has a mission for women in Patpong.
However, what Odzer learns from the actual engagement with Patpong
women is that the ground on which she makes contact with her subjects is
very much a site of mutual negotiation. Odzer has no alternative but to
become part of the customer-prostitute relationship. Only when Odzer
capitulates to the world of economic exchange and consents to be duped
does she find the contact fruitful to her research.

Auto/ethnography?® of Patpong Prostitutes

Central to Odzer’s narrative of Patpong is her account of Patpong
prostitutes, the main subjects of study. Odzer constructs her narrative of
Patpong prostitutes, mixing her own life story with the life stories of her
subjects. The mixing of genres in the narrative is a means whereby Odzer
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examines the limits of the participant observation method by portraying
how ethnography is an inter-subjective, interactive process.

In her ethnography of Patpong prostitutes, Odzer is interested in the
impact of “tourist-oriented prostitution” on the status of the sex workers in
Thai society. Odzer explores the gender hierarchy in Thai society and links
the social attitude toward prostitution with the inferior status of Thai
women. She argues, “Because Thai adhered to the double standard of
sexuality where males had the right to sexual freedom but females had to
restrict themselves to one male, they considered prostitution an evil that
ruined women for life.””® Gender is not the only single important issue in
Odzer's discussion of Thai prostitution in Patpong. According to Odzer,
most of the bar girls in Patpong come from Northeast Thailand or Isan. In
her social analysis of Isan, Odzer claims that “Isan was geographically
related to Lao and the people of Isan called themselves Laos.”*° She
continues, “Because Isan was the poorest section of the country, its people
were typically uneducated, considered ‘unrefined,” and could be found in
the most menial jobs in Bangkok.”' By situating Patpong prostitutes in
their historical context, Odzer allows us to see other statuses such as those
of class and ethnicity that affect her subjects, most of whom are immigrant
workers from Isan.

In an attempt to trace the history of her subjects beyond their immediate
work setting, Odzer accompanies a number of Patpong prostitutes to their
homes in Isan. Her first trip to Isan is with Hoi, a Patpong bar girl. In her
account of Hoi, Odzer focuses on how working in Patpong affects Hoi's
status in the community. Odzer describes the scene of Hoi’s arrival in her
village, “Swiveling around, looking for faces to greet, Hoi seemed to grow
from being in her homeland. People on the side of the road waved ... . They
exchanged hellos excitedly.”* Since the villagers give Hoi a warm welcome
home, Odzer is surprised when Hoi lets her know that the house where
they will stay belong to someone else. As Hoi tells her, “No have home. |
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stay here before. Give woman 10 baht a day.”” The news of Hoi's arrival
draws a crowd of villagers who come to the house in order to look at Hoi.
Odzer compares these villagers to Hoi: “Next to them, Hoi looked like a
princess in clean modern slack and white sweatshirt that said ‘Los Angeles’
in pink and black letters.”** Odzer observes that Hoi seems to be out of
place but not entirely. At home, Hoi plays a role of dutiful daughter to her
father. Hoi is also aware that her neighbors dislike her for working in
Patpong and refuses to mention her work when asked by a curious
stranger in a village. Through her narrative of Hoi, Odzer stresses a
significant role of prostitution in the socio-economic context of Thai
society. Working in Patpong allows Hoi to improve the welfare of her family
and to enjoy superior status among her neighbors. However, life in
Patpong also subjects her to social condemnation of being a “bad woman”
in their community.

Odzer embeds in her narrative of Hoi her personal narrative in which she
parallels Hoi's journey to Isan with her journey to the same place. In her
personal narrative, Odzer tells the reader of the difficulties she experiences
in field research. Odzer wonders during the trip to Hoi's house, “what kind
of ordeal I'd let myself in for.”** When she finally arrives in the village, Odzer
finds herself in a strange environment. Odzer is unfamiliar with Isan
customs and finds it difficult to adjust. Most of the time, Odzer describes
how she has to overcome her anger, frustration, and annoyance provoked
by the interaction with her subjects. Odzer is shocked by Na, Hoi's sister,
who has no respect for her privacy and personal property. She is annoyed
that Hoi and her family take her for a tour but also invite the whole village
to go with them. Since it is an Isan custom that the richest, the oldest, and
the highest in rank pay for everyone, Odzer is frustrated when she is given
this honor during the tour. By inserting the story of her travel to Isan, Odzer
wants to emphasize that the fieldwork situation is fundamentally
confrontational and interactive. Emotions already find a way into the field
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and become part of intellectual activity.

Through her narrative, Odzer reveals how an insight about the self and
other could emerge from the inter-subjective experience of fieldwork. The
encounter with others makes Odzer realize that what she has taken for
granted as unquestionable truth is culturally specific. As she says, “In the
presence of people who did not say ‘Please’ and ‘May 1?' | realized how
conditioned | was to using them.”*® Not only could others be useful as a
source of our self-knowledge, self-understanding could also deepen our
understanding of the others. As Odzer reflects on her travel to Isan, she
realizes that her subjects too are travelers and must experience similar
difficulties in the process of cross-cultural exchange. Recalling the bathing
scene, Odzer tells us, “Thais were exceedingly modest. They never
undressed completely, even when alone. Becoming accustomed to nudity
was one of the extreme changes the working women of Patpong had to
undergo.”” Here, the experience of cultural displacement makes Odzer feel
sympathetic and affiliated with her subjects who are immigrant workers in
Patpong. As she says, “The more | came upon these clashes of culture, the
more | appreciated the colossal adaptations made by the women of
Patpong.”*®

Odzer stresses how her ambiguous position, at once inside and outside,
both friend and stranger, allows her to see and hear what is ordinarily
withheld from foreigners. Odzer juxtaposes the idea of Thailand as
“paradise” for farang men with her subjects’ view about tourism as a source
of economic opportunity. Odzer recalls what Sao, a bar girl in Pattaya —
another tourist resort, tells her: “In Pattaya can find farang husband easy,
can make 500 baht one day.”*® Odzer also challenges farang men'’s attitude
toward Thai bar girls as passive victims of poverty. She stresses her subjects’
ability to engage, manipulate, and challenge the social identities available
to them in a given context. Hoi, for example, confines to her that she is able
to fulfill her dream of being a lady and doing nothing all day by living with
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Alex, a farang male. Situated in both cultures, Odzer brings her subjects’
point of view into a dialogue with the point of view of those in the
dominant culture. Specifically, knowledge about Patpong prostitutes Odzer
obtains from the field is crucial to her revision of farang males’ sexist and
racist attitudes towards Thailand and Thai sex workers.

The liminal subject position Odzer occupies in her narrative also provides
her with a perspective to understand the contradictions she discovers in
her subjects. Odzer recalls that many Patpong prostitutes she encounters
express similar attitudes about their own men that they are “no good.”
Among those subjects Nok is the most articulate about this idea. Odzer
recalls what Nok tells her: “Patpong men no good. You stay away from Thai
man. | never go out with Thai man. Thai man no good.”* Nok’s statement
seems to reinforce farang men’s low opinion about Patpong men. However,
Odzer discovers that Nok's latest boyfriend is not only a Thai but also a
Patpong man. While farang men take the bar girls’ opinion about their men
as a simple fact, Odzer considers it to be evidence of her subjects’
ambivalence as a result of living between cultures. Odzer challenges a
farang man, ‘I know they resent attitudes the men have, but in the end the
men and women of Patpong have a lot in common. It's them against farang

"' Odzer maintains that the encounter with foreign

and farang culture.
culture not only destroys some aspects of tradition but also strengthens
other elements of Thai culture. This insight she gains from her straddling
between two worlds allows her to expose the self-centeredness and
Eurocentrism of farang men.

In her narrative of Patpong prostitutes, Odzer reveals how her experience
of transnational border crossing decenters the universal self-knowing
anthropological subject and brings about the better understanding of the
subjects she is studying. By situating herself in the liminal position, at once
inside and outside, both subject and object, Odzer manages to render a

complex image of both herself and her subjects.
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Romance of Patpong

Embedded within the ethnography of Patpong prostitutes is the
autobiographical romance of cross-cultural love. Odzer tells the story of her
romance with Jek, a young tout for massage parlors, as a relief from the
exploitative relations she has experienced with farang men and Patpong
prostitutes. In the romance, Odzer allows us to see not only the possibilities
but also the limits of cross-cultural love as a form of human understanding
and recognition.

Odzer begins her account of Jek with the scene of their first encounter in
Patpong. In the scene, Odzer is puzzled by Jek's question to her, “Do you
want a man?"* Odzer wonders, “Was he offering himself for sale? Or was he
offering to sell me to someone?"* Odzer does not know exactly if Jek views
her as a customer pursuing sex service or an object of sexual desire for
native men. She explains, while farang men thought all Thai women were
up for sale, Thai men thought all farang women gave it away free to
anyone.”** Odzer's response to Jek is equally ambiguous. She considers Jek
as another “contact” in Patpong but finds herself attracted to Jek’s "baby
face” and the “glimmer of humor” in his eyes. After leaving Jek, Odzer
imagines buying herself “a little cutie for an hour of sex to get an angle
from the other side of prostitution, the customer’s side.”*® The scene of
encounter introduces desire in the narrative. What Odzer reveals through
the scene is that the anthropological subject is also a sexual being who is
at once seducing and seduced, potent and vulnerable. This ambiguity of
sexual identity, as | will show, continues to inform Odzer's relationship with
Jek throughout the narrative.

In the narrative, Odzer represents Jek as a forbidden object of desire.
Odzer is looking for Jek whenever she walks past Patpong 3 where Jek is
working. She loves to talk to Jek and flirts with him; however, she finds Jek
“too dangerously good-looking to play around with."*® Odzer is fully
conscious that Jek is one of her informants and that her desire for him
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threatens to dissolve the distance she has to maintain between herself and
her subjects. In other words, as an anthropologist, Odzer “could love but
not desire the ‘objects’ of [her] attention.”” Jek is forbidden not simply
because he is an informant. Odzer finds out from someone else that Jek
already has a wife and a child but never mentions them to her. Odzer thus
reminds herself that Jek is one of the typical Thai men she should avoid.
“Thai men,” says Odzer, “often acted single despite the major and minor
wives they already had .... In the future, I'd have to be wary of Thai men.
Including Jek.”*® Here, Odzer associates the encounter with Jek with the
danger of transgressing social and racial boundaries in the sexual realm.

However, intimacy with Jek is what Odzer desires. Odzer shows her
interest in Jek's poor background and vocation. She finds out that Jek was
born in a slum in Bangkok and works in Patpong to support himself and his
family. Odzer notes how farang men look down upon Jek because he is a
pimp and Patpong man. Odzer, however, distinguishes herself from other
foreigners. Unlike them, Odzer maintains that ‘I never condemned Jek for
fleecing tourists and often praised his resourcefulness.”*® She even claims
that her intimacy with Jek also changes her perception about Patpong
men: “l found myself considering them differently than | did before my time
with Jek. Now they were more like people that research subjects. | saw
them as male humans rather than foreign Thai beings.””® Odzer projects her
intimacy with Jek as a powerful force that disrupts and subverts all social
and racial prejudices she might have about others.

In Imperial Eyes, Mary Louise Pratt explores the motives behind what
appears to be an innocent loving relationship between a Western man and
a native woman in the sentimental travel writing. According to Pratt, sex
and slavery are two great themes of this mode of writing which draws
upon traditions of survival narrative. Pratt argues that in such colonial love
stories, the challenge to colonial hierarchies posed by romance is in fact a
re-vision of colonial relations in a different form. Although the context of
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Pratt’s analysis is colonial encounter, | find Pratt’s perceptive reading of the
romantic love affairs in travel writing useful to my discussion of the
romantic love affair in Odzer's narrative. | will argue that Odzer's romance
with Jek should be seen in the context of her fieldwork experience in
Patpong and her needs for survival within the alien environment. Thus,
embedded in Odzer’s narrative of desire is another story about violence
where the Western subject seeks to re-inscribe and maintain its hegemony
in intimate relations with the Other.

Although Odzer is sexually attracted to Jek from the beginning, there are
some other reasons that draw her toward Jek. According to Odzer, her
conversation with Jek is a relief from daily experience in the research field
where she encounters conmen, prostitutes, farang men, and touts. Odzer
describes how she has been wary of deception and exploitation and seeks
in Jek a non-threatening relationship. As she says of Jek, “He was the bright
spot of Patpong for me, a friendly island in the sea of crocodiles.”' Here
Odzer singles out Jek and views him differently than other informants. She
seeks intimacy with Jek for her emotional needs and survival. By imagining
having a friend, someone she can trust in Patpong, Odzer thus finds a way
to alleviate her anxiety and fear resulting from her experience of
displacement in Patpong. There is also a link between Odzer's longing for
intimacy with Jek and her need to overcome the guilt of the past. For
example, seeing Jek dancing and singing for her, Odzer recalls a "horrible
image” of Jek as one of the Patpong go-go boys.”” The revelation is
immediately followed by the sentimental language through which Odzer
expresses her empathy with Jek, thereby disengaging herself from arrogant
farang customers. However, there is irony about this identification with the
Other since in its innocence lies a “horrible image” of racial exploitation
Odzer recognizes that she is in part responsible for as a member of Western
society.

The significance of Jek in the narrative is further illustrated by Odzer's
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motive in using Jek as a source of negotiating various forms of
subjectivities: a lover, a researcher, and a farang woman. Odzer considers
her affair with Jek as a means to know about the Other, therefore exploiting
her desire for Jek for doing the research. As she speaks of Jek, ‘I wanted to
be with him. | hadn’t seen him in two days and | desperately missed his
face. Well, why not? Why not have a fling? What better way to be part of the
Patpong scene?”** Jek is made to embody Patpong. By having an affair with
Jek, Odzer could imagine herself to be initiated into the other world. The
way Odzer represents Jek, linking erotic desire with colonial desire,
responds to her need to maintain the status quo even while she has
crossed the line between anthropologist and informant. Also, Odzer
exploits her relationship with Jek, a Thai and Patpong man, to flaunt her
sexuality to farang men. When Dudley mentions to her about Sow, a “doll”
he meets in Pattaya, Odzer lets him know about Jek, “My Patpong cutie.”*
Here, the significance of Jek is rooted in Odzer's desire to construct her self-
image as a “radical chic” in relations to farang men. Implicit in Odzer’s
desire for Jek is the idea that racial difference is taken to be a source of
difference in sexual practices that liberate a Western female subject from
Western patriarchal norms.

Although Odzer finds that there are many advantages in her relationship
with Jek, she also points out through her experience with Jek the dangers
of being too close to her subjects. Among the dangers Odzer points out is
the one derived from having a pimp as a lover. Odzer highlights the conflict
between fear and desire she constantly experiences in her relations with
Jek. Odzer takes Jek home for sex, worrying all the time that he might steal
from her. Odzer also finds it difficult to maintain trust and intimacy with
Jek, whose vocation is fleecing farangs. She is suspicious of Jek's motives
and does not know if Jek really loves her or is with her only for money.
Odzer says, ‘I remembered Chai and Hoi asked if | gave [Jek] money and

n55

felt a flash of worry that maybe | was being used.”” Odzer’s narrative
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exposes the irony of her claim to be “part of Patpong scene.” Instead of
finding herself at home with Jek, Odzer reveals how her relationship with
Jek is a source of constant fear and anxiety.

Odzer's multiple personalities make it easy for her to be emotionally
involved and confused in her relationship with Jek. On the one hand, Odzer
describes how she is dependent on Jek’s approval and how she is worried
about breaking the Thai taboo about the man-woman relationship. On the
other hand, Odzer details her uneasiness about the way Jek treats her as a
Thai woman because she is not a real native. Without a firm ground, Odzer
discovers that she is at risk of internalizing Jek's ideas and losing the
detached perspective necessary for recognizing some outstanding features
of the foreign culture. Odzer complains to a farang man how her concern
and fear about Jek subsume her every thought and action and diminish
her fieldwork effectiveness. “The research,” says Odzer, “has taken me too
close to destitution and deprivation. Especially my boyfriend. I'm living his
poverty and his cultural dilemmas. My stomach is always a knot.”*® Odzer
uses hunger as a metaphor to describe her experience of emotional and
social deprivation of her own culture as a result of her being too much
involved in the foreign culture.

Odzer’s story of romance ends with her separation from Jek. As she
explains, “Jek has sapped my ego strength to the point of making me
oversensitive to personal assaults, | had to end it, and to do that | had to
prevent myself from seeing his face and leaving his pitiful stories.”” Here,
Odzer evokes the “pattern of loving and leaving” — the term Pratt uses in
her discussion of cross-cultural love stories. However, it is not the context
of colonialism but the reality of fieldwork — the exchange between anth-
ropologist and informant, and its consequences — that reminds Odzer of

the difficulties of “cultural harmony through romance.”®
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Leaving Patpong

Odzer employs the trope of travel narrative to describe her relocation to
Ko Samet or Samet Island, a tourist resort near Bangkok. In Odzer's
narrative, the trope operates in two ways: literally and epistemologically.
Odzer physically leaves Patpong for Samet. But her leaving also brings
about the revival of the “farang self” from which she has been estranged
during the field research in Patpong. In this section, | will examine Odzer's
representation of the farang self and its role in the ethnographic research.

Odzer knows about Samet from Western women she meets on Kao San
Road, a farang residential area where she briefly stays to hide away from
Jek. Odzer is interested in Samet because she thinks that the island may be
a "better hideout” and a location where she could continue her research.
Describing the scene she witnesses after her arrival on Samet, Odzer says,

The beach was sparsely populated by sunbathers. How refreshing to
see that many of them were Western women. Though they seemed
mammoth next to the tiny Thai women | was accustomed to, they
looked as luscious as ripe tomatoes, their tanned skins glistening
with coconut oil. Compared to Thai women'’s bony angles, the female
flesh before me seemed barely able to contain its healthy plum
potency .... Maybe this place —without go-go bars or prostitutes—
was the right spot for me after all. Maybe | needed to be around
Western women. They look alien to me. Was | that out of touch with
myself 2°°

After her immersion in Patpong, Odzer thus finds the presence of farang
women on Samet a welcoming sight. Although Odzer parodies these
farang women, calling them “mammoth” in comparison to Thai women;
she feels the need to connect with women of her own culture. The
sensuous imagery Odzer uses to describe farang bodies suggests her
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craving for the familiar world of whiteness she has been alienated from.
The significance of Samet in the restoration of the farang self is manifest
in the way Odzer describes the island as a playground for farang
vacationers. On Samet, Odzer indulges herself with wind-surfing, massages,
videos and exotic food. Odzer considers these things a “farang legacy”
because they exist only for farangs. Odzer describe how living on Samet
and engaging herself in tourist activities bring her back to her “farang
senses”: “On Samet, | didn't have to concern myself with poverty and
hunger or women's rights. Ko Samet parted me from these inequalities of
life. | no longer suffered their injustices because the island reminded me |

was on the side that had it all.”®

According to Odzer, Samet safeguards her
from all concern about third world suffering, thereby allowing her to put
the West at the center of her reflection. Another attraction Odzer discovers
as a sign of farang’s privileges is Ko Samet boys, whom she places among
resources for Farang consumption. One of Ko Samet boys Odzer attracts is
Toom. Odzer distinguishes Toom from Jek insisting on seeing Toom as
nothing but one of the Ko Samet boys whose service for farangs is seen as
natural. Hence, what Odzer finds in her relationship with Toom is a
vindication of her right as a farang woman. “Since my research dealt with
Western men who paraded their Thai girlfriends as prizes of real way to

"1 Odzer makes it

treat a man — being with Toom afforded me revenge.
clear that she is not emotionally attracted to Toom as she was to Jek,
knowing that “[w] hen it came right down to it, | didn't have much in

common with these Thai cuties after all.”®

Through her account of Toom,
Odzer therefore rewrites the story of cross-cultural love between herself
and Jek and reclaims herself as an independent Western woman.
According to Odzer, the journey to Samet brings her not only self-
revelation but also revelation about her work. On Samet, Odzer discovers
that she has more than enough material and should begin her work of

writing her dissertation. In her thesis, Odzer illustrates how the farang self
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she restores on Samet informs the self in writing the dissertation. She links
the story of Patpong prostitutes with “the world struggle for women'’s
rights, especially the right to promiscuous sex.”®® Odzer challenges the
patriarchal idea of prostitution as a male privilege and constructs Patpong
women as “the front legs of the elephant’— the pioneers in gender libera-
tion in their society.®® How Odzer uses Thai prostitution to advance the
Western concept of sexual liberation is clear in her simplistic view of
prostitution in Thailand. Thai prostitutes are acclaimed for the control of
their own sexuality. In her analysis of Patpong women as pioneers of
female liberation, Odzer denies the complexity of Thai prostitution. Her
reading of Third world women is informed by Western liberal feminism that
privileges gender as a dominant category. However, Odzer is aware that
Patpong women may not agree with her. “Looking at prostitution as
providing the women with independence and power was looking at
something Thais didn’t see or didn't value.”®® Thus, Odzer says, “[W] hile
Patpong prostitution offered benefits to the women, it may have benefited
me more than them ..."*® Odzer comes to acknowledge that her desire to
save Patpong prostitutes has more to do with her desire to save herself and
her culture.

Odzer also employs the farang self to construct herself the role of
anthropologist as a tourist, the image she previously struggles to deny but
now wholeheartedly embraces. Recalling her visit to a bar whose patrons
are gay foreign men, Odzer tells us:

Suddenly | loved Adam and Eve — luxurious and comfortable, with
so many perfect men dancing in front of me. | felt right at home,
even though | was female. Because | was a farang female, these
places were open to me. With the history of the women’s movement
and the history of my rich country behind me, these delights were as
much mine as any other tourist’s ... %
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Odzer represents herself as an anthropologist who studies sex tourism and
at the same time participates in it herself. By the end of her narrative, Odzer
says that it is not her subjects — Patpong sex workers, but those “oriental”
men she has an affair with, that she is thinking of. Odzer concludes her
narrative with a story of her affair with a tour guide during a trip in
Northern Thailand, claiming “Thailand was a paradise for Western women
too.”®® However, the farang self Odzer claims is obviously the male
bourgeois consciousness. Back in Patpong where she meets with farang
men, Odzer realizes her assertion of the farang self is ignored and
challenged by others. Near the end of the book, Odzer returns to Patpong
and comes across an old friend of hers. The man tells Odzer when he knows
about her research topic: “ I'll take you around Patpong. | know all about
it."® Although Odzer protests that she too knows about Patpong, the man
ignores her, saying “l can tell you stories about Patpong you wouldn't
believe.”° Odzer is weary of other farang men she encounters who treat
her in a similar way and remind her that sexual freedom is a male privilege.
She criticizes farang men for their fantasy and self-absorption and, in so
doing, she is unintentionally engaged in a self-critique of the farang self
she also shares with farang men.

Odzer tells us not only the story of her departure from Patpong but also
the story of her subjects’ denial and rejection of her. When Odzer returns
from Samet to Patpong, she notes changes in her subjects. Odzer says that
Nok no longer treats her as friend when she meets her again. In another
visit, Odzer observes that Nok does not want to see her and even considers
her a nuisance. “At this meeting,” Odzer says, ‘| became exasperated as well
as hurt by Nok's attitude, which | interpreted as a personal rejection. Since
she seemed so distressed by my presence, | didn't arrange to see her

"1 Odzer finds out that she also loses contact with other informants

again.
such as Pong and Hoi who have left Patpong. However, what seems to

upset her most is her discovery about Jek. The day before she leaves
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Thailand, Odzer decides to see Jek at his corner in Patpong. Odzer finds out
that Jek not only treats her in a formal way but she also changes his name
into “Jeff’, does not seem to suffer from poverty and is proud of being a
pimp. She recalls what Jek tells her, “It sounded wrong. It disturbed my
sense of balance.””” Odzer realizes that the old image of Jek she has known
disappears. If the farang self is predicated on the fixity of the other in
transparent space, the reality of the field characterized by fluidity and
unpredictability, reminds Odzer of the illusion of the farang self as a
powerful, knowing subject.

The encounter with the foreign others forces upon Odzer the need to
return to her own culture and to claim the whiteness that allows her to
survive the cultural dislocation. The farang self Odzer revives during her
journey to Samet is a stronghold she clings to against the drift and
confusion she experiences in the contact with the others. However, Odzer
also reveals her ambivalence toward the farang self. Through her narrative,
Odzer reveals that although the farang self is a need, the self in question is
but a fiction, untenable, indefensible, and vulnerable to challenge.

Conclusion

In Patpong Sisters, Odzer calls into question the whole tradition of
ethnographic search for knowledge about others. By retelling her fieldwork
experience in an autobiographical narrative, Odzer foregrounds the self of
the ethnographer previously excluded from the traditional ethnography.
Throughout her narrative, Odzer shows us how the self is exploited in the
ethnographic search for knowledge. From the beginning, Odzer represents
herself as a radical woman in order to claim the authority to study Patpong.
Then, Odzer disguises herself, playing a role of a Western customer or a
Western tourist in order to gain an access to Patpong, one of the major
tourist attractions in Thailand. Finally, to gain trust and confidence from her
informants, Odzer insists on seeing her relationship with Patpong sex
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workers as “sisters.” By negotiating these various subject positions for her
research on Patpong, Odzer renders a complex image of Patpong as a
contact zone and her ambiguous role of an anthropologist as tourist.
Knowledge about Patpong women produced in this contact zone is never
objective or pure but is always already shaped by the unequal relationship
between the researcher and the researched.

The narrative portrays Odzer moving in and out of Patpong, at once
identifying with and differentiating from Patpong women as she struggles
to deconstruct and reconstruct her Western female identity. Consequently,
the sisterhood Odzer claims to share with Patpong sex workers is the
notion fraught with conflicts and contradictions. Though sisterhood is
formed by shared experience of women, Odzer discovers that in order to
do her research on Patpong, she has no alternative but to become part of
the customer-prostitute relationship, the one characterized by violence
and mutual exploitation. Writing an ethnography about Patpong and
Patpong women is a way in which Odzer reclaims her farang self and her
authority as an ethnographer. Odzer formulates her thesis on Thai
prostitution in Patpong on Samet Island — a Western female utopia sepa-
rated from the contact zone in Patpong where we witness the conflicts of
interests between the ethnographer and her subjects of research. Odzer’s
book ends with her defense of prostitution, illustrating the imposition of
the Western conception of sexual liberation on Thai culture and sexuality.
When prostitution is taken as an avenue for the liberation of female
sexuality, all other important factors including economic and social
exploitation are ignored. By appropriating the meaning of the Third world
to the Western context of sexual liberation, Odzer wipes out the complexity
of Thai prostitution and manages to claim the global sisterhood with
Patpong women.”
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New School for Social Research in New York and her book Patpong Sisters (1994) is
based on her fieldwork in Patpong — a red light district in Bangkok, Thailand.
Odzer's book Patpong Sisters appears in a number of book reviews, though the
book itself has been ignored by scholars, both Thais and foreigners, due to its lack
of academic values. In my analysis of Patpong Sisters, | read Odzer’s book as an
autoethnography — a form of self-reflexive narrative combing the author’s life
with the lives of those women she studies. The use of personal narrative as a locus
of anthropological reflections makes Patpong Sisters an interesting account of
ethnographic experience as the author narrates those untold stories she is not
allowed to include in her dissertation.
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Z L THRENEISEDESZLVSDIE. AIZIE TEREEEHRBT ST &
IZHBT BN T —DEREZ T TAIRRBIEND K S, F—BETHS
FHRICHMAETT CEDRAMITH LT, TEBLDIEZZTHHLEWT &
TldE<. ZOHRHICHESBETASIEZF. EHICTDHMELET 5T &I
DWTRBICOUSHINTWVWAS T ETIEEWEASD] EWSTETHAD (KH
i, 2006, p. 149) .°

Thabhb, 7 UL (T UR) ITHREZDE LNEWNEWD DB THET
ERBTBHDTIEEL, ELA ATV [THEEWTIURET)RELT
BRI HEWVNDITETHD, TLTENEERIC, 7UREWVWSHEELICAIE
TNFEDTHY . D7 VRAEVWSTFEBERINEESEDE LTHIILE
HEDTIEHENEWND T EITH LT, ZOEKRTHIZRE T 5T EHKOHEN
BDTH 5,

4 BbYIc

Sl TRBEOED 7R KV 6mD7VAEBTBVWAELYDOPY &V
IR LA, 5SIBEMDT &I, 7UREFZOLDICHEE Lz bz
Ll BEWT & "queer’ EXRIFT S (Carroll, 1971, p. 41), £ LT6mD7’
JUANT >V Z—Z 7 RICRaBIHANTZEE TTTHEWHEHEFE (Curiouser
and curiouser!)) | &5 DEBEKIT (Carroll, 1971, p. 16). 195D 77 1) X
ET7 VA=V FICKWVIAATZEE TT L HFYEHER (Curiouser and



180

curiouser!) | £[ICd % (18:50),

TATAY R INVT )L TT 17 &L DEBICDWVT, FREITH LT
WIRERICH DT LICK > TEMER D, ERKE. EfIE. XENEEDE
RODBEDELHEATE. EELETAT —'Caiéj &% (Halperin,
1995/1997, p. 92), "queer’ & "curious" E L ZICA LEDE L TEABNET
IF7EW0HL LA L. "curious” EWDEBE HTe. TIERAL O SIETNE
AEIETECHAHAI L xEHDE. MEBEOBICHAHEDILEMNRZ T %,

TUANBREBICODWCEBETERWC EE, —BLIEAETHRWVWT &
T KORUBEA W T H2O0. EEZHEIT A ELYVEBRRICT VA =5
FlichiTs I8R5 BRELTHOIELIEBIFRA S, LKL, 7URDER
BEICDOWTHRICIHRBETEY . "Not Hardly’ H* 5 "Almost’ \f5179 5 &
& REBICIE. 7A=Y FICFFBDOFY R T LTIEEL. GTLA ”BERE
EEZLZDRELIEBDBHEAD/N N5 —HGIEBRN\EEG 5,

KB TIERDGEL e WG] 70 2—72 FRICBWTH. KDL
FOBHARENWT ELNELPIRENS (32:155), FTle. HROLZED THEEE
EVELTWERED DELE EPEFAELRESHI) [HFTERM
T8, BEICEDNET2EEE2 L. ZLTRDEZELNSHDLZEDANEE
RABEIC, ZNBIEN (&) NB (7410), TNSHEETHLIE. TFY
Bl HROTEELTERBICRITANHENLSGEDE LT, BEHERICK
FOWTEEMIBDOTSNTWVWEENWDTETHS, VT b VUK
Dol TEMNEER] &0 7 DEGE%s C5H (Shildrick, 2002) .
EOXRAPEREAFITAELIYD, BRICREHE T 72V —E LTHEMET
TAH VD TEE] 1T L TRER. RIFTANONAEK DGV « 72X ATH
AHOIC LT, BPE. 8FH TER [cKkEVWTLIF. (TER] LIF0AL)
SETAELVICHNTRYIREGRA DY . [FEFR 7&?%‘575\3'4297“ &)
ThHHDE, —BLIZEC®. £ZNUODWTHREICHIETESEWNS T4
B ZIEL, TEE] EEZASNSEDIEEIC TEE] BHBRI S &IC
KO THRILL TS (Butler, 1991/1993), 7 A —2 > REWSHI EDHR
D N NE THFPE] ZBNWPEHZET, bleLiebid MERBI O 4]
) OHICBREZRICLT. 20 IFPE] 22T 50 LHELZNTEL
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BRIFANEN [FWE) HZITEIFEETT BDT

BKBFIIREODARICEVNVTRELEND Y« 7 EBEZ. MERG 15
FOTYEL NI, T LT TEWNEEE] 2R T 2RFRADEL
BL] THBHEHRND (BK, 2013, p.219), TS LIEEKDERICH LT,
7 ADFPARCIBEEERD T >V EZ—Z Y FOFWHEEHDE LTHBDITS
n. BEE LOHEENS—AH T RiFZTNbbofc LI BDSENDEREARR]
BEMEIERICELRDLDTHEHEND T LIF. TH L IEREERVET
TENEBLEDTIFEWIEA DD
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Footnotes
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~

Zanuck, Richard D, Joe Roth, Suzanne Todd & Jennifer Todd. (Producer)., Tim
Burton. (Director)., & Linda Woolverton. (Writer). 2011).I7 X A>T

B—=Z2 Rl BER: DA Ik s Ta XAZ—+ Iv /R E4 = (Original work
producted 2010). Alice in Wonderland. U.S.: Walt Disney Pictures. [DVD of motion
picture].

ARETIE 27F27L06 MIABR) [HEHN. IvN\TU4yF—2/T7 X%
(TR EREL. ZNLAD, 72 HA—F2 FANKRWNIAATET ) &, (FIEDIF
) 7TURERET B

DVD B BBEDINZ DB AR T o

FERIEZDVDICHIF 5 BFREFREBEESE ICLIEH. TNTHRTH S,

“Not Hardly" & "hardly” & Bk ZRE C< I 50 A TTDZERE LWL OERIC
£oT. BICEENGEREZL DRI TR GLAZTIUIBEEDELBRENT
WD EIFFRDEWNTEA DD,

BT BRE [Let's Love B ICHBIFHFHBANTF v > D, YOILLS Bz
felEF U >DE 57 EWSHUNFICHT 5. ThEER L DDEKICERT 5L
SHZEDFIRY DNHZEBEL T, TBEDRAELRREDFEDEEDAIREMEZ .
ETEOEES] TEICOWTHRLETWS (AKX, 2006),
FrsBHamIcBRBINZEDE LTD gender" EXfEETEHDE LT,
FARIFHRNDEEIC [RBEDOEDT ) X #51BT 5, AeldZhicEInsi
LEDTEH S,
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The Possibility of Failing to Live Up to Expectations
—Reading Alice in Wonderland through Judith Butler’'s Theory of Subjectivity
Mai IGARASHI

Using Judith Butler's theory of subjectivity, this paper discusses views of
the variation in Alice as a subject. This variation is an attempt to blur both
the boundary and the relationship between an incoherent body in a
“curious” world and our bodies as we exist in the real world.

The film “Alice in Wonderland” takes place 13 years later than the
children’s novel Alice in Wonderland and Through the Looking-Glass.
Underland is still regarded as a “curious” world (when Alice was young,
she misheard “Wonderland” as “Underland,” so she calls it Underland in the
movie). Alice’s arrival in Underland was anticipated; the Savior Alice was
foreseen as a girl who would defeat the evil and bring peace to the
Underland. Thus, Alice, who is lost there, is asked if she is the “Alice.”
Despite her initial firm denial, residents there are intent upon calling her
“Alice.” Ultimately, she defeats evil, which conforms to the prophesied
image of "Alice.”

In the film, the repeated question “who are you?” and the difficulty of
answering that question adequately, as well as describing the body with
phrases such as “not hardly” and “almost” appear “curious” to the viewer.
However, if one analyzes using different perspectives, including Butler’s
theory of performativity, it becomes clear that that “curiousness” relates to
our bodies in the real world, rather than merely the world of the fantastic.

Keywords:
Judith Butler, subjectivity, incommensurability, curiousness-queerness,
incoherent subject
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=3I« EXAFMJ—DH5ERTZAFDERNZE &
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1 ZLCsIC

AglE. DO TORARDIERMLE FICHITZIAARERE LW Sex
slave (G #llcDWT. BREMEESZEET. 8 C. ZLTHEXTOD
ERR R, BEEY). QUEEREIDEE T, OB LA > 2 1 —% 6T
feo 7T TRZRIR) feBDA—ZI - EA M) —DEEEFTH B,

BUARPER#SE. FPIRFE. EHOKXEBRELERN OB THTENT
ERWMEAND D, FIEZIFNIE 1997F 48298, BEHBEESH] X
SUREEDIT. BRHERTLELZIEE TS HLOVERHEBREZ D SHR] DX
VIN—=D—AIE. TRZR] OFESICOWT., TRZRE04—Z)b - EX b
—IE T8, TNZERBRONTAOAQIKGE > TEELERT 2] E5WL
ot B, TRARBAITEEE T HEICETENRHOFHIED. BlET
DEICHZIOREMNES . CIFEE (ELHARLAFIARICETI D 25D
FRIENIZEREITOFR) ORERAMEENES TWNE - & TLTHIC
Mgt (EEESBEBEERGES) OFYaFib- 722X NSITHEK
TNhic. BEREDNSNDOAARALZEESREH. COLBITEI< > EWN
%] ERDHDIFBDIE DT,

[CORBIIEFTTEWVND] Llg. TORIZBD4827 B, LA EH
FRFEIEEICH VT, Tt TR%Rm) 3%&. 7t ZFESH S LTELR
AR f RTHRERTIBICEF SN, HB13mMHL S 18mE>Tc474
DFF10%H . BARBATICH L. ATUHITE S B - AEAEEOREIN & L
TERBEAFAHY (B BLEY) OB/1BHR A TFEINnlzfzo.
ZOFEEED. REEH. 2EHLSRIF DT THEY . HHDBEERIT. K
ZLTHLNMNTTW D BT,

Bixdc. TOREEHAE1FHRIE. RZE) Y 1M EOR T, HE—
[—ERRsER] ZRS B & ST BHETH Y. BEROEAIE. (1993 FORFAME
BEBHE U, BEIDAERINETH>ICEND DS T, ZDIES
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BaRET TRESICHEEZSA L L. WEEIE. BRERE S ICREE
EXIOBEITNEESEVN] EVWDSBDRTcDTH S,

2 BED MERMEREBMADSRULEE 25T 3HAME

AFNEEEETHES (19935, BABRIEAEY B (R2R) 16
ADA—S)L - LA —%, 7A26BH530AETH5AM. 1 ABIEY 2.
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TEHEBA 4B, [HEFIF LBEOELROERCLYRBESNLEDTHY.
(B8) WD BRERZEBE LT, DHICHLANEEBDENETATO
FRITH L. DO EERVERADSRBERL HF3) CEBLIATE
B. BADYETHD, COEND0ELNBE ., [RER) BEEZ 0N
BEHIC, BlcT 1. 2EL LSS0, ABEREC LSEBEAUA. E
AL AlE £ BHEI DB & 5> T B,

ZOE 1WA, 201365813 8. BAMFOLRENRSE - ARHEOET
BECH. 8 - RRBAITRESHN LEBD. [HEORURS R ThEHRT
THS> TV BETICHRRAERAER] ORETHS (2013458 148
AR, FOEBO6H2A, KA L EEYEEERREFTESR
DEL. EEEMEIIEEAN HBRRRERLDS LS HEHEELICDS
BESRHTND) CEE (20134683 [HAHRE. TN L&Y
. TR EBL0ESIE) ENHENER OO TIEE . BREICH
ST LEBEEOTBLOTHEN & TAERREBEAE LS (201346
B198 FAR%E)).

52313 20134 12 BRO RIS S BEEMTSE, B TTBIXBAEED
FELThBE. MENA RERAIC NEHREREEET BIcE-T
(2014528220). FB%EEDET & 2T 2BEDNTEREEE. 15
AORE (BER) HHE OAERERREEDEEERD. RIE—>F) L5
B, MBL (RRR MEAEUOTT. EEAalc7E—/IL Lk (20144
28238 MAAEM). ChoOERECELTE SEEEESIE. 2EF
BRE2TORENS - \LFBEDERICH L. AFSEESAFERIHD
boEEEH - TERAEES HSOESFEETONTOELN] &5
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(201452 A 238 lEABHEL ., CIICESTINERT 2D FF20134F
1286HIC. BINCHIREDALfc REMEREL] LY. AHFEERE
FEElE. BE L KRIC. MEENDDTIIGEWVD. EWSTETHD,

3 &7 - UEARREORE—E — BHEAERMT 3
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WERICBA N, 19204, BAFCAEER L &> & REMOTERLEH
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LiEE BT 3£ 58 L 5N,
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B28BA 511 B5HE CITRESNEHAEIREEIL 1,500 A, BR, E?&
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The ‘Comfort Women,’ Forced Sexual Slavery, and the Japanese
Colonization through the Lens of Oral History
Kyoko KITAZAWA

For many years, | researched the sex slave system used by the Japanese
army, known as “comfort women,” which existed during Japan'’s colonial
rule. | interviewed and recorded the oral history of dozens of comfort
women, many of whose stories became part of the reports given at the
International Public Hearing Concerning Post War Compensation of Japan
(1992 Tokyo) and the Women's International War Crimes Tribunal (2000
Tokyo).

Politicians, intellectuals and experts are unable to escape archival
indoctrination. The current Prime Minister, Mr. Abe, has professed that “the
standard of accepted historical perspectives on whether or not a war of
aggression was conducted should left up to history experts,” and that "no
documentary evidence has been found to prove that the Japanese army
forced anyone to become comfort women against their will.” As a result,
Japan is being excoriated with the criticism that it is a “nation of amnesia”
by the international community.

However, we cannot turn a blind eye to the past. The numbers of the
former comfort women who came forward in the 1990s are slowly
dwindling as they age and die. That is why | have recorded their oral history
here, with the hope that it might make a small addition to the preservation
of an important part of modern history.

Keywords:
August 14, 1991, Sexual slavery, Oral History, Crimes against humanity,
The Women's International War Crimes Tribunal
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Ethics and Procedures for Researchers and Research Subjects in the
Realm of Queer Studies: Tentative Guideline Informed by Fieldwork
Akiko MIZOGUCHI, Kohta IWAHASHI, Chizuka OE,

lkuko SUGIURA, Naeko WAKABAYASHI

This paper lists ethical and procedural points that the co-authors believe
are crucial for both researchers and research subjects in the realm of queer
studies. While the definition of the term “queer (kuia)” in Japanese tends
to be broader and more ambiguous than in English because there is no
strict equivalent to “queer” in Japanese language, in this paper the authors
start with the premise that Japanese-language research projects in the
queer realm tend to be interdisciplinary and tend to involve people who
identify themselves as sexual minorities, commonly called “LGBT (lesbian,
gay, bisexual, and transgender).” As such, research endeavors in the queer
realm have different kinds of difficulties and risks from those in other
realms. Though each researcher usually belongs to another, more
traditional discipline such as sociology, art history, and literary studies,
among others, in addition to queer studies, the existing guidelines and
textbooks in such traditional disciplines do not address the risks and
problems particular to research in the queer realm.

As the first attempt in the Japanese language to “spell out” such queer-
related risks, issues, and also possible ways to alleviate them, this tentative
guideline nevertheless does not profess to be comprehensive or universal.
Yet the authors believe that it is imperative for Japanese-language “queer”
researchers to start to acknowledge specific risks and issues. In order to
help the researchers (including graduate and undergraduate students),
instructors (including the ones that are not at all aware of LGBT issues),
research subjects or collaborators (who give interviews and provide
informational materials such as the back issues of self-published zines),
this paper is organized in four categories. They are: 1) “what needs to be
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considered in the field of queer inquiry by both the researchers and
research subjects,” 2) “what both the instructors and students of queer
subject matter need to be careful about in the academic context,” 3)

“important points about textual analysis of queer material,” and 4)

“necessary procedures at the time of publishing and presenting the results
of queer research topics.” This paper discusses the complex dynamics
between researchers and research subjects especially in cases in which the
researchers themselves are members of sexual minorities. In such cases,
the researchers might encourage research subjects of the same minority
group to participate in their research without obtaining enough
information about the skill, scope and aim of the researcher and the
research project. This paper also examines the differences between queer
readings and outing the artists and authors of the texts and represen-
tations, among many other issues.

Keywords:
Japanese-language queer research, research ethics, LGBT, outing,
over rapport
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YoRAP 2012-2013: Thinking about <Bonds Between ‘Women’> Overview
Yuji KATO
Center for Gender Studies, Office Coordinator

In 2011, the Research Institute Assistants (RIA) proposed an event series
to the steering committee and were subsequently given a budget to make
their idea a reality. Amongst ourselves, the project was dubbed “RIA
Events,” but in 2012, it was officially entitled the “Young Research Action
Project” (YoRAP). The name of the project was chosen for its ability to
encompass a wide variety of formats: the project would be comprised of
not only academic events, but also film festivals and physical education
workshops.

For academic year 2012-2013, the YORAP event series was given the
subtitle, “Thinking about Bonds Between 'Women.”” This subtitle,
expressing the intent of the RIAs who participated in the project, was
conceived by myself in cooperation with the RIAs as we sought a common
denominator between their proposed events. Until March of 2012, | had
worked at the CGS 3 days a week for 2 years. My working hours did not
always overlap with the other RIAs, so we had few chances to communicate
on a regular basis. However, in 2012, | was hired on as a full-time staff
member to work at the CGS office. After becoming a full-time staff member
and working 5 days a week, | started to gain an understanding of each RIA’
s research and their purpose in engaging in activities at the CGS. With that
kinship in mind, “Thinking about Bonds Between ‘Women" was born.

In retrospect, each event was a little too big, and the possibility of burn-
out was always there. However, | think the size and the effort involved
contributed to the incredible enthusiasm of the organizers and participants
at the events. Excluding the event “Thinking about ‘Academics’ and ‘Care-
giving' Together,” which was planned as a small event from the outset, each
of the 4 events took place in the International Conference Room in the



228

Togasaki Memorial Dialogue House. | remembered the late Yasumori Aisaka
and his significant contribution to the planning and outfitting of the
Dialogue House, especially the conference rooms. Aisaka, an ICU staff
member with a great commitment to the CGS and its activities, passed
away in June 2011. As the organizers and participants engaged in dialogue,
| again felt gratitude towards him. | am sure he was watching over us and
smiling.
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Report: YoRAP 2012-2013 “Thinking about <Bonds Between ‘Women’>"
Considering the compatibility of <studies> and <care work>
Tuesday, 15th January, 2013

Speakers

Miho MATSUZAKI

Center for Gender Studies, Research Institute Assistant

Izumi NIKI

ICU Teaching Assistant, NPO Support House Jomu, Office Director

This discussion was held by two women who experienced the com-
patibility of “childcare while studying” and “nursing care while studying” in
order for them to reminisce and share their experiences. The speakers are
Izumi NIKI (ICU Teaching Assistant, Office Director of NPO Support House
Jomu), who gave birth and reared her child while she was in graduate
school in ICU, and Miho MATSUZAKI (ICU Center of Gender Studies
Research Institute Assistant), who was devoted to the nursing care of her
family in her undergraduate years.

<Studies>, conducted by students, and <care work>, done for others
such as with child bearing and nursing care, have never been considered as
compatible. In addition, students who study and engage in care work
simultaneously tend to be solitary, or at least feel strong isolation. This
“isolation” is mainly defined as:

1. Emotional Isolation: Unable to share feelings with others and be
understood by the network of friends of the person concerned.

2. Temporal/Spatial Isolation: Being compelled to have a different time
schedule from his/her friends because of care work.

3. Further isolation caused by segregation or elimination from his/her
network of friends (whether it is intentional or not)

4. Isolation from the educational system itself.
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The tasks yet to be solved are

1. considering the specific support for students who undertake <care
work>, and

2. Making the situation of “doing <care work> while studying” itself visible.
The compatibility of <care work> and <studies> have never been
focused on before. However, it is important to note that those who
experienced that situation are not limited to the two speakers; there
were those like them among the audience.
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YoRAP 2012-2013 ("&Z"ELtD#) #EZX%) RE
Women’s Friendship and Literature
—XFOHRICH T B LERTOM

Saturday, 16th, February, 2013

Coordinator
Samantha LANDAU
ICU Graduate School/Center for Gender Studies, Research Institute Assistant

Why Women'’s Friendship and Literature?

The first symposium on literature to be sponsored by the CGS, "Women's
Friendship and Literature” was created with the goal of bringing to light
new connections between women writers as well as examine the deep
emotional ties between the women they wrote about. The positive
influence that relationships between women have had and continue to
have on/in literature is topic that remains very close to my heart; my female
family members and friends have been some of my greatest allies,
encouraging and inspiring my writing. Yet within scholarship, this topic
seems to have been ignored time and again: in my research | have often
encountered topics on men'’s friendship or men’s bonds, yet very rarely a
work on the friendship between women. Conversely, the animosity/fear/
anxiety arising between women is often addressed. Thus, when my
research on Emily Dickinson lead me to read the book Open Me Carefully:
Emily Dickinson’s Intimate Letters to Susan Huntington Dickinson and |
discovered what a deep influence her friendship with sister-in-law Susan
had on Emily’s writing and life, it made a great impression on me.
Furthermore, | noticed that Susan and Emily had other important
relationships with intelligent women with whom they corresponded
faithfully for many years. Afterwards, | started to see similar positive
connections in the lives of other female writers, such as Charlotte Bronté
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and Daphne du Maurier, and the lack of such associations leading to
isolation and despair, as in the case of Shirley Jackson. It seemed the topic,
though little addressed, certainly deserved further attention.

| broached the issue at a meeting concerning the YoRAP projects and we
began discussions and planning of the event that would become the
symposium, “Women'’s Friendship and Literature.” A moderated academic
forum with three presenters and time for discussion seemed most
appropriate for the material. | decided to invite two professors whose work
on the connection between female literary figures and on women in
literature | greatly respect, Professor Hiroko Uno (Department of English,
Kobe College) and Professor Barnaby Ralph (Department of Literature and
Culture in English, Tokyo Women'’s Christian University). In addition to their
lectures, | would participate by giving the third lecture myself.

A Short Summary of the Symposium

The symposium began with an introduction of the topic (as stated
above) by Professor Natsumi lkoma. She then continued with an
introduction of the presenters, their academic backgrounds and fields of
research, and their intent in contributing to the symposium’s topic of
discussion.

Professor Uno then presented her paper, “The Friendship Between Emily
Dickinson and Helen Hunt Jackson” (Emily Dickinson & Helen Hunt Jackson
D&IE). After providing some background information on both poets, one
of whom published and gain some fame during her life time (Jackson) and
the other who published rarely and whose talent was only recognized
posthumously (Dickinson), Professor Uno explained how their supportive
relationship was inspiring and important for both women. The friendship
between Dickinson and Jackson may have begun while the two of them
attended school together. But textual evidence points to a later date,
through the auspices of Thomas Wentworth Higginson. In any case, their
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friendship continued through correspondence until Jackson's death in
1885, and is a notable example of 19th century female authors supporting
each other’s writing endeavors.

Next, Professor Barnaby Ralph regaled us with a lecture entitled, “A
Gilded Cage: Women’s Literary Associations in Seventeenth-and
Eighteenth-Century France and England.” He dealt with a time period
directly preceding that of Dickinson and Jackson and presented aspects of
literary women'’s friendship in Europe, which provided contrast to the
American poets discussed by Professor Uno. Professor Ralph elucidated the
fact that women'’s literary associations in France became a forum for
women to discuss the work of men (instead of a place to foster their own
creativity) without interacting directly with those men. In contrast, English
women'’s literary societies were far more subversive, allowing women more
freedom to spread their own theories and criticism, and even to draw men
into their circles.

Finally, | presented my paper, “The Desire for Sisterhood: Shirley Jackson'’s
Heroines and the Complexity of Female Companionship.” My lecture
examined existing interpretations of female companionship, comparing
the pre-cursors to Jackson’s novel We Have Always Lived in the Castle. At the
same time, it questioned the lack of scholarship on the positive influences
of sisters who are also friends, and offered criticism on the trend of
reducing sisterly relationships to either wicked or helpful with no in
between. Finally, it posited that inseparable friendships between sisters
evoke an ambiguity that forces us to reexamine our own definition of
sisterhood and its place in the social hierarchy of both society and family.

After each lecture, there was a short question and answer session. The
audience and panelists also engaged in a lively discussion for about an
hour after all three lectures were completed. During that time, the
connections between the three presenters’ papers became clearer. Further,
it seemed that the female authors’ contributions to each other’s writing
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had somehow given birth to a creative space in which women experienced
encouragement that they had not received from society at large. That
affirmation was, in turn, inscribed into the literature they wrote.

In particular, | was grateful for the presence of professors who have
supported my academic efforts for almost a decade now, including
Professor lkoma and Professor Maher. | was also indebted to the
contributions to the discussion made by my benefactor, who travelled
several hours in order to hear my lecture, and who has been a vital
supporter of my research since the beginning of my PhD. | was also
thankful for all of the help and support of Yuji Kato, who organized the
details of the event such as engaging a simultaneous translator, and my
fellow RIAs and graduate students from GSCC.

Conclusions and Connections

| feel that it was extremely important to provide an academic forum in
which others could participate in the discussion and broaden our
knowledge about the connections between women'’s friendship,
authorship and literature. The CGS event “The Bonds Between 'Women”
("Z "B L D) became the forum for that discussion. Inviting Professors
Uno and Ralph, whose work on gender and literature fit well with the
context, afforded interesting dimensions to our discussion and stimulated
engaging dialogue between the participants.

By bringing together a range of research on women'’s friendship and its
literary connections, this symposium inspired both the presenters and the
audience to consider the role that women play in each other’s lives,
contributing positivity and support with their presence. Moreover, through
my research concerning the image of sisters and the friendship between
them, | discovered that the desire for a sisterly bond between female
friends and a friendly bond between sisters is not only common, it seems
to be essential to relieve anxiety, loneliness, and social pressure.
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In terms of further research, this topic might be expanded to include
cultures/countries beyond Western Europe and America, such as Asia,
Eastern Europe or Africa. It might also be useful to arrange a forum in
which to discuss friendship between male and female literary figures, and/

or male and female characters in literature across a range of time periods.
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EEHENERDHT7 I A MKFDANIICRAI L. KBIEFAAZORFTIEEA
BolcrELTH o, —H. Jackson lZRIARZEDHEBEBOELE L TEEN
fzo Fiske RIFRNABEIZEHR L TVT. BEDORFEERROBETE 5.
1824 FEICTRAMKRICT T VEBEF UV vEBOHEENE LTRELTH S S
N TIVBEZRCE. REUEHZ1T7> W e (Phillips, 44-45), TD &S
I Dickinson & Jackson iEF C & S GEBBICETNE o7/ 1840 FEUC
ABEERFMDANERFEDT EEB DT

Dickinson (& Amherst Academy % ZZ2£1%. 1847 FH 5 1848 F (T HIF T
Mount Holyoke ZF Bz C 1 FEFATCEIE. 1850 FRICIFR A ICHAHEZEZ
LTI 1860 FRFIXICTE. BOBEEZRISDOEMHBT DT>
Ty DITHE LR, REOROE# A 5 —YHEOBBEEEICA DT,
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ZLTREZ LGHSFEEETRITco BEVBITIEHRLIZVEVSBOH
BOTeKDTHAN B, FALLETBIASNTCEDINEIR. |LA T,
EOHDDFBICEBEINITTH > 1862F. X=F:mKR D Thomas
Wentworth Higginson |ICHHRDEF % % > TIEEZ LD, BEBRLZDF
B CERH oz, Higginson Hh SIELZADFHELZ > TLELD T, EKFL
TV BRLEDFHEL S, BHOFOLRIEBNIEVELDITELRA T ENHERE
N3, N LTEzlE. TBAEER>TEREVEDIC) HRDT &
EEZZ T EETWVWEBZTWS (L-265,7, June 1862), FIEHEFICDL
TT7 RNARZE LIEL D THAHD. Zhicxt L TRZISEBDEEILARNT
. TS TFRFIEEL, LHOLZAIEEE. BEE R FEE DB CX
BERT. FAFRICGHFEEIRT DXVt z. <5 LT, Dickinsonld£ <
BEDFETLEoTH HEREDOH S/ 1800 B LWVEDFND LT DHAR
TN STET AV AERRTHHAD—AE GO
WLZDOBREDEBRIGRLZ HOEHERENDH. —DITIET I X T 1840
FAR 1850 FRICRBEEESNMIELRI VAV DALHREEE L. &
BEEOOSNZICEBEHOS T TERL >IcEVND T ELNH B, Kz 1850 FM
BEDSERIAEBICE DT, BRENELGDH S, HREHITKEDZ
ROYIWBEY T 2RENHOfc, SEIFEST. HR. REICEZCDOEE
EIXIVF—DRET, REPNEEZ G LENSFEEBBARRLED
ETBE. NMTHDTBERBIZED D eDHE LAV FleYEHEFHD
MIFECT AT EDEL. AT HBRIFBNEDTH oI, KR BLDE
DTEFHOAICTL E2TEADZ L. BLZESEH 10X TRV ERE
£o7cDT (Habegger, 261-263). SGENELZDRFEETE> TRHLSHL
fehshrhofcEHEEDONTLD (93-94, 97-98), KL DR TlEFeimik3 A
EEMATERD. ZNUTITRDBEGE CORELHOIEHD EEA Do
Z LTHEZDBEARNTH L GO TH. EERV\T 5 LB RLDEELRE
Bl b, FRBEICEBEARE LGN > T LiE. RREHDIRVHEC
HoTBLWT EfEoTz, Flew BULK 4B AE LA NN G BEE
LT, BEaNOEHANSTFo TN TDOKIIC. BRICHE LGV
EEDL D, HERTRHEBLEONASLOGIRRATE. RRICTFONTFHZ



ELIEDTEDTH B, E5Ic. KRDEBTRUDFHEADTILEYR
ERHY. LEAMTEELTEH. TOEADRATOUDOU EEHBYICEETN
CF2ELENTE . RERIE. ROFHHS

ZRBITEHRITTADNET —

id. RIcWBZLlIcLTWET —
KSWENEIBHDIEEEDRDY —

Z LCREED. ILEFEED F—LDHDHY TT —

ZRBEIEY—TVRZBICEITHADNNET —
i, fCBZEFET —

Z L THzDIHIC, #BERIESTRDYIT,
MIeBDETFHN—HNET,

BREHETEATH D, BERDBRBEINET —
THLZDEHRBLRLTCRVBEDTIEHD Y AL
TIDSVOLKREICERET 2D TIEHLT—
HENDH, 720 TVBDTY,

CDEDICEEEF T MEDETAHETHIENTERDICIE. FAES
DEEDRELDH DI THA DD RIEDZANHDIch B I ZTIFHEWEA
SH7?

—7. Helen Hunt Jackson M35 & 14 Dickinson & I ZIER X T, REICER
NnNg. BELEDLSBEDTH oIz, BUDBRITEREE > TW DT,
HMOREDHEFEZT A EEH. RUVBE—HEICELSZEETEGRD 2. FED
RCEETAHIELEEDHY . BEIFHORPEFDORADRICAITSNST &
HdHofce TRBEHRIINERDEHSHFBERICAN SN (Phillips, 12—
14).* BRIFVITNRIEEHAMBE B> THAICE > TEE=THIHVEITNIE
BEHEWEADEFAIL, FLEBERITANESCHAETICEETTOCEL
S, IBIEBICHZAATE (57), TDXDIC. Helen Fiske l&SIWED SR
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PHADR. HFESEELZE LT MADHFTEELFEEEEKDO TV, R
fe L1844 %5, LN 13RDBHTARIFT Eo T,

1846 F(DE. Helen Fiske I3 B H 159 Mount Holyoke 225 Fr D A F 5t
BROERE L TWED KEHLBEFROTVIAMKFEELEBCAVF2S
LAEBA THINEE % B159 Mount Holyoke & W & itk Y &t miF D
BT Z1TD lpswich ZERRICR L Z AFEE 2 EROT=D T, #HZZlEMount
HolyokeZ %7z (Phillips, 54-55), & L. #&Z/H*Mount HolyokelT AZ L.
% /2 Dickinson H\EIRNDAF % 1 FES B TVEIFIE. ZAIX1846 FD
. T CEREEE D> TWelE T TH S, DickinsonldHEF /<X X F TEL
RIARBERDOP TREEATETITHA TN Helen Fiske HEHH
SORBERDEAICKA T, Helen DRBRIZBENEIFIT BTcsd. #
BEGRPREBERUADENIEFHEEV L DICEFLEH L. BaERHES
I85> & Lic, TDFER. HelenlEH>THILD 4 ZXLDHEEICRFE OE
BN DWNCREROEAICE L TRBEEBR Lz (52-53), ZN#. &L
ZAH Mount Holyoke H=> T e b, FRICEAIR CRAGSHDERNE L H
OB, EWNCRBWMEFAEFICE > TUWehd Lz, RICBRLTRIE
HDHFLEZ. HelenHhT < E5E TFEDPLVEY HFELzDITIE. 10K, 20
KRTEC &K D EIBHHNHZ BN RN D S feh 5 hd LnEL, ZDT &
EBEWNNCES A STzE LTH. £z, ZAFERTDAEZE ST
D MIBEREFEDHTCER. BIBROZFRDOEVDIRT. TV ehH5h s
Lz,

1847 FEICRB|H T &Y. ZHITHelen & Ann Dtk I IR & 75 o 1o
Helen Fiske (& Z D #. lpswich @ FhH o =1 — 33— Ml dH % Abbott
Institute [CFE ) . MEBEORKEHICES Lz, AREZEERLZT I T1HEHD
B, HEZHEOHH. John Abbott [TFRIERICE A EZEZTHAHLDIC
goHon., PLIDFEEZLTUL R (Phillips, 66-68), % T ICFE L&,
Dickinson & AXFRDEREHEATIC LN EAE D Benjamin Newton H'5.( 55 A
HHEDICEREEN T (Habegger, 221) & & IFEBGEVMBAD—E T
H 5,

& . Helen Fiske [£ Abbott Institute BN BER & 5> T DT, HEDEESR
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PHEBEFT. 1851 EOMA — IV ZDFE—2RRBEDHEDRITES
Z &l oz (Phillips, 70), ZZC. TDHED 128, Z21—I3—7MHAED
B THBHEdward HuntictHE>7z (74), 18IL West Point T B F R A R 2k,
HERE., AEZHOE. BEETERTEBEICOL T ., B5I1E1852410

BITHEIEL., FEECEEFNEREIL1854FE T G>fz, £LT1863F

TlEERHEH LAY, T5ICZ0OTFEIE. XBERI UL Ao
(16, 89), T DI, WLIEFREICIHIIEN. MEDRICIIfEE Nz, LY
LEAGIERB THRIMEICEET T LDICEWSBHOBEEDLRET. [A&
NHADZEDNTER, LEd, TNE TCORZDEFISRELERKDHLRZN
FILTHOTEH. —AF>BEBTESZEP. BLEBPEBDFEDZHICE
DT A& Llze TLTI1865F 68, BEFORDIz>fcZHBRKICT. New
YorkEven/ng PostifIC R F DA A Z/E T 5 EITHINT %, TDHF
D10 BIciE. RITEHAEMEICBE I N (93-94), HLIFARHOSHEHEDE
&’é%’(b\f’:@’(\‘%ﬁﬂ’ﬂﬁﬁtiﬁ O RLUTRBENDEED DIERICEA D
& LTzDTIEE LY, Phillips A "Over time, Jackson's efforts to keep cheerful
and productive in the face of difficulty became an integral part of her
identity” (18) &2 £ 21T, WRIIREEDORTCIZTHIAEICEELS>EL
T TNE CHEHEKEZHWTWEXFEERHICTA > TW O TIFELAER
N,

EC. Helen HuntidBE 28, —a1—R—bFCBC Lk, ZTIEERDE
BEBD)YV— L LTERICEY DDHY . BITABOBZEE TRHL> T
WD, RITIEHEMRPIEROURIF LT > T e, BEIEZDH. REIDE
%%@W@Hannah Dame D MEEITHTE LTce TDNEEZEALEERD—

Dl&. Thomas W. Higginsonftt,. B D17 > T < NZ D BEXEEF{RED
B CBELTWEEDSRRERDNSH. BLDHFEY . AAEHDXFE
HBREEBRLLGY, BREDERTE1—HEZZ 5N, T nggmson I&
Dickinson £ £ESGE% L TV HRBER BN ETRR CHHD. BEIC
TRBEDIREE 75>z (Phillips, 94-97), ?&LiHarvard*ﬂﬂ?W%zﬁ¥ L/\
—BFEI =7 ) 7IROEERE L T e, 1860 FRICid. BiftEREE LT
BEIGREIERLESRE S BitEEPIIRTOBHREASROEREZTS
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Hic, LHALEERICEBELTHSIEZZ1—R— b TEELICER L. =T
BRELTCEFAEDHDDHOfce LHIEBMEDHAEREEER T SRS
LTEHENTLVE (Lease, 139-41), ZhkpZ. Helen HuntidEDEF &
HoTCEPDFREEL I THRL RICXFERTEDDERABICEZ>TIN
HCEEHRHFLTWEE S TH B, Ric L THLIE Dickinson &3 2T,
Higginson DIEEICEBRICHEL, ARMEEDTE ICKICASGNAEREECHE
MEBE Lt T TRIFBEERKEDEELZLRFTAD— AL EMFEET
BOHMA e D T L& Independent . Hearth and Home, Scribner’s
MonthlyZC % DIERERET DT ENTE. — . RITERD—AELT
JEEE Las Tz (Phillips, 96—100).° K 7Zzid 1873 . GBI RDEILITHEL
EEDT R/INARICKY . EFERICRLIHMfZEEbNzanZ K- X7
VO RICHBAE L. Z T THROBITR THERERE O William Sharpless
Jackson & 1875 (CBIELTzA (107,113, 168-82). {ESREBNILHET .

ZD&LSIE. Higginson | XMBFA. SBIZRTH > e ZADLZMEDL SFIZICXE
TOBE %R SN, Dickinson [CIZZDEIEIZER LA >7zhH . Helen
HUntiIClEmITEREBBF v Y AE 52 5T &G>T T LTHALKT E
ITi&. Dickinson DA IEHRAMIR L. —EFEET BT &G BRADE XK
bhofeh FE. HEMICELEFAIIGE e, — A, “EREL. HRbE
L. x4 GiRER% AT Helen Hunt Jackson I ERTHRITIER & L CEEL
fehs Fe#lE Ramona & W OIERLUIAN. SNHoNTLE S, T L TERAICH.
Dickinson DIGEEDFICTZNS . BREDZEIDFEITFoNED I EEBTE DT, £V
DIE. 1860 FEHIL T Higginson &8 L T ZADEBEHDEE > eh 55D T
b3,

Helen Hunt & 1866 ZEL{[%. Higginson % & U C Dickinson De5% Fidr.
HLIBFRCERD S e Z DFDMMEICGEHIMT W e, £ L TEEE L ZADETX
BABE o e, FHRGHD. ZAHDKD LIEFMEIE—EBLHTE> TULIEWLDHN
Jackson HhT=< 755 £ CICBIFFE L e, BIZIE. 1875 FE R HHEIE LIZITic,
Dickinson ZH RN DA— REZES> TS (L-444, late October 1875), T
ICEDNTWEEFDEENBR CELD ofclackson iFZDH— FZ&xEURL
T, RBEICHBALTINSE K DKRDT (Letters, 544), ZhnIlTx L C.
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Dickinson|&iREA LiGH >k S T Jackson | ZAIEE B DAGE S & 5HiTE
LIcET. BEa0FaE5 <AL TWA T EEEAL T, [BEIFMEBEAES
AT —HBBEHBEEHLTIHOENEWVND L. BEDEETVSE
RIS L TARYGAFT BT (L444a, 20 March 1876) =27, 5% H
kg % & &ENDTULND, Dickinson (X1FE CEREL Jackson DR ZEEI > T
WzDT. ZDOEENCREDOBHEETIZHENT EEhH > TWeldd Th s,
N, BODOFHEZICTIMEINTEEZESEEBEBLLBSTETH
A2,

Jackson ML DFFAEFIE LTzDld Dickinson 121 Cldimh o1z, KLzl
FEED DB EBOTEMAEDTIF 1 7L ERDDHBREEZE. Tt
RAZEIRL TRBEE LT, ZDHET. ERTODIERICE > feZEB L
(Phillips, 144), ZhiclE. ®ZzBEH Charlotte Cushman &L S. HEFRUN
THEXRCHENET A HDOBAGELREBICK > THEINLRERO D OIS
feEEHNTWLAS, Cushmanld George Sand  Browning k&%, HiEDH
BERERE LTVED. AEHPANETRLEELEREZ L. =M CHRINT S
ITIHMERDIAHCELT BT EHNRELEERL T, £ LT, Helen Huntic
FEEAEAELESRE LT, BEDZFDRY Zw TTv o a2 E>T. BB
2TENSZEFH I A5 E LTV, £zHigginson ([CHEVIBE R ELES
L CTWiz (103-105), T M K 2 . Jackson I Higginson /2 I+ T7x <.
Cushman & WS EBID B O BETEDDMINN DS EEmNT . B|ED
FAMEREMEZ S EBHTW D TH %,

1876 4. Roberts Brothers#t/h'No Name series & ¥ L T, {fERODLERE
T K L% HRR L TWeh. A Masque of Poets & LN S EBEEADEED 7
vvaY—mHI I ELELE o, FT T, BS5HFAE Y B Jackson &
Dickinson ([C2IFL BFAB/E I TCNELOBE L. LHLEREZ LG
WEAICEEED L. ZOEDI108ICIE. EHXRHDDHTIANETPST
Eleo ZTOBREFHET. [HAIOMSHEVFROHMSHEWVAILE, HEZDF
HERGCRLHESEZTHITELLD] (L-4760) LFHBLTWVS, THLTF
HOPYELY % Lc#IT, FIT. "Success is counted sweetest” Hh&EE 5N S
TEEBoE, SEIDOHR THREEICL > THO—THAEEEINZD T,
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Jackson|E [HEITHBDZTEDDICEKRTEDZTE T E ofc &AEBBRPATY
5o5L»5GEITNIEERBVNE T (L573¢, 8 December 1878) &, #HIFEL T
W5,

Jackson (£Z D% % Dickinson (CFFDHRZ &I, [HixfehH A TeD
HOEBZSZBEWEWD T &I, Hixfed MEHEOHA (TR LTRENT &
TY, 6 LIDBLEREIVEEETZLSBETELABNIE. I EHEZDX
PEEDRFAREEAICL TV ERITEEATL LS 7 (L-937a, Sept
5,1884) SEU\TW3B, HREHS Jackson DANEICTL H2fcdDTTD
BEWERIBLEGL ST TOESICEAERICE > TELFHMAI N &
&, BROEETRDA S E LT Dickinson|Tld, FEALITEEHSNS
s LNEWEWSFEDHE B TEET TH 5.

—7. Jackson |lZBIEL TH 54 L% L. IRITEESEEE LT TV
feh 1879F10BRRA M TP AU ARERDERICHEV. RERHNKE
BICAEIC T RS DN, MBROBEKICHE> TVWAERICERAZ I,
T CIRZISIRHEAE R L. ZDiER% A Century of Dishonor & LT 1881 £F(c
HER L7z (Phillips, 223-31), THhdiEDBREFREEDER ZERICERIC
BNEDT. BRORAERICHT AAHGBERPEACL S RERAERE
WEL TV, THIEEDN, WEODREG STERERICHT 5RIBLEED
Fgrc S Bon s COERTIRBELZDMNE CTESI1EEDBUANMRIZE
hofce ZTTHEIE. LV FAVRZIVEEONTEREDLEDHEG T EH
TEBA == FTT5—=ELT. ADDICTEEFZ B8, /)\di Ramona
DREICERY #H o e, £HTHEICEAENZHDWC. R M= —24&N
S5OLRTOISEDATEEE D TWVWBED. REIFEAE— R TEEHKITF. =
ZHBOARITIFEAEEERZ LT, ZOERHBHEEN ST (252-53), %
LT 188445 AN S Christian UnionsSICERE I & L THE LTz, TELEN
BICIEBEITARE LTHREIN, T CIIRNA M T —4Eoz (260), Thix
FEEEEBAEDRMDIERamona D¥EEFNEHD T, Jackson lFFEE <
FANRDIZICTIE > TEROARHICH LY &2RE, BEC7 XU AANEL

CREREF>TEILWEBESTEL D TH B, AMTRADNEBADZHICEN
fz Uncle Tom’s Cabin D K 51 BERD A LT W ERLZIEEATWED
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(251,260). T CICIEHRDET. NI RNERBRGR/BRICKD Tz, LHL
Dickinson |£ Jackson D Z DIEG A S < FHMI L. [ | Ramona % 5t #& A
TLEWE LTe, /Y247 RAE T HFHED O ERD K ST, ZNHAHRE
NEEHNY T, TNDSFTHREDDETATHNEGD | EBVET ) (L976,
March 1885) &~ZU\TW 3, JacksonlEZ DFMHEZITE >k, BDBIF
EBROETICE > TFEVRBIREEZ %> LMz, Dickinson DIEGRICHE>
T WLHEFPDFAEEH L T Jackson . BODFHRLDFDRTT
ICEMEGEVEDIEEBELTWET TH S, TDFADSY T4V AET
ICEZTROSNCEVWDS T EIE MR LSO EGHTTEEBDNS, ZD
#%. Jackson D%t % 1= 2 B\ 1z Dickinson (& William Jackson (CZ WM e H i~
DFEHOAT, ThOADHelenlzWDOHT LK E>TEH. IOF KD HelenlZ
RLTCTELEY EHAL] (L-1015, late summer 1885) &EZWLNTW 3,

D&, Emily Dickinson & Helen Hunt Jackson |£[E) U & 5 G ERIBICAE
TN, EFREESEYIIRTE> T, ERFOAERZEST, LALZA
CEEBEER. BAR. AFEDOHFETHRL, BELOERZEHEL. FHRLE
STENTEe TOTEIFEWCE ST, KREGRSTHY .. FlmELIC
ol BhbNB, Dickinsonlc &>k BWEDE —7IEBETH S DIRM
Tholeh. TLEBHETELRITSHED 2L DIc. FiclacksonlET< %55
BrIlCRamona EZ W e K DIT. TORBHAZADEELGIEREEGRENS
IZIZ 22D TIFTEWHAERSDTH 5,
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Footnotes

1

Dickinson Dma2ic DWW TERIIC HERBASE L TULVEWLERD &, Sewall. Johnson. K
U'Habegger DIRsc A 808, — ADARICDWTIE, Whitaker &N T3 (57—
58,59-60),

Phillips (£, Helen Fisk 5\ Amherst (C{FA TUW DB, Fiske R & Dickinson RAHY
RIFBRICH STeDT. FHTHEIZACDIIETHIETTRET S, 1854 £,
Hunt S L TT o b VITEATOV R, YBEESREE TH o7 Dickinson DR
¥ Edward &k Lavinia Z RICHBF LA Lavinia [ DWT KK BhEh 2L DT
HB, BE, Emily A Lavinia EFHICT T b U ESFRITICIERICBZELTLO AN
(144),

HEFD Dickinson ROREFHEIT DL TIE. Aife Murray @ Maid as Muse Z 5%,
Whitaker [ & UE. Helen Fiske (& Amherst Academy [c—BS7EEE L TULMehh. 117
L& BOLDEFEBEREETL S LIELSTHS (56),

Sewall i& Helen Hunt & Higginson A2 D FMEER CHE S T2 DIFBROED E LT
% (578),

Whitaker & Higginson 5* Helen Hunt % “one of the most gifted poetesses in
America’ £, Emerson AFTRICEBE S NRZOFDONVIRE AR > THER
NEICFHHED T EEBHLTWS (57),

5B, Z A HigginsonZ@E L TEWIXFEZE L TWA T EZMBLEIIC, B
1860 FIc 7R AN THBRL T\, TDOFENDEA. HuntkZEIZT7 I A MMIHEL,
1L #FE D% Dickinson R TD Lt /< 3 »Ic& M L fz, 1870 £ | Higginson A"
Dickinson Z g51afz#fr. Hunt REZEDEEE 74U L H Hunt MEIFRERBEA
feofebFE LIz EEIBEINTLS (L-342b) (Phillips, 144-45),
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A Gilded Cage: Women'’s Literary Associations in Seventeenth-
and Eighteenth-Century France and England

Barnaby Ralph

Tokyo Women'’s Christian University

As scholars of literature and the broader humanities, we often find
ourselves asked (or wondering ourselves) what it is all for. What does our
study achieve? Does the world really need endless books, papers and
articles interpreting and reinterpreting Ezra Pound, Emily Dickenson or W.
Somerset Maugham?

When | am asked about this, | ask people to consider the following
scenario. Imagine a country in which half of the population is deprived of
their rights by the other half. They cannot vote, there are almost no jobs
open to them, and movement is severely restricted. This is, of course, the
pre-feminist-movement world. | consider here one of the ways in which the
roots of the movement go back to 17th-century France, and rest upon the
foundations of women'’s friendship and an intellectual climate created by
the study of the humanities.

The interesting thing about this intellectual climate is that it was
tolerated-and sometimes even encouraged-as an outlet by the controlling
patriarchal discoursic paradigm. Letting women read and talk to each other
may generally have been thought to be harmless in terms of its social
impact, yet it turned out to be anything but.

The key ideas about the way in which this worked are those of discourse,
as noted, and performativity, the latter in the sense commonly employed
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by Judith Butler. The dominant discourse required the performance-the
inhabiting-of gender roles within social boundaries, but the very
performance of such roles allowed those governed by the subjugating
discourse gaining power, in economic, political and intellectual terms.

1 French Salons

The salons of the time were allowed by Louis XIll (r. 1610—-1643) and
Cardinal Mazarin. They were an upper-class phenomenon, yet a large part
of their influence sprang from the fact that, as it was women involved, the
normal male hierarchical structures were applied differently. Therefore, it
was more likely to find bourgeoisie writers, philosophers and artists valued
than within the more formalized Académies that infested the French artistic
world.

It seems to be the case that the salon was, on the surface, feminine, both
culturally and socially. Nevertheless, it was more complex considering the
backdrop: the male dominated discourses of intellectualism and the arts
were placed within a feminine arena. Women were expected to talk,
primarily, about what men did, as Simone de Beauvoir noted in The Second
Sex. The evolution of the salon followed the interrelation between genders
and classes through 17th and 18th centuries. The complexities thus created
had a tremendous impact on the feminine literary practice within the
salon context.

There were, of course, backlashes, such as the 1694 Contre les femmes
(1694), part of the querelle des femmes argued by such notable misogynists
as Nicholas Boileau. It has been argued that the eighteenth century
actually saw a backsliding of social progress, and that the salons became
increasingly male-dominated for a number of reasons. A seed had,
however, been planted that was to find more fertile soil elsewhere.
Therefore, let us now turn our gaze across the Channel.
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2 English Literary Organizations

England had, arguably, a much stronger tradition of female writers, from
Lady Mary Wroth, who has been the subject of recent discussion by
Professor Akiko Kusunoki, to the Quaker women who, following the
Restoration, wrote numerous pamphlets justifying the behaviour of their
husbands. Generally, in seventeenth-and eighteenth-century England,
female writers modeled their work on that of their French counterparts in
terms of theme and structure, as they did with the organizations for social
interaction. The salon in France was sociologically not mainstream, but still
highly influential. It was, however, a phenomenon rooted in upper-class
sensibilities, whereas that in England was much more of a middle-class
activity. Women were increasingly educated and wealthy, with significant
leisure time. Thus, their money gave them a certain amount of power, as
we shall see. This was further driven by a growth in the literacy rate. Around
1750, it was about 40% (it was 60% for men)

In England in the eighteenth century, salon-type activities such as the
drinking of tea with the consequent discussion of literature and the arts
became social activities centred on women, to which many men were
drawn, although one might observe that they needed to enter such a
complex new world more as supplicants than conquerors. This was so
much so, in fact, that those men who joined salon-like activities were often
considered effeminate. Literary friendship societies arose that were
overwhelmingly populated by women, and their importance was such that
producers of plays tended to seek their opinions in terms of the works
chosen and even in alterations to the texts, designed to flatter ‘feminine’
sensibilities.

Thus, where in France the discourses of class, gender and money were in
conflict, in the cheerfully mercantile long eighteenth century of England,

commerce was king-or, indeed, queen.
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3 Later Manifestations

As any historian of Feminism will tell you, women's literary societies of
the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries were hotbeds of discontent with
regard to the imposed social order. Many of these are very well docu-
mented, such as the Blue Stockings Society, which was founded in the
1750s, and the Manchester Ladies’ Literary Society, whose Lydia Becker (the
same Becker who published the Women’s Suffrage Journal between 1870
and 90) had an interesting correspondence with Charles Darwin. Educating
women in the sciences was yet another important step towards

emancipation.

Conclusion

Franz Fanon, in The Wretched of the Earth, his primary work on oppression,
theorized that the force of social change needed to rest its foundations
upon the manipulation of the lumpenproletariat, as they were the ones
with nothing to lose. Astonishingly, the type of quiet social revolution that
sprang from the combination of female friendship and literature did not
develop in this way at all, but rather was the result of a gradual overcoming
of discourses from within, rather than without. It was, at core, a
performative exercise in that women developed power and influence while
remaining within socially proscribed boundaries of the feminine.

It was a slow revolution, partly because, for a long time, even the parti-
cipants had no idea that it was going on. Once, however, momentum had
been achieved and the goals were defined, there was suddenly an entire
middle class of educated women fully cognizant of their powers as both
social and economic entities. They knew, in other words, that they were
oppressed, and they knew that they had tools with which to fight this
oppression, with the results that we all know and the names that resonate
heroically to this day.

As for the secondary question, raised at the beginning of this discussion,
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of whether or not literature study matters, the answer has-surely-to be yes.
This example is vindication enough by itself, but it is only one of many. The
abolition of slavery began as a literary experiment, as did numerous other
social revolutions, both positive and negative. Studying the humanities
educates a population and keeps its members alive to the possibility of
questioning what might otherwise be taken as fundamental. It is a way of
encouraging choice and intellectual freedoms.
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Introduction

In existing scholarship, more often than not, female companionship is
reduced to either wicked or helpful with no in between. This rather
negative interpretation creates a lack that forces us to ask ourselves
whether women'’s literary history, as scholar Betsy Erkkila argues, is a “site
of dissension, contingency, and ongoing struggle rather than a separate
space of some untroubled and essentially cooperative accord among
women,” or whether it is far more complicated (Erkkila, 3). The contrast
between this somehow reduced form and irreducibility of the actual
relationships produces an interesting predicament-be it between blood-
relatives or friends, female companionship cannot and should not be
reduced to either positive or negative, but be allowed to exist, as all human
relationships do, in a more ambiguous state.

This ambiguous state allows us to go past the terminology of
“sisterhood” defined as friendship and companionship between non-
blood-related women and “sisters” defined as those related by blood.
Further, it opens the door to discuss how sisters can be companions or not,
and how women who are not blood-related can have a deep level of
companionship comparable to the level of sisters. Judith Butler, in her
seminal work on Sophocles's Antigone, presents both the opinion of Hegel,
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who defines kinship as a “relation of ‘blood’ rather than one of norms” and
the opinion of Lacan, who separates kinship from the social sphere through
the symbolic (3).

Lacan'’s interpretation is also apropos for the novels of Shirley Jackson.'
Jackson’s works blur the line between friendship and sisterly affection
through the heroine’s desire to make all friends sisters and all sisters
friends, thereby creating a symbolic "home” for herself (the ultimate desire).
While the reader often lives by the saying “you can choose your friends but
you can't choose your family,” Jackson'’s heroines rebel; they seem to tell us
that we can choose both our family and our friends. As a result, Jackson'’s
heroines have a tendency to disassociate from their blood relations in
order to re-identify themselves in a new social context (or fantasy), or
choose who in their family deserves to be kin and who does not. Following
Lacan’s interpretation of kinship rather than that of Hegel, this lecture
examined how that tradition of complex sibling relationships in Western
literature gave rise to the complicated nature of sisterhood present in
Jackson’s novel We Have Always Lived in the Castle.

Literary sisters, Sisterhood in Literature

Before analyzing We Have Always Lived in the Castle, some exemplary fairy
tales, myths and verse provided key background to the image of sisterhood
in Western literature. There are four main types of sisterhood/sister
relationships that Jackson has complicated into the two texts: sisters who
are each other’'s compliment, sisters who fight and then reconcile, sisters
who are represented as “wicked siblings” and remain unrepentant and
female companions or friends who fulfill the role/function of sisters. The
first may be interpreted psychoanalytically as facets of the same
personality; the second is representative of psychological growth-
individuation-but has not been addressed by psychoanalysis enough
because brother-sister or child-parent relationships are given more
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emphasis; the third is addressed at length by scholars who adhere to the
discourse of strife among women; and the fourth may be due to rejection
by a real sister/wicked sister and/or loss of a real sibling.

Some, like Grimm'’s “Snow White and Rose Red” are perfect opposites in
perfect harmony. They are not only praised by their parents for their good
behavior and sisterly love, they demonstrate their cooperation in the story
by helping both the bear and the dwarf; further, they are rewarded for their
efforts with marriage to two brothers; it is assumed that they then live
happily ever after, together.

Sisters who fight and reconcile may do so against a common enemy, as
in the story of “Bluebeard,” collected by Charles Perrault. Two sisters,
neither of whom desire to marry Bluebeard, quarrel over who should have
to go with him. They soon reconcile, however, when the younger one gets
into trouble by becoming too curious and opening the only room in the
house forbidden to her: a room that contains the bodies of Bluebeard's
former wives. Bluebeard, upon discovering the elder comes to her rescue
by calling their brothers to rescue them both.

Others exemplify the sister who is unable to understand the heroine
and/or is jealous of her good fortune, like those of Psyche, in the Greek
myth of Eros and Psyche. In some versions of the tale, Psyche’s sisters can
neither see Eros, nor his palace; they believe Psyche to have gone mad.” In
other versions, their vindictive and jealous acts cause their demise.?

While myths and fairy tales present sisters in a more “archetypical” form,
later literary works involve sisters who are a combination of more than one
type. One should mention those that arise in Shakespeare'’s plays; however,
they are less relevant to our discussion, as they are more often bonds of
animosity rather than companionship. For example, Bianca and Katherine
in Shakespeare’s Taming of the Shrew are at odds not only over their
differences in personality, but also their radically different outlooks on
society. They reconcile only through marriage, and the viewer cannot be



YORAP 2012-2013 (" &z "B+ D) #EZ %) W5 Y VARI VL IXFOYRICHIF BLERLTOM] 259
Report YORAP 2012-2013 “Thinking about <Bonds Between ‘'Women'>":
Symposium “Women'’s Friendship and Literature”

sure whether they will ever really like each other. In King Lear, the sisters
Gonerill and Regan are pernicious and conniving; furthermore, after the
third sister Cordelia is banished, they fight amongst themselves and
Gonerill ends up poisoning Regan and then committing suicide. While
Cordelia seems to forgive them, their bond cannot ever be one of
friendship.

In contrast to Shakespeare’s sisters, horribly at odds with each other,
Sophocles’s Antigone and Ismene are inseparable until they quarrel over
the burial of their brother, Polyneices, in Sophocles’s Antigone. From
Antigone’s perspective, their relationship is antagonistic; Ismene has
betrayed her sister, and worse, betrayed their faith/customs, in refusing to
help Antigone bury their brother against the King's decree. Yet Ismene
offers to share in Antigone’s fate; or stand in judgment in her stead:

Ismene: But amid your troubles | am not ashamed to make myself
your companion in misfortune.

Antigone: Whose deed it was, Hades and the dead can testify. | do
not care for a friend who shows her friendship in words.

Ismene: No, sister, do not refuse me the right to die with you and pay
tribute to the dead.

Antigone: Do not share my death, and do not lay claim to things in
which you had no hand. My dying will suffice (Sophocles, 540—-548).

It is clear that Ismene wishes to share the blame with Antigone for the
burial. But her motive is unclear from the text: whether she wishes to take
credit for Antigone’s adherence to their faith, or whether she would rather
die with her sister than see her sister suffer (or lose her), we do not know.
The play, focusing on Antigone’s perspective and actions, does not give us
a chance to delve too deeply into Ismene’s inner thoughts. It is clear,
however, that Ismene wants both a sister and a companion in Antigone. Yet
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Antigone, with her words, “I do not care for a friend who shows her
friendship in words,” rejects both.

In poetry, the sisters Lizzie and Laura of Christina Rossetti's “The Goblin
Market” not only present companionship with sexual overtones, they are
so inseparable that one cannot live without the other. They are both
tempted by the fruits from the Goblin Market, but it is Laura who eats the
forbidden food, and Laura who then dwindles away with obsession —
because only those who have not eaten the fruit can hear its sellers
hawking. Lizzie braves the same fate by going to get her the same Goblin
fruits that made Laura sick as the anti-dote to make her well. The poem
concludes with Laura telling her children how her sister is the most
important person in her life:

“For there is no friend like a sister

In calm or stormy weather;

To cheer one on the tedious way,

To fetch one if one goes astray,

To lift one if one totters down,

To strengthen whilst one stands.” (Rossetti, 47)

Sisters, Laura seems to be telling her children, are more than blood
relations; they are one’s lifeline. Further, they can pull “life out of death”
(Rossetti, 41). In other words, sisters can be each other’s salvation and,
perhaps, resurrection. Their faith, undisturbed by the more broad social
order (one notes that no one tells Lizzie not to save Laura), can subscribe a
definition of sister that is both kin and best friend.

Thus, we find sisterly relationships complicated by perspective: on one
hand, a sister may truly present herself to be wicked, vindictive and
conniving. On the other hand, the companionship of sisters may be a
matter of life and death, as with Lizzie and Laura in Rossetti’'s poem. In
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more ambiguous cases, such as that of Antigone and Ismene, sisters may
find themselves at odds, one longing for companionship and the other
rejecting that desire.

In modern literature, the line between sisterhood and sister can become
more ambiguous still, complicated both with the desire to connect as
friends and the social burden to take care of each other as an inseparable
family unit. The sisters in Shirley Jackson's stories present a prime example
of this ambiguity. More often than not, the stories also feature
psychologically disturbed heroines who experience difficulties with their
families and their surroundings. Some of those heroines quest for
something stable to call "home” and people to call “family.” It is important
to note that Jackson does not emphasize the importance of family as
equivalent to blood relationships as much as she emphasizes family as a
psychological or psychic connection.

The Complexity of Female Companionship in We Have Always Lived in
the Castle

We Have Always Lived in the Castle presents the story of two sisters whose
relationship is complicated by a secret of parricide: the story’s narrator,
Mary Katherine Blackwood (nicknamed Merricat), has poisoned most of
her family by putting arsenic into the sugar bowl at dinner, and made her
sister, Constance, into her accomplice. Constance was put on trial instead
of Merricat and subsequently aquitted. Following the legal ordeal, the two
sisters continue to live in the venerable Blackwood family estate with their
Uncle Julian, who survived the poisoning but was mentally disabled by it.
The story starts just before Constance and Merricat's cousin Charles comes
to visit and tries to take possession of the house and the family’s
belongings and bring them back to the city with him. While Constance is
being indecisive about whether to leave or stay, Merricat’s antagonism
towards Charles escalates, resulting in the burning of the mansion. All but
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the back rooms of the first floor are reduced to ash; Uncle Julian dies, but
Merricat and Constance escape and hide in the woods. Afterward, they
return to the house, and Charles’ final attempts to lure them away fail.
Merricat and Constance decide to remain in the house, basically living only
in the kitchen; Merricat remarks that they have come to live on the moon

"o

at last, and their house, which “smelled of smoke and ruin” “was a castle,
turreted and open to the sky” (Jackson, 177). We Have Always Lived in the
Castle is story with complex imagery and character development as well as
a heavy plotline that is deeply connected to the theme of sisterhood as an
alternative to the patriarchal social order.

First, despite the very gothic overtone, much of the book comes off as
darkly comic, and the harmony between the sisters echoes that of Snow

White and Rose Red, Lizzie and Laura. Merricat describes her sister thusly:

When | was small | thought Constance was a fairy princess. | used to
try to draw her picture, with long golden hair and eyes as blue as the
crayon could make them, and a bright pink spot on either cheek; the
pictures always surprised me, because she did look like that; even at
the worst time she was pink and white and golden, and nothing had
ever seemed to dim the brightness of her. She was the most precious
person in my world, always (Jackson, 28).

This description sounds more like something out of a fairy tale than a
description of a real person. Merricat has a tendency to describe the world
around her in terms of story-telling, not unlike the aforementioned
Grimm's or Perrault’s heroines. Like those heroines, her story-world is real,
and it revolves entirely around the magical atmosphere she has woven
around her sister, the center of her world. We are not privy to Constance's
thoughts, as the story is narrated by Merricat. However, it is obvious
through Constance’s actions (washing the arsenic-laden sugar bowl so
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Merricat is not accused, cooking for her constantly, and staying with her in
the burnt-out house rather than seek comfort elsewhere) that the
relationship is reciprocal.

The narration of We Have Always Lived in the Castle relies heavily on the
implied mental instability of the narrator, Merricat, to give an uncanny
perspective of the tragic events that befall the Blackwood family both
before and after the trial. Merricat's remarkable strangeness is evident from
the very first paragraph of the story. Therein, she states that if she had been
lucky she would “have been born a werewolf,” dislikes both baths and
dogs, and likes her sister and the death cup mushroom (Jackson, 1).
Seemingly random pieces of information like this abound in Merricat’s
narration: she repeatedly states that she wishes she could “live on the
moon;” she takes items from the house and buries them, nails them to
trees, or breaks them in significant fashion in a way that reminds one of
totems. All of these objects once belonged to her deceased parents and
represent their fractured power. Therefore, it may be extrapolated that she
is using their latent power to protect herself and her sister from unnamed
enemies, which exist past the boundaries of the drive and the woods
beyond the house itself, and who desire to revert the Blackwood home
back into a locus of the patriarchal order.

While humans normally understand their identities as separate beings
through the process of individuation, Merricat instead determines her
individuality as a discrete being by linguistically and physically
constructing signs and symbols (totems) that further her separation from
the rest of society. By using these symbols, she both connects and
distances herself from the past of the Blackwood family, which she
perceives as a threat. Her skills of determining the difference between the
objects that belonged to her family and her feelings for her family, whether
love or hate, have been destroyed. Having replaced her family with the
objects themselves, she separates herself from the morality that had been



264

imposed upon her by the social order in her household prior to their
deaths and therefore feels no remorse for having murdered them. One
might suppose at this point that Merricat is insane because she cannot
differentiate between real objects and their representations anymore. The
objects delegated as protective totems are merely phantoms of anxiety
and nostalgia, belonging to a prior time when Merricat asserts that her
parents cared about her and her family was at the top of the town
hierarchy.

Constance seems to understand and even encourage her sister’s
delusions. Thus, significantly, Merricat wishes to live in the sphere of
comfort and unconditional love provided to her by her sister. This sphere
rejects all forces and persons representative of the old order, which she
associates with oppression. In other words, Merricat desires to make real
her perception of a mothering ideal to which her mother miserably failed
to reach—but which her sister Constance represents to her. Constance, in
turn, wants to embody her sister’s ideal. According to Julia Kristeva, this
presents a kind of projective identification, or “since | do not wish to know
that | hate her, she hates me.” In other words, the hatred that the sisters
feel towards their mother is expressed only as her hatred for them. That
hatred enables Merricat and Constance replace their negative mother-
daughter relationship with their positive sisterly bond.

Perhaps Merricat's parents never treated their daughters badly; we are
given no evidence either way. We only know that her sister Constance does
treat her in the way she wishes to be treated. Kristeva tells us that the child
in question, who refuses to admit that it is she who hated her parents and
not her parents who hated her, need not elaborate on the subject of
hatred. She desires merely to assimilate her parents in order to replace
them. Assimilating her parents by murdering them gives her the power to
choose their replacement (Kristeva, New Maladies of the Soul, 186). She has
destroyed her mother in order to install her elder sister in the role of
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mother instead, and in doing so, also rejects her place in the household as
an adult. It seems a warping of the concept of the Oedipal complex, in
which one desires to replace one's parents by way of violent revolt and
murder (Ibid.). Nevertheless, it is this transgression that precipitates
Merricat's further delusions: by murdering her parents and destroying their
home, she has stormed the castle and violently overthrown the family
hierarchy. In so doing, achieved her ultimate happiness: to live in an
alternative social order defined by sisterly friendship.

This happiness is threatened only by Cousin Charles’s visit. She blames
his ability to intrude upon their relationship on the failure of her totems:

Charles had only gotten in because the magic was broken; if | could
re-seal the protection around Constance and shut Charles out he
would have to leave the house. Every touch he made on the house
must be erased.

“Charles is a ghost,” | said, and Constance sighed (Jackson, 99).

Not only is Merricat referring to “magic” here, she also refers to Charles as a
“ghost.” He is indeed a ghost in that he recalls their deceased father and
mother, a ghost of the patriarchal order that Merricat thought she had
destroyed. As a ghost, Charles belongs to a land of the supernatural
beyond human control, and can infiltrate Merricat's "protection.” But
Charles is no match for the sisters’ co-dependency and fierce loyalty to
each other. Instead of being able to coax Constance into coming away with
him, he only succeeds in making Merricat hate him; at first, Constance is
willing to differentiate herself from Merricat. But eventually, because
Merricat hates him, Constance comes to doubt him too. Like Lizzie and
Laura, Constance and Merricat loathe being at odds, and further, are
unwilling to allow anyone else to intrude on their relationship. Thus, if
Merricat hates someone, Constance logically seems to follow.
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The intense bond between the sisters is not only visible through
Merricat's hatred and rejection of Charles; it is also symbolized by the
kitchen and Constance’s obsession with it. After the Blackwood Estate is
burnt by angry villagers at the end of the story, the top floors, the parlour,
and the dining room, all are burnt and uninhabitable, perhaps indicating
that a hierarchy has been completely destroyed along with that part of the
house: the dining room was the scene of the parricide, the parlour where
the matriarchs entertained guests (a custom that Merricat disdained
despite admiring the room itself), the upper rooms proof of where the
family lived and slept (but also where Merricat was often punished by
being sent up to bed without supper). Out of all of those many rooms, the
disarray of the kitchen is the only thing that shocks Constance.

“My kitchen,” Constance said. "My kitchen.”

She stood in the doorway, looking. | thought that we had
somehow not found our way back correctly through the night, that
we had somehow lost ourselves and come back through the wrong
gap in time, or the wrong door, or the wrong fairy tale. Constance
put her hand against the door frame to steady herself, and said
again, "My kitchen, Merricat” (Jackson, 167-8).

The kitchen, which has been the scene of many important moments
between the sisters, is rendered here as a sacred space and its defilement
leaves the sisters questioning reality, wondering whether they went
through “the wrong door” or even made a leap through time. It is also in
this scene that the sisters decide to re-consecrate the kitchen as the only
room that they will inhabit in the burnt-out house-and both insist that they
are "so happy” (Jackson, 214). Constance’s focus on food as a main indicator
of the ability to provide for one’s family, especially good-tasting food
prepared with a merry attitude, recalls the sphere of "happy homemaking,”
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and the sphere of many “happy” Blackwood wives and mothers and is also
deeply connected to Merricat's ideal of womanhood. It is curious then that
Merricat should idealize what her sister makes, instead of her mother or
foremothers. Dietary organization and nutrition may also be read as a “full
acceptance of archaic and gratifying relationship to the mother” and of “a
prolific and protective motherhood” (Kristeva, Powers of Horror, 115). If the
reconciliation between mother and daughter can be achieved through
satisfying the body’s need for nourishment (Ibid.), it is certainly significant
that their mother was more concerned with keeping them out of the
drawing room, where she entertained her guests than she was with the
preparation of the food (Jackson, 33—-34). After their mother’s death,
Constance and Merricat live almost all of their lives in the kitchen and
“toward the back of the house, on the lawn and the garden where no one
else ever came,” as if they no longer need to pretend that the other rooms
of the house have meaning for them (Ibid., 28). The only thing they do
worry about is the fragility of their hermit existence, which is best
represented by the two teacups, which Constance fears might break at any
moment (Jackson, 212). Even without a handle, a cup can be used. How-
ever, for Constance, who has already lost most of her kitchen wares and
supplies from previous generations of women, the breaking of one more
item would remind her of what they lost, instead of allowing her to focus
on what she has gained: the companionship of her sister.

The happiness of the sisters in We Have Always Live in the Castle is one
characterized by murder and destruction of both the traditional family
structure and societal values. Rather than mother/daughterhood as
reigning central to the growth of Jackson's female characters, it is the
nurturing of sisterhood that becomes privileged because it circumvents
the social order and creates a narcissistic world in which Merricat will be
cared for but never punished. While it may be said that “mother/
daughterhood is ... one of the most persistent ways that feminism has
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articulated women's alternative networks of communication,” Jackson'’s
novel has a more profound statement to make about the image of sisterly
affection (Williams, 52). In choosing to live in the remains of her burnt
house with her sister, Jackson only companions, female or otherwise, that
Merricat and Constance need are each other. Thus sisterhood in We Have
Always Lived in the Castle triumphs over the patriarchal order. Perhaps it is
not exactly the way Antigone would have liked to have triumphed over
Creon, but it is certainly something.

Conclusion

In conclusion, sisterly relationships in Western literature present a
complex image of female companionship. In the works briefly examined in
this presentation, from fairy tales and myth to modern novels, sisterhood is
represented as both a blood tie and a friendship that has the power to
sustain life. In Shirley Jackson's works, the propensity of her heroines to
choose their sisters over the social order is represented in the relationship
between Merricat and Constance in We Have Always Lived in the Castle. Their
relationship recalls those of other sisters in literature, such as Lizzie and
Laura of Rossetti's “Goblin Market” and presents itself in juxtaposition to
the relationships of sisters in discord like those of Shakespeare’s King Lear
and the Oedipus plays of Sophocles.

Inseparable friendships between sisters evoke an ambiguity that asks us
to challenge our ideas about the role of sister as merely “wicked” or “good.”
These relationships force us to reexamine our own definition of sisterhood
and its place in the social hierarchy of both society and family. Family and
the social order do seem to circumscribe sisterhood, yet sisters stand apart
from it unyielding. Whether real, or fiction, we should reconsider the
importance of female companionship and its effects in our reading and
discussion of literature.
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Footnotes

w

Born in California in 1916, Shirley Hardie Jackson completed 6 full-length novels,
numerous short stories and humorous autobiographical tales before her sudden
death in 1965 of heart failure. Jackson’s works focus on “her interest in the dark
side of human nature” (Bloom, 1996). For that reason, some reviewers of Shirley
Jackson'’s literature have compared her to traditionally gothic authors. Although
her authorial universe may recall gothic style of the works of James and
Hawthorne, its seams cannot be described by a simple lack of rationale in regards
to the supernatural, or a perversion caused by commitment to obtaining
knowledge beyond worldly means. There is, indeed, nothing so ordinary about
the way Shirley Jackson treats her heroines.

See C. S. Lewis's lesser-known work, Till We Have Faces, in which the relationship
between the sisters features prominently.

Apuleius addresses this type of sisterly antagonism in his version of the tale. See
61-66.

Simply speaking, symbol or sign with a deep relationship to a projected emotion.
For example, a neurotic cannot consciously admit his or her feelings with regard
to his or her mother, so he or she must project those feelings onto an object
symbolic of his or her mother. Freud examines this topic in depth in his essay
“Totem and Taboo.” See Freud, “Totem and Taboo,” 1-162.

Kristeva describes the modern situation of a growing number of borderline,
narcissistic and psychosomatic patients who misidentify, engage in projective
identification, narcissistic reiteration, or have other troubles with verbal
representations that do not really demonstrate the difference between the | and
the other. See Kristeva, New Maladies of the Soul, 179.
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Report: YoRAP 2012-2013 “Thinking about <Bonds Between ‘Women’>"
Event “Overcoming Hardships with <Bonds Between ‘Women’>:
Thinking about the ‘Lesbian’ Network in Asia”

Tuesday, 15th January, 2013

Coordinators

Habiba-Mao UEDA

Center for Gender Studies, Research Institute Assistant
Hikari MOKUTA

Center for Gender Studies, Research Institute Assistant

On March 9th and 10th, 2013, YoRAP's weekend event “Overcoming
Hardships with <Bonds Between 'Women'>: Thinking about the ‘Lesbian’
Network in Asia” was held at the International Conference Room in ICU
Dialogue House. The word “bond” reminds us of a heteronormative and
patriarchal context that was often utilized to support the Great Eastern
Japan Earthquake relief. This event aimed to reconsider the possibility and
hardships of the <bonds between ‘'women’>, which opposes that
oppressive kind of “bond,” what it means to be a “lesbian” and a “woman”
living in this society, and sharing thoughts as to how “women” can connect
and survive with in heteronormative society. The primary purpose was to
share problems and situations as “women” in the context of Asia, thus we
invited activists from Japan and Korea who have built and continue to
sustain the <bonds between ‘women’> and support the connections of
“lesbians.”

One of the achievements of this event was that we reaffirmed the
importance of the bonds between “women” through out the generations.
Hence, this event was a trigger to creata connection to a future theme
(Sexuality in “Asia”), the purpose of which was to find out the possibility of
constructing a network in order to survive heteronormative society.
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Agenda:

Day 1 (March 9, 2013)

Opening (13:00-13:10)

- Kazuko TANAKA (International Christian University /founder of CGS)
- Habiba-Mao UEDA

Opening Documentary Film (13:10-15:00)
“OUT: Smashing Homophobia Project” (2007)
Language: Korean/subtitles in Jp/En

Break (15:00—-15:15)

Presentation (15:15-15:45)
Feminist Video Activism WOM
+ LEE, Young (Director)

+ LEE, Hye-ran (Producer)

+ HONG, So-in (Researcher)

Floor Discussion (15:45-17:00)

Closing (17:00-17:10)
+ Hikari MOKUTA

ICU LGBIT Circle: Sumposion
[Rainbow Voices from ICU * Preview] (2013)
- Sumposion members

Day 2 (March 10, 2013)
Opening (12:30—-12:40)
+ Hikari MOKUTA
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Symposium (12:40—15:45. 30 minutes each)

- WAKABAYASHI, Naeko (Regumi Studio Tokyo)

- Chizuka OE (LOUD)

+ Seiko KAZAWA (Rainbow Community colLLabo)

- Miho OKADA (Rape Crisis Network: RC-NET)

* Yumi UCHIDA (Sexuality and Human Rights Network ESTO)

Floor Discussion (16:00—17:30)

Closing (17:30-17:40)
- Habiba-Mao UEDA
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Urgent Need for Childcare Facility at ICU
An Nguyen
ICU Graduate School

I am An, | come from Vietnam. | am the first year student of ICU, Master
course specialized in public economics. Now, | live in Japan with my small
daughter (2 years old). And my husband and my mother had to come to
Japan to support me (only for short term). In my opinion, | think ICU should
have a nursery department or nursery school to facilitate the mother
student like me.

Firstly, if | stay in Japan without any family member, especially my small
daughter, it is a very difficult time for me to focus on studying, since every
day | spend at least 4, 5 hours to call and connect or wait for the phone call,
video call from my family in Japan. And | am not sure about my baby
situation when | live in Japan, for example when she is ill or any problem
with her, | could not study all day. This term, with my baby and my mother
in ICU, | can still focus on studying in ICU library and take care of my baby
when | have free time. My friend always ask me “why | have much energy to
do everything with my family here” because my friend lives lonely and she
did not have enough time to finish all the things she needs to do. | answer
her that the power from love of my baby and my husband in Vietnam.

So, for me, my baby supports me so much when she stays here with me,
everything becomes better with us.

Secondly, when ICU has the specialized nursery department, then many
mother students can enroll in ICU and the quality of an international
university like ICU will be improved clearly. And all mother students will
feel comfortable to continue studying in ICU. In my case, | have to pay a lot
of money to buy air ticket for my husband and my mother to come to
Japan and also every month | have to spend a lot of money to purchase
everything for my family in Japan. If ICU can support me to take care of my
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baby, | can feel more comfortable to live in Japan because of the expensive
price here. | can save more money to take care of my baby better in Japan.

Finally, | hope that ICU can consider quickly about the plan of a nursery
department in ICU then when my mom goes back home in July, | can come
to school every day and do not need to worry about my baby. Because in
Mitaka, it is very difficult to find a public nursery school and then when my
mom goes back, | have to plan every day to find some friends to give me a
hand to keep my baby in the class time.

Thank you very much.
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From 14th to 17th Meetings of the Tama Gender Education
Network 2013
March 28, 2013 - January 23, 2014

Hosts: Etsuko Kato, Kazuko Tanaka, Center for Genders Studies (CGS), ICU
Kimiko Kimoto, Center for Gender Research and Social Sciences
(CGraSs), Hitotsubashi University

The Tama Gender Education Network (hereafter “Network”) is an
association of full-time and part-time teachers who teach gender-related
courses at universities in Tama district. The Network was launched in
November of 2010. The Japanese academic environment, which dis-
courages the institutionalization of gender studies, tends to cause teachers
of this academic area to be isolated from each other. The Network's goal is
to support the teachers and empower them by providing opportunities to
share their experiences, teaching skills and the many hardships they
face. In order to enhance face-to-face relationships, the Network started
within the district of Tama.

This year's meetings had various presentations with themes including
the body, modern history of women and girls, and work-life
balance. Additionally, the Network began gathering in TAMA Women'’s
Center this year, under the generous auspices of the gender equality
promotion section of the Tama municipal government. The Network
hopes to contribute further to our local communities in the future.

For inquiries about past and future meetings or membership, please feel
free to contact us at: tama.gender.education@gmail.com

Etsuko Kato



2013 FfE CGS JEENRE 311
AY 2013 CGS Activity Report

2013FEI T VARt 2— (CGS) FEIRE

WEFH

48168 (k) -178H (K -18H (K)
F—T 2 — - pGSSEHEARRIE

473308 () ~BFHGER ME
1. 20127 = S Z XA 7« 7S
BEE  FEEE RRAFAER)
B E:48308~ (REANER)

2. 7T DHRE)

Z & LHTETF

HEYE  IERTE (CGSHIZEFBIF)
H K:5878~ (BEAEH)

3. REEER

BLHE IS (CGSEHBRE)

H K:5H2H~

48308 ()

B4l SOH7T THEE

% P YIvA—HRtEYA—

HEEA | BEF (—RBRFARFEF. CGSHZEAEBIF) . MEEZ (CGSEHF/E)

58278 (B)

250 ZbhA7T THE

%5 FhiYrIvA—HRtr2—

HEEA L TEF (—BAFEAERR. CGSHIZEFREITF) . NEEK— (CGSEHBR)



312

6H3H (B) ~6H8H (1)

10

R-Week 1 N> ERS

6838 (B)

R-Week £rR58/ES

DIELIEEOANE —V 04— /20227 T4/ TAZVT 4D
FEOMRAESES

SEET - BRI E AR AZE TV 7 KR 2—EEMRE)
5P EREEHAFEAREE2625E

6848 (N

R-Week H7 A N> b 1 /\NALEYZ Zw o1

Hig I ARt 2 —/ICU LGBIT—7%7 /1 [Sumposion |
B  EREEHAY Ol GRERTZETUT)

685H (K)

R-Week 5578 ER { BELTVEIEOT? —LGBT LBIHRIEICHE
ITB57 75— bRENLSEZS

AL RARER WEBA1/N\—Y T RE)

TR EREEHAY AfE2625=E

686H (K)

R-Week BRE] LB © H=>F77 h %% Z % [TORCH SONG TRILOGY)
R—JU« RAO— FEEE (1988F7 A AH. HZ—. 119%9)

B BEREBHAE VARt a2—

6878 (&)

R-Week7—7 >3 v [@lF | B1HE | Ofc LDREAL-Re:Bit D/EE)
HSICUDREEE 2 %

#EED L NIERRD. BRTRR (BREAFLRFLENEKRe:Bit)



2013 F/E CGS JEEhRE 313
AY 2013 CGS Activity Report

G EREERARE AfE 3625F

6H3H (H) ~6H8H (%)
R-Week 57 : R-Week B &E=557 1 77
LR EREEHAE KENEZEE KEIF TV VAR—/b

68128 (K

Eeolm SHH7TRME

B VT ARt 2 —

HEEA L BEN (—IBAFAF . CGSHIZEFREIF) . MK (CGSEHKBE)

7848 (K
[ZEY 1 VRZ—HEXRY NT—7 ] 15025
BF TAMAZ > 2 —

88178 (1)

SOAT T PR—AXY v )l

IR D e i R

HEEA ¢ EHER (ICUKXFR. CGSHIZEFENF) . ML= (CGSHEHER)

WFkFH

98 CGSZa1—XL%— 0165H(T

9B 11 H (K)

f—rtvay BRCBTZITVE— w0 aT )T 5EZD
BRT EREBHARE VivA—MRtr2—

Hg I ARt Z— pGSS (IR — v T aTUT AR
AT 4 —)



314

98178 () -18H (K)
F—T v 2— - pGSSEEARRE

9H18H (K ~MFHTER e

1. Black Queer Studies: A Critical Anthology

E. Patrick Johnson, Mae G. Henderson /&

AYE | EHAR (ICUFEEE)

H E:98188H~ (mEKER)

2. ASIAPACIFIQUEER: RETHINKING GENDERS AND SEXUALITIES
HYE FHE (ICUEEE)

H E:98198~ (@EKER)

3. IR—=2 w7 - AV ALAPIL. fBSESCHR

Z E lLH=

BHE FEEE (BEREXFEARFER. CGSHEFENF)
H BE:98258~ (@EKER)

4. MEHEFEER

EYE LT (CGSEHBE)

H B:10818~

98248 (N

B70 S0H7T THEE

% P YIvA—HRtEYA—

HEEA | BEF (—RBRFARFEF. CGSHZEAEBIF) . MEEZ (CGSEHF/E)

108198 (1)

VI VE—HELZ— 2014FEERI0BERI T LAY b

[AAA Dialogues 7 A7 XL+ 70774 EXL -7 —h 5585, CGSD
InETEIhD 5]

18 P EREEHAE X700\ 2F EESER



2013 FfE CGS JEENRE 315
AY 2013 CGS Activity Report

108218 (B)

$B8[0 IbhAH7T ThHME

%5 FiiYrvAaA—HRtr2—

HEEA L TEF (—BAFEAERR. CGSHIZEFREIT) . MK (CGSEHBR)

108318 (K)
(2B TV A—HEXY FT—7] £16EEE
% AT TAMAZLME > 2 —

11888 (&)

%90 SbA 7T TRk

B RV vA—HEty2—

HEEA IER—E (ICUFEEE). ML (CGSEHRE)

12813H (&)

HEEER w717 U T EHRBET VT A ERL~TEYT Ry b
iRl ABLTEZ S~

E OB WIIEE CULANEFRE -S4 777 4EXN)

1% P EREBHAY AEE2035F

128178 (&) ~REHFES R

1. IRN=2w oAV ALEI T VA= EEDSELSDOEMICHEIFT T
" & BHEEE. ABHAT. BNET. BERLEIHT

HLEE FEEE (BEREAFAFER. CGSHIZRFENF)

B B:12818H~ (BEKER)

2. [V 2—L@UHERI

BE A)—TA )= FyHU LAY

I FEEMEOBULESD © F LVLZEDRE]S



316

EEZE ATIRR - IREV=T7VFT)btw>
Iz 2—ERENE)

Z2 B 07TV Y

1B43E | FIEERE (CGSHAZERREIF)

B B:128198~ (BEKER)

3. BEEES

EYE  EKZ (CGSEHBRE)

B B:128178~

128178 (L)
DI VEBE—ERY R T I B — AT )T A AT v — R
B _Fs

FTUNITED IN ANGER —ACT UP DFESE—]
% P EBREEHAY YVIivH-—MEtyE—
TEWH]  EEREFAV

128188 (K)

100 SoH7T ThE

% P YVIvA—MREYA—

HEEAN L TEE(—BARFERE . CGSHIZEFEIF) . ML (CGSEHF/R)

18208 (B)

E11E ShAH7 Ik

B BT YVIVvA—MREtYA—

HEEA [ EEYE (—BAFAFER. CGSHZEFEIF). FTHER (ICUKFPr.
CGSHZErTEhF)

18238 (K)
[ZEY 1 VRZ—HEXY NT—7 ] F17E2E
%5 FriTAMALM > 2—



2013 FfE CGS JEEhRE 317
AY 2013 CGS Activity Report

18288 (&)

b—vtvay THAETEAD | KETDOFET #3]

I—Tax—42— £HEX EBREBHKRE #HHE Y2ty
72— BEEB)

1% AT EREBEATE RIyBREIAATOTINIRA2ME PREE

2A1H (1)

B2E HfeHhVIvE— I 2AT)TABHER MRREE/HEE N
I/ AZXHEDITIS

B B)HEE

BEEN—V8R  EHY (—BREARER. CGSHZEREIF)

Ly RU7 TR TCHFEETLLY

BE FavAYy

HoEE b —7 8%  EEE (CGSBIF)

% BT EREEHARE RAERLEIZA7ATNVA2ME EREREE

2848 O

HERSIOAT T @K

% P BNNBEMIEA (RRAEEAEARF v /R #ER4ME427)
HEEA D BIIEEF RRNAEBRFZAFR). THE (—BRFXRFL.
CGSHRZEFRENTF)

28198 (k)

£120 AT THE

5 FiiYrvA—HRtr2—

HEEA D EN (—RBAFAERR. CGSHIZABF). LAER (ICUKFHb.
CGSHZRRIBhF)



318

2822H (1)

J1UA—HEEt 42— YoRAP (Young Research Action Project)
RIATAE R RHEERR

BERsCHEE !

FHER (ICUKXREF. CGSHIZEAEIF)

(RL—2 7B 5 1] BEDDEAVEZEZ D —LA LITHEENE
EBETMEETDHLA) LTHE—]

BHYE (—BARFEARFF. CGSHAZEFEIF)

MRFOEHE ZFEEEE] OFEHRE —HEHEDLS 1950 FKICHIT 5
BADMRBMEEDE 51—

B PERE

EEE (BERMARFEARFER. CGSHZEFREIF)

VLA LBLITORBE —AHZ>J/ 78N 70-€y baEFHHLY
EL7Ty

IAVT—2— £HEXE (EREERAT LiERE. C(GSEEES)

% P EREEHKRE E—HEMEAE (ERB-1) 3475=

3888 (1)

T ARt 2 — YoRAP (Young Research Action Project)
REMRRER  DCET R A= TOHER—TITI XL, 7478
. RESMHETD TR 55

WEE

KREF¥ (LIERFHEED. HAENE)

[(HIPBERENRR) ~DIEZHNERS EE~ TN (B & GRR
HFERTF (Tv I ARFERERELRIARIZ/ RRAFAF BT EIAER
. JIZZXL U« TER)

(ATAA) BV «TT5EpY)—lEHwlddhw T LT TIVEEEK]
AT == AR (KIRAKEARER XEHERD

MEAR BKET RRAERER HBaXtitEish

=74 X—2— EAARBTF ERARFAFR HKEEHER BLR



2013 FfE CGS JEEHRE 319
AY 2013 CGS Activity Report

2. CGSHIZFIBIF)

3A9H (H)

AP Foit SRERS LOBRBE 2/ \—7T 1 —

A RV D EDE S DB

= 5 EFEBEAT RIWRLILCTOTN\TX 2F ERREE.
RERE ATUY

3B CGSYv—HIV D2 F—=&E072a7 )T 4] EISHT]

b

CGSATT = 7H 1 I TCGS Onlinel, W1 w2 —nI77 7> b, Facebook
TIFRERs. BHREEHLTVET,

CGSZa1—RALAZ—, CGSTYY—F)V [V B =&t ra7UT+] I
[CGSOnline] THA T >A—RTEET,



320

AY 2013 Activity Report, ICU Center for Gender Studies (CGS)

B Spring Term

Tuesday, 16th — Thursday, April 18th
Open Center at CGS, pGSS Briefing Sessions

From Monday, April 30th, 2013: Spring Term Reading Groups
1. 20th Century Feminism, Readings on Queer Theater
Organizer: Nabi ITO (Graduate School, University of Tokyo)
Date: Every other Tuesday, from 30th April

2. Kea no syakaigaku

Author: Chizuko UENO

Organizer: Miho MATSUZAKI (CGS, RIA)

Date: Tuesdays, from 7th May

3. Film Screening

Organizer: Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Date: Thursdays, from 2nd May

Tuesday, April 30th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.4

Organizer: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS
RIA), Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Venue: CGS

Monday, May 27th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.5

Organizer: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA), Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Venue: CGS
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Monday, June 3rd-Saturday, June 8th
R-Week Project Vol.1

Monday, June 3rd

“Our Human Rights—the Subject of Gender/Sexuality/Ethnicity and
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights—"

Lecturer: Yasuko MOROOKA (Osaka University of Economics and
Law)

Venue: Room H-262, International Christian University

Tuesday, June 4th

BAKAYAMA Picnic!!

Co-host: CGS/ICU LGBTI circle “Sumposion”

Venue: BAKAYAMA, International Christian University

Wednesday, June 5th

“What is a Good Work Place? —Thinking about LGBT and Working
Environment through Survey by Questionnaire —"

Lecturer: Maki MURAKI (Nijiiro Diversity, Leader)

Venue: Room H-262, International Christian University

Thursday, June 6th

Film Screening: Thinking about Coming Out, “TORCH SONG TRILOGY”
Director: Paul BOGART (1988)

Venue: CGS

Friday, June 7th

Workshop, “Tell it! Do it! My Reality —Thinking about Problems at
ICU through Action with Re:Bit—"

Lecturer: Natsumi OGAWA, Chinami SASAHARA (Re:Bit)
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Monday, June 3rd-Saturday, June 8th
“R-Week Special Exhibition: R-Week Book Fair”
Venue: Entrance Hall, Library, International Christian University

Wednesday, June 12th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.6

Organizer: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA), Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Venue: CGS

Thursday, July 4th
15th Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education
Venue: TAMA Women's Center

Saturday, August 17th

Fuwa Café, Summer special

Organizer: Habiba-Mao UEDA (Graduate School, ICU, CGS, RIA), Yuji KATO
(CGS, Office Coordinator)

Venue: CGS

B Autumn Term

September
Publication of the CGS Newsletter, No. 016

Wednesday, September 11th

Talk session: “Thinking about Gender, Sexuality, and Study Abroad”
Co-host: CGS, pGSS

Venue: CGS
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Tuesday, 17th -Wednesday, 18th, September
Open Center at CGS, pGSS Briefing Sessions

From Wednesday, September 18th: Autumn Term Reading Group
1. Black Queer Studies: A Critical Anthology

Editors: Patrick JOHNSON, Mae G. HENDERSON

Organizer: Daiki HIRAMORI (ICU undergraduate)

Date: Wednesdays, from 18th September

2. ASIAPACIFIQUEER: RETHINKING GENDERS AND SEXUALITIES
Organizer: Masashi YOSHIDA (ICU Undergraduate)

Date: Wednesdays, from 19th September

3. Beesikku inkamu nyumon

Author: Toru YAMAMORI

Organizer: Shingo HORI (Graduate School, Waseda University, CGS, RIA)
Date: Wednesdays, from 25th September

4. Film Screening

Organizer: Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Date: From 1st October

Tuesday, September 24th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.7

Organizer: Hikari Mokuta (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA), Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Venue: CGS

Saturday, October 19th

"The 10th Anniversary (2014) of the Founding of the ICU Center for Gender
Studies, Pre-Event”

“Academia, Activism, Art: Discussing CGS's Past, Present and Future”
Venue: International Conference Room, Dialogue House 2F, International
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Christian University

Monday, October 21st

Fuwa Cafe Vol.8

Organizer: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA), Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Venue: CGS

Thursday, October 31st
16th Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education
Venue: TAMA Women's Center

Friday, November 8th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.9

Organizer: Soichiro KAWAME (ICU undergraduate), Yuji KATO (CGS, Office
Coordinator)

Venue: CGS

Hl Winter Term

Friday, December 13th

Co-hosted Open Lecture: “Sexuality, Social Change and Activism:
Considering the Accomplishments of ‘Pink Dot Okinawa"

Lecturer: Hideki SUNAGAWA (Cultural Anthropologist, Gay Actvist)

Venue: Room H-203, International Christian University

From Tuesday, December 13th: Winter Term Reading Group

1. Beesikku inkamu to Jendaa-ikidurasa kara no kaiho

Editors: Kaori KATADA, Asako SHIROSAKI, Fumiko NOMURA, Fumiko YAKAHI
Organizer: Shingo HORI (Graduate School, Waseda University, CGS, RIA)
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Date: Wednesdays, from 18th December
2. Jendaa to Fukushikokka

Author: Mary DALY, Katherine RAKE
Byodo to kouritsu no fukushi kakumei: Atarasii josei no yakuwari
Author: Gosta ESPING-ANDERSEN
Jendaa to Kazoku kaigo

Author: Clare UNGERSON

Organizer: Miho MATSUZAKI (CGS, RIA)
Date: Tursedays, from 19th December

3. Film Screening

Organizer: Yuji KATO (CGS)

Date: From 17th December

Tuesday, 17th December
Film Screening: UNITED IN ANGER- A History of ACT UP
Venue: CGS

Wednesday, December 18th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.10

Organizer: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA), Yuji KATO (CGS, Office Coordinator)

Venue: CGS

Monday, January 20th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.11

Organizer: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA), Habiba-Mao UEDA (Graduate School, ICU, CGS, RIA)

Venue: CGS
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Thursday, January 23rd
17th Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education
Venue: TAMA Women's Center

Tuesday, January 28th, 2013

Talk Session: Let's talk about Parenting on Campus #3

Coordinator: Natsumi IKOMA (Associate Professor, ICU/Steering Member of
the CGS)

Venue: Medium Conference Room, Dialogue House 2F, International
Christian University

Saturday, February 1st

Mitaka Gender & Sexuality Film Festival in ICU

“Thus a Noise Speaks”

Director: Kaori ODA

Moderator: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA)

"Red Maria”

Director: Kyung SOON

Moderator: Shingo HORI (Graduate School, Waseda University, CGS, RIA)
Venue: International Conference Room, Dialogue House 2F, International
Christian University

Tuesday, February 4th

Syucho Fuwa Café@Tokyo University of Foreign Studies

Organizer: Emiko KARAKAWA (Graduate School, Tokyo University of Foreign
Studies), Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA)

Venue: Tokyo University of Foreign Studies
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Wednesday, February 19th

Fuwa Cafe Vol.12

Organizer: Hikari MOKUTA (Graduate School, Hitotsubashi University, CGS,
RIA), Habiba-Mao UEDA (Graduate School, ICU, CGS, RIA)

Venue: CGS

Saturday, February 22nd

CGS, YoRAP (Young Research Action Project): RIA Research Achievement
Presentations

Venue: Room ERB-347, International Christian University

Saturday, March 8th

CGS, YoRAP (Young Research Action Project): “The Light and Shadow of
Destabilizing Images - 'Viewing’ through the Lens of Visual Art Criticism,
Feminism, and Queer Theory”

Venue: International Conference Room, Dialogue House 2F, International
Christian University

Sunday, March 9th

Final Lecture and Happy Retirement Party for Prof. Kazuko TANAKA

Venue: International Conference Room, Dialogue House 2F and Area A of
Dining Room, ICU Dialogue House 1F, International Christian University

March
Publication of the CGS Journal, Gender and Sexuality, Vol.09

Note: Regular updates may be viewed on CGS Online, the official CGS
website, Twitter and facebook. The CGS newsletters and journal may also
be downloaded from the site.
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AY 2014 CGS Activity Schedule

Open Center
Date: April 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

Spring Term Reading Groups
Dates: April - June 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

Fuwa Café Vol.13
Date: April 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

18th Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education

Date: May 2014

Venue: International Christian University and other universities in Tama
region.

Fuwa Café Vol.14
Date: May 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

R-week project Vol.2
Dates: June 2014
Venue: International Christian University

Fuwa Café Vol.15
Date: June 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University
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19th Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education
Date: July 2014
Venue: International Christian University and other universities in Tama

region.

Open Center
Date: September 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

CGS Newsletter No.017
Slated for publication: September 2014

Fuwa Café Vol.16
Date: September 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

Autumn Term Reading Groups
Dates: From September to November, 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

ICU 60th Anniversary/CGS 10th Anniversary Symposium
Date: October 2014
Venue: International Christian University

Fuwa Café Vol.17
Date: October 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

20th Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education
Date: September 2014
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Venue: International Christian University and other universities in Tama
region.

Co-hosted Open Lecture: Approaches to Gender Studies
Date: October 2014
Venue: International Christian University

Fuwa Café Vol.18
Date: November 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

Winter Term Reading Groups
Dates: December 2014 to February 2015
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

Fuwa Café Vol.19
Date: December 2014
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

Fuwa Café Vol.20
Date: January 2015
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

21st Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education

Date: January 2015

Venue: International Christian University and other universities in Tama
region.

Talk session: Let’s talk about Parenting on Campus Vol.4
Date: January 2015
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Venue: International Christian University

CGS Film Festival
Date: February 2015
Venue: International Christian University

Fuwa Café Vol.21
Date: February 2015
Venue: Center for Gender Studies, International Christian University

Research Workshop by Young Researchers (YoRAP)
Date: February 2015
Venue: International Christian University

22th Meeting of the Tama Network for Gender Education

Date: March 2015

Venue: International Christian University and other universities in Tama
region.

CGS Journal Gender and Sexuality Vol.10
Slated for publication: March 2015

Note: Regular updates may be viewed on CGS Online, the official CGS
website, Twitter and Facebook. The CGS newsletters and journal may also
be downloaded from the site.
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Nozomi UEMATSU

D.Phil. Candidate in Sexual Dissidence in Literature and Culture,
School of English, University of Sussex

Ph.D. student in Graduate School of Language and Society,
Hitotsubashi University

Specialization: English Literature, Comparative Literature,
Feminist Literary Theory
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Diana KHOR

Professor, Department of Global and Interdisciplinary Studies,
Hosei University

Specialization: Sociology (gender & sexuality)
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Haruko KUDO

Ph.D. student, Graduate School of Social Science, Hitotsubashi University
Research Fellow, Japan Society for the Promotion of Science
Specialization: Sociology, Refugees, Migration, Gender, Queer studies
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Asako TANAKA

Ph.D. student, Graduate School of Social Science, Hitotsubashi University
Specialization: Gender, Sexuality, Social Science
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Yuka HIBINO

Ph.D. student, Graduate School of Language and Society,
Hitotsubashi University

Specialization: Literary Criticlsm
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Assistant Professor, Department of Comparative Literature,
Chulalongkorn University

Specialization: Women's literature, Literature of the marginalized,
Queer theory
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Mai IGARASHI

M.A. student, Graduate School of Social Science, Hitotsubashi University
Specialization: Critique of queer theory
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President, Ahni Publishing House Co,. Ltd.

Representative, Forum on Sexual Issues

Specialization: Sex education, Gender, Reproductive health, HIV/AIDS
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Akiko MIZOGUCHI

Part-time instructor, Tama Art University, among others
Specialization: Visual and Cultural Studies
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Kohta IWAHASHI

Ph.D. student, Graduate School of Human Relation, Keio University;
NPO akta

Specialization: Sociology
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Chizuka OE

Representative, LOUD (Community for Lesbians and Bisexual Women)
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Associate Professor, Faculty of Human Science, Wako University
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Contemporary English Literature, Representation of the Body in British and

Japanese Literature
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Storia dell'arte italiana, Storia del costume italiano
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Takehiko KAMITO
Biology
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Etsuko KATO (CGS Director, Steering Committee Member) *
Cultural Anthropology, Gender Studies
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Hideaki KIKUCHI
The Social History of China in the 17th—19th Centuries
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Tzvetana I. KRISTEVA
Japanese Literature
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John C. MAHER
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Cultural Anthropology
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Yoshie MORIKI (CGS Steering Committee Member)
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Cultural Anthropology, Demography
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Kei NASU
History of Religion, Culture and Politics in Early Modern England
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Mikiko NISHIMURA (CGS Steering Committee Member)

Sociology of education, International cooperation in educational
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International Public Policy, International Political Economy
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Christopher E. J. SIMONS
English Literature
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Kana TAKAMATSU (CGS Steering Committee Member)
Politics, International Relations

Megumi TAKASAKI *
Cultural Anthropology, Religious Studies
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Norie TAKAZAWA
Social History of Early Modern Europe



1952 343
Notes

Ht i+ (Br2—FE. EEE£8)*
Kazuko TANAKA (CGS Steering Committee Member) *
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The Journal of the Center for Gender Studies, ICU
Gender and Sexuality

Journal Regulations for Vol.10

as of March, 2014

1) Journal Overview

Gender and Sexuality is an academic journal on the study of gender and
sexuality, published by the Center for Gender Studies at International
Christian University. The journal’s research section shall consist of research
papers on empirical investigations, theoretical discussions on gender and
sexuality studies (*1), and research notes (*2). The field section shall feature
case studies by activists and field reports (*3) concerning gender-related
activities at institutional, domestic, and international levels. The final book
review section shall contain reviews on upcoming books pertaining to
gender and sexuality.

*1 Research papers should be based on thorough academic research,
contain original and creative viewpoints, and contribute to a wider
academic field.

*2 Research notes should contain discussions that are still in progress, but
show their potential to contribute to a wider academic field.

*3 Field reports should report on the author’s daily practice, focusing on
one aspect of the field being studied.

2) Publication Date of Volume 10: March, 2015

3) Manuscript Submission Deadline for Volume 10: Sunday, August 31,
2014, as indicated by the postmark on the envelope.

4) Address for Manuscript Submissions:
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Center for Gender Studies Editorial Committee

Postal Address: ERB 301, International Christian University
3-10-2 Osawa, Mitaka-shi, Tokyo, 181-8585

E-mail: cgs@icu.ac.jp

5) Rules for Application

Manuscripts

— Manuscripts submitted to this journal must be previously unpublished,
in full or in part.

— Only Japanese or English manuscripts shall be accepted.

— Manuscript format must be in accordance with the Publication Manual of
the American Psychological Association (5th Edition, 2001). Manuscripts
submitted in other formats may be rejected regardless of their contents
and their scholarly worth. For examples of the necessary formatting, please
review past issues of the journal, which can be accessed from the CGS
home page at the following URL (s), or contact the CGS directly with any
inquiries about formatting.

http://web.icu.ac.jp/cgs/journal.html (Japanese)
http://web.icu.ac.jp/cgs_e/journal.html (English)

— Manuscripts (papers or summaries) that are not in the author’s native
language must be proofread by a native speaker of that language.
Manuscripts with obvious inadequacies such as grammatical errors shall be
rejected.

— The author’s name, affiliation, specialization, e-mail address, postal
address, telephone number, and fax number should be written on a
separate title page. Name, affiliation and specialization should be indicated
in both English and Japanese. To ensure anonymity during the screening
process, the author’s name should not appear in the text.

— There shall be no payment involved for manuscripts or for insertion.

— Manuscripts should be written in a style appropriate for an internatio-
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nally-circulated academic journal.
— Manuscripts that do not conform to these guidelines may be returned
with a request for revision.

a-1) Research Section

— Research papers should be between 16,000 to 20,000 Japanese chara-
cters or 6,500 to 8,500 English words in length, including figures, graphic
images, references, and footnotes.

— Research notes should be less than 12,000 Japanese characters or 5,000
English words in length, including figures, graphic images, references, and
footnotes.

— Titles should be short, simple, and no more than 40 Japanese characters
or 20 English words in length. They should also preferably address the main
topic.

— Two abstracts, one in English (no more than 500 words) and one in
Japanese (no more than 800 Japanese characters), should be attached on
separate sheets with a list of five keywords in both English and Japanese.

— A manuscript submitted as a research paper may be accepted as a
research note, depending on the results of the referee reading. The length
of such manuscripts may conform to the regulations for research papers.

a-2) Field Section

— Manuscripts should be no longer than 12,000 Japanese characters or
5,000 English words in length, including figures, graphic images,
references, and footnotes.

— The title should be short, simple, and no more than 40 Japanese
characters or 20 English words in length. It should also preferably address
the main topic.

— Two abstracts, one in English (no more than 500 words) and one in
Japanese (no more than 800 Japanese characters), should be attached on
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separate sheets with a list of five keywords in both English and Japanese.

— A manuscript submitted as a research paper or research note may be
accepted as a field report, depending on the results of the referee reading.
The length of such manuscripts may conform to the regulations for
research papers or research notes.

b) Figures and Graphic Images

— Figures should be attached on a separate sheet. Do not include them in
the text.

— Graphic images should also be attached on a separate sheet and should
be of a quality high enough to resist degradation during printing.

— The approximate position of the figure/image in the document should
be indicated.

¢) Manuscript Submission

— Manuscripts should be submitted in both digital and hard copy.

— Three hard copies should be submitted. They should be double-spaced
on single-sided A4 paper.

— The digital copy should preferably be submitted in MSWord (filename.
doc) format. Files may also be submitted in Rich Text format (filename.rtf)
or Plain Text format (filename.txt).

— Files in formats other than those listed above, such as .docx extension
files or scanned copies of images or text, shall not be accepted.

— The digital copy shall be submitted as an e-mail file attachment to cgs@
icu.ac.jp.

— The digital and hard copies should be completely identical.

— Manuscripts submitted will not be returned.

6) Revisions
If a manuscript is returned to the author for revision, the manuscript should
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be revised and sent back by the specified date. Note that slight modifica-
tions (grammar, spelling, phrasing) may be carried out at the discretion of
the editorial committee.

7) Screening Process

Submitted manuscripts shall be screened and chosen by reviewers
designated by the editorial committee. Factors for selection include
originality, scholarliness, clarity of argument, importance, and the degree
of contribution that the manuscript offers for the study of gender and
sexuality. In the event that a revision of the manuscript is required,
opinions and comments by the editorial committee shall be sent to the
author. The final decision for accepting or rejecting an application rests in
the hands of the editorial committee.

8) Copyright

Unless a special prior arrangement has been made, the copyright of an
accepted manuscript shall belong to the Editorial Committee of the ICU
Center for Gender Studies. No restrictions shall be placed upon the author
regarding reproduction rights or usage rights of the author’'s own
manuscript.

9) Journal Copies

Three copies of the completed journal (or five in the case of multiple
authors) shall be sent to the author of the accepted manuscript. Additional
copies may be ordered separately.

10) Purchasing Orders
Orders for the journal can be submitted by e-mail to cgs@icu.ac.jp.

Note that these guidelines may be revised without prior notice.
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Postscript from the Editor
Etsuko KATO

It is with great pleasure that we present the ninth volume of Gender and
Sexuality. We are delighted to have received an unprecedented number of
manuscript submissions for this volume. In particular, the large number of
enquiries and submissions from researchers overseas and foreign
researchers in Japan has reinforced our original objective to publish a
bilingual journal in Japanese and English. The diversity of submissions
required the assistance of many referees to whom we are indebted for their
detailed evaluations. In the end, six research papers, one research note and
two field reports were selected for publication. We trust that you will find
them insightful and stimulating. Finally, | would like to thank all those at
CGS who were involved in the editing and publication of this volume.
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