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One of the key contributions of feminist theory is the Creation of ki

sex’ and ‘gender’; a distinction that has subsequently been develo Edadfiflf511ncllon between
strands of feminist thought. This chapter begins with this baSideiSti ——, b}_f various
and its significance. This is followed by a brief discussion on how t}?ec‘l?f} ithat Is made
opposition is specific to modernity and to Western cultures. Thereb :;glc_“_ male{female
ways in which the sex/gender distinction has been complicated by’d' ; our d}fferem
feminist theory is looked at. The chapter concl y Cifievent kinds: of

udes with a brief look at an |
| - e emerging field
in fermmst theory—the study of masculinity, how it is constructed, and its implications for
men in patriarchal society.

m SEX IS TO NATURE AS GENDER IS TO CULTURE e

The initial move was to use the term sex to refer to the biological differences between men
and women, while gender indicated the vast range of cultural meanings attached to that basic
difference. This distinction is important for feminism to make because the subordination
of women has been fundamentally justified on the grounds of the biological differences
between men and women. The philosophical reasoning which legitimizes various forms
of oppression as natural and inescapable, because the oppression that arises supposedly
rom natural and therefore unchangeable factors, is called biological determinism. Racism
IS a good example of this, as is the caste system, because both ideologies are based on the
assumption that certain groups of people are superior by birth, and that they are born
with characteristics such as greater intelligence and special skills that justity their power
In society. Biological determinism has also been one of the most important legiltimiz_ing
mechanisms of womens oppression over the centuries. The challenge to biological

determinism is. therefore, crucial for feminist politics.
ists, particularly Margaret Mead, have demonstrated that the under-

. o femininity varies across cultures. In other words, not only do

slanding of masculinty and o | u_t woh 20 B £ as

i . e identify a certain set of characteristics as feminine and another se
different societies ide o | Thus
, 1so. these characteristics are not the same across different cultures. :
n ' t also, . | .
t i i ued that there is no necessary correlation between the biology of men and
eminists have arg lities that are thought to be masculine and feminine. Rather, it is child-
Women and the v try Lo establish and perpetuate certain differences between the sexes.
s that 1. boys and girls are trained in appropriate, gender-specific forms of
|dhoo 1j1d o on. This training is continuous and most of the time subtle,
a . . | o

. involve punishments to bring about conformity. So, feminists
ca

Feminist anthropolog

rearing practice
That is, from chl

behaviour, 1313}2 ;r
n necessaty

dress
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ex-specific qualities (for example, bravery oy COﬁﬁdence as *masculi
— .minine’) and the value that society altributeg ¢, thrl

hvness as ‘e |
and shyness ¢ | , |
a range of nstitutions and beliets lh?t socialize boys and girls diﬂereml
| L e is not born, but is made a woman.
Simone de

In addition, societies generally Valule Lmiscmme ;;jrf;;enﬂlcs more };
feminine’ while at the same time ensuring '[ E?l[ 1@62 . { men “Thoﬁdo Mot ol
to these characteristics are continuously | discip ine into apprOpna‘_t? behaviom_ For
instance. a man who expresses sOrrow pubhcly*by crying would be humiliateq by the Iaum‘
Auraton iaise ro rahe ho?” (Why are you crying like a Ewoman?) frfmd Who'does not e Emba:
that sﬁfﬂng line of Subhadra Kumari Chauhan—'Khoob l.adl mardani, woh to hap. -
rani thi’ (bravely she fought, the Rani of Jhansi/She fought like a man). Whgt does thic ine
mean? Even when it is a woman who has shown bravery, it still cannot be understood 5.,
feminine’ quality—bravery is still seen as a masculine virtue, no matter how many women

argue that ¢ ang

sensitvity -t

}"I'odllL‘L‘ d by VA

Beauvoir puts 1t ‘On

or how few men display it.

There is nothing ‘natural’ about the sexual division of labour. The fact that men g
women perform different kinds of work both within the family and outside has litte 1,
do with biology and more to do with ideological assumptions. Only the actual process
of pregnancy is biological, all the other work within the home that women must do—
cooking, cleaning, looking after children and so on (in other words, the whole range
of work we may call ‘domestic labour’)—can equally be done by men. But this work is
considered to be ‘women’s work’. This sexual division of labour extends even to the ‘public
arena of paid work, and again, this has nothing to do with sex’ (biology) and everything
lo do with ‘gender’ (culture). Certain kinds of work are considered to be ‘women’s work.
and other kinds, men’s; but more Important is the fact that whatever work women do gt
:i?;:ff?r:;f ml;{:;; ;z;it;z;l]é For ;Xample, nursing and teaching (pa_rticulaarl.y at Ioj’er
to other white-collar jobs which Fl:o es?:lizl?s e e s COH‘lpaI'a.tl”fEl}" I“TPElld . rda[fif
Ghtndiiionitoe o kv god nur:i;:ll' l;z classes take up. Felmlmsts point out thf‘“ [ ﬂ
the nurturing work tha women do uft;ls - ause such work 5 Seetl A5 Al EXIEHSIOH,L

In the home. So, while on the one hand wome?

are supposed to be physically weak and unfit for heavy manual labour, that is precise!

what they are made to d '
0 both in the hom - nd
. € an water a
firewood, grind corn d outside—carry heavy loads of

work. But when the manyal worlfatidyj ' hﬁfadloads In mining anq COHSWCE::
and better-paid. then i ; at women do is mechanized, making it both lig
IS men who recejye training to use the new machinery and wome”
PENS not only in factories but even with work that was Iraditionéll}'
Commum[y; tor example, when electrically operated flour ml”f
81N, or machine-made nylon fishing nets replace the net>
women are forced to moye E?on:z; iﬁ - f"“"hO are trained to take over these jobs, and
Itis, thus, clear that (he present ] bOer.r-pa.ld and more arduous manual work. -
able biological differences (sex) ;u Drdmatlo.n of women arises, not from the unchang f
T » but from social and cultural values, ideologies and 17

P . . | . .1 -‘J
.trlal and ideological subordination of women (gender’
flerentiated work, the sexual division of labour, and mor¢

replace hand-paunding of
Iradiliunally handmade by
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fundamentally, questions of sexuality and reproduction as isg
e ssaibion of *b;ology”*—‘"”hi‘?h is understood to be natura]

agenda is to relocate these 1SSU€S in the realm of the ‘politica]’

and must be transformed_

= MALE/FEMALE IN THE NON-WEST m

[n this context, it 1 imer'es‘ting 10 note that some scholars are of the opinion th ~
bipolar model of masculinity/femininity and the devaluing of the fem? 1on that the strictly
only of modern Western civilization. Even In Western culture. th nmf‘f e it
entrenched by law and the state only with the advent of moder{u[ TEAN 0-seX mode] v.vas
(2002:_ 469) points out that in Europe it was only by the end o?'[hnr;i.zausto-&erlmg
biological hermaphrodites (people born with one lestis and one ov e.) iddle Ages that
to choose an established gender role and stay with it. The Py ‘fz?[r;irgerecszgiellid
. she

says, was often dea 1l thi i 1
y th. Until this period, people’s sex was not necessarily fixed strictly into

a two-sex model. F; Sterl; :
e o Fausto-Sterling, therefore. argues that sex is ‘a vast. infinitely malleable
: um that defies the constraints of all hixed categories
re-modern Indian cultures, too, had gor

eunuchs, for example, had a
have lost

| eater space for a variety of sexual identities—
. soiall}r acknowledged 51atgs In Indian society that they
¥ PR : I _ ﬂes. gain, the Suf and Bhakti traditions drew upon notions
5YNY and often rejected the two-sex model. Take, for instance. this poem by a

[2th-¢ ' Shaivi
entury Shaivite poet, Basavanna, who wrote in Kannada (Ramanujan 1973: 29).

Look here, dear fellow,
I we - '

wear these men’s clothes only for you.
Som::rimcs [ am man

Sometimes | am woman.

Another Shivabhakta. Devara Dasimayya, writing two centuries earlier, wrote (ibid: 110)

If they see breasts and long hair coming,
Th(’y call it woman,

If bearg and whiskers

Tht’_}’ call it man.

B
I“[ look, the self that hovers in between
> either man nor woman. ..

1]l Indian languages. In this context, a thought-

Suc |
ch examples would be found in He notes that pre-colonial Indian cul-

Proval: | - dv (1983).
- Okmg argument is made by ?iﬁilﬁiﬁ 1)1 was with the coming of colonialism that the
IO 1€ .

dccorded greater value e the norm. Nationalists, too, then played into this

tSlern valorization of masculinilysﬁi;md S of ' dian culture as ‘effeminate’ by claiming
Under . ed to resist the derdin
erstanding, and tried
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he colonial masters—the ideology of revolutionaries for ¢
'as tNe . | . e x'dn'y
- ndv Gandhi was unique in atte I
According 1o Nandy, Gar | { emping u_['
qualities as having the power to resis colonigg, "
hn~1"“'--.'[l_l;1l

)
))

to be as ‘masculine
masculinist.
ather than m
spiritual and 1

was very
‘feminine T
is, he emphasized

asculine’ | o
horal courage over aggression and violence (Nandy -

YEVELOPMENTS IN THE SEX/GENDER

®
DISTINCTION IN FEMINIST THEORY

The distinction between sex’ and ‘gender’ has been' made more complex by feminm
scholars over the years. Although the distinction continues o be broadly accepted by 4|
feminists, the initial understanding that ‘sex’ is related to nature while ‘gender’ is related |
culture has been reworked considerably. Broadly, we can discern four main ways in which
the sex/gender distinction has been further developed in feminist theory.

First. scholars like Alison Jaggar (1983) argue that ‘sex’ and ‘gender’ are dialectically ang
inseparably related and that the conceptual distinction that earlier feminists establisheg
between the two is not sustainable beyond a point. In this understanding, human biology
is constituted by a complex interaction between the human body, the physical environmen
and the state of development of technology and society. Thus, as Jaggar puts it, ‘the hand
is as much the product of labour as the tool of labour’ (Jaggar 1983: 109-10). What is
meant here is that two processes are involved: human intervention changes the external
environment and simultaneously, changes in the external environment shape and change
the human body. This is true in two senses. One. in a long—term evolutionary sense, over
the millgnia. That is, human bodies have evolved differently in different parts of the globe
duzf\g[;:jfijezcsoﬁ iiﬁg,rilti:;ze, and nature of work perf_ormed. | ;
hormonal balances are affected ;ense;l{ ;S iy ‘recogm?Ed - *neumphysmogy and
kind of social intomautis. ol ;; socia actors like anxiety, physical labour, l}evﬁ'l an

” ) uch as social interaction is affected by people’s neurc-
physiology and hormonal balances For instanc | | | d

- e, certain chemical changes in the body

= .
ay produce ~ertam symptoms of stress that can be treated by drugs. But equally. high
y be

example. Such ills 4 faue‘r-ll‘;?;tirall. We do not yet walk ‘naturally’ on our hind legsr,;j;
not adapted itse] l s, ower back pain, and hernias testify that the bod) ,,
Ctely to the uprighy posture. Yet this unnatural posture. forced
;’r:he Project of tool-using, is precisely what has made p055iblﬂ:
complex system of skil] a;'li aSpects of our ‘nature’—the hand and the brain, ;:md“ Ilhlri
br . guage and social arrangements Which were bo[h L‘ﬂt‘t“’
and physiological structures have thus ¢

-~ must
what we have made ourselves, and we MU
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v hormonal therapy all her life o make her

11 wegill + Slay “femg]e’
il T€9 e are 1ot only culturally different. they are oy even hig] o other OTs, male
gnd feT (Kessler 1994). > oBlcally

im

Alison Jaggat discusses a simi.laristudy ot children Whose sex |
signed al birth due to such 3mbllguu)’——ﬁh€n the ‘real’ sex of the chi]
sage» hoth the parenFS andlmed}cal practitioners decided op SUTgery to conf

Jributed ! birth. Thl? SRS bly preferred to SImply ACCepting that the ch'l? |
jifferent from that attributed at birth. In other words SUIglcal intervenion to i:h;ns

was thought 1O be easier than eradicating years of culiyrg] gender’ congition
3 . . nl
Nelly Oudshoorn’s (1994) work shows that scientiss have un v ng
SEX

ways Over centuries—{rom the a.ncient Greeks until the late 18y century, ma
hodies were understood by medical texts to be fundamenafly i j
of humanity, with the woman as a lesser version of the mpg]
discourse for thousands of years. In the 18th century, bio
phasize differences between the sexes rather than Similarities. Every part of the human
hody was sexualized, and physiological ‘facts’ (for example, smaller brain size) were used
o prove the lesser intelligence of women, their passive nature and <o on. The feminine
essence’ that supposedly differentiated women from men, was sought to be located in
different parts of the body—in the 18th century, the uterus was thought to be the seat of
lemaleness, in the 19th century, it was the ovaries. By the 20th century, the essence of femi-
ninity was understood to be located in chemical substances called hormones.

The hormonal conception of the body is now one of the dominant modes of thinking
about the root of sexual differences. What Oudshoorn points out is that the hormonal

conception of the body, in fact, allows for the possibility of breaking out of the tyranny
of the binary sex-difference model. If bodies can have both female and male hormones,
then maleness and femaleness are not restricted to one kind of body alone. Howevt;r,
he biomedical sciences have preferred increasingly, to portray the female, but not the

. s has
male, as body completely controlled by hormones. In thlshprocess,“a Cl?;r;?iumal
‘merged between the medical profession and a huge, multi-hillion dollar p

- . ion. menstrual
In T , e skin, depression,
Qustry. “Disorders in women—such as the ageing of th

: ren1 MOTE
| o3 ensive, but ever
”_TﬁgUMrltles-——are prescribed hormonal therapy. Such drugs &% e-xpl industry that natural
dlsturbing is the fact that it is in the interest of the pharmaceutic®

| .+ has social
sion, which
PTocesses such as ageing are treated as diseases. Moreover, qep{esmblfzm. (f womnen can
Auses, s reated with drugs as if it were a purely th51010_glca P ssion arises, 1Ot from
be maq e or that their depre
b e o feel that looking old is ‘unfeminine’ or hing inside themse
“Ir being undervalued and overworked, but from sometiia

pTUﬁLS | |
of multinational drug companies are assured. - {dea that i ntific
Ere{Dre‘ the post-modern feminist position rejects tﬁ e ol
ientinc
S0¢j mply exist to be discovered. Rather, scier! |

AE? "nd culture, ‘Sex jtself is constructed by . ion com
_ourth king of rethinking of the sex/gﬁ'ﬂder distin

- |d me
d o : . Thls wou |
SN of 1demili€S——caste, class. race, and religlon:

¢ , . Shﬂ[’ﬁ
of Woman’ does not necessarily have

a

he sex
CX was
ge ‘sex’

€ and female
. This ‘one-sex’ mode]
e body, dominated biomedical
medical discourse began to em-
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ocisions based on well-accepted notiong o

ke moral d | | Whay
]U.dES that lhe bﬁSlC Ca[egone SGEIE;:;

Thus, Gilligan €On¢ S of i
and justice—are dr ester.
qutonomy and justice—are drawn from and reflec Stery

[ s : = r lthﬁ
gperience 15 invisible here. To | M|
~perience of the world. The female exp . F Fmiini deny dlﬁeren{-e.
experic ree with the patriarchﬁ] negation of femininity as worthless. |
1ha:r;lo(1;, 10 f.s:l,l o position takes the opposite view from that of radic

Third, a Mo - i
While radical feminists argue that the sex/gender dls““‘?“f_m underplays X i
the school of post—modern femninist thought holds that it Over-emphasige, }E
4 , 3 y P
biological body Judit 00: 6), for instance, argues that if ‘gender is symboli
1C "

‘he cultural meanings that the sexed body takes on, then gender cannot be said 1, ollos
0 her, ‘gender’ is not the cultural inscription of e,

from ‘sex’ in any one way. According I
ing on a pre-given sex’. rather, gender as a way of thinking and as a concept, produycec b
category ol biological sex. Butler, thus, suggests 2 ‘radical discontinuity’ between seye

bodies and culturally constructed genders.
Butler further uses the term heterosexual matrix to designate the grid produced by

institutions, practices and discourses, looking through which it appears to be ‘a fact of

nature’ that all human bodies possess one of the two fixed sexual identities, with each
experiencing sexual desire only for the ‘opposite sex’. From this viewpoint, the removal of
this grid or heterosexual matrix will reveal that sexuality and human bodies are fluid and
have no necessary fixed sexual identity or orientation. The characteristic feature of this
position is that it holds that the category of ‘woman’ does not exist prior to the thinking
about it. Gender is something that is constructed through relations of power, and through
series of norms and constraints that regulate what will be recognized as a ‘male’ body and a
female’ body. Through such norms, a wide range of bodies are rendered invisible and/or
illegitimate, for instance, infants born with no clear determining sexual characteristics, Of
eunuchs, ormen and women who choose not to follow the dress norms prescribed for their
gender. A‘ Illhese are either marginalized, criminalized or forced to fit into the existing tWo-
;zxmrzziij;“df;: ;ﬂg’[ ?;[;h; [o}fher. Most mo.d{?m languiages have no way of sl?eak.ing’ fi;f[z
- | er sex. What this means is that language forces reality'1
certain pre-given patterns and prevents certain ibilities from bei alized.
One of the most powerful languages d .p?SSIt HEI?S Baz Seie dical sciences
and femirist scientists have guages ti'.tﬁltrmmlflg sex’ is that of the biomedica -
and Evelvn F oroughly criticized it. Feminist scientists such as KU 2
/i Fox Keller have argued that a rigid istincti tricts biolog”
igid sex/gender distinction Ies

sex—that is, se
, Sex d |
efined as anatomical, hormonal or chromosomal—as sOm¢

studied by the bj :
omedical sCle - | | . SCIEHCES'
Such an understandin nces, while gender is to be studied by the social

t nted th n e
g takes for granted that while cultural notions of gender B ation
nat=

an u i o, -
th tnChal'IllgmB biological reality that needs no further eXEi hody
at on the contra i ‘ jons of 17°
our tat10ns
ry, our perceptions and interpre ovider of

lan u
a - . | |
guage, and biomedical sciences function as 2 major P

nd, tend 10t
and wrong.

}.-'-—-[*Eil 1ona 11 IY‘

other h
thinks 15 right
joral philusaph

C
3,

a lem;.

nists.

A startlj
ng study in j bﬂ[h
ovarian an lestiLzlaI- the United States of intersexed infants (babies DO i hal
medical lssue or in wh showed
cal de om the sex organs are amblgUOUS) - pathe
ns I
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—— hormonal therapy all her life to make her stay ‘femal
;Ffjl 1] are not only culturally different, they are not even biol
an

| imes (Kessler 1994). -
il Jjison Jagear discusses a similar study
1

gned at birth due to such ambiguity—when the ‘rea] sex of
255l

qage, both the parenlts and.med?cal practitioners QEcided Ol surgery to confirm the sex
ributed at birth. Th1§ was 1nvar1§b1)-' preferred to simply accepung that the childs sex was
jifferent from that attributed at birth. In other words. surgical intervention 1o change ‘sex’
was thought to be easier than eradicating years of culiura] gender conditioning,

Nelly Oudshoorn’s (1994) work shows that scientists haye understood ‘sex’ in different
ways over centuries—{rom the ancient Greeks until the late 18th century, male and female
hodies were understood by medical texts to be tundamentally similar. This one-sex’ model
of humanity, with the woman as a lesser version of the male body, dominated biomedical
discourse for thousands of years. In the 18th century, biomedical discourse began to em-
phasize differences between the sexes rather than similarities Every part of the human
body was sexualized, and physiological ‘facts’ (for example, smaller brain size) were used
0 prove the lesser intelligence of women. their passive nature and so on. The feminine
essence’ that supposedly differentiated women from men. was sought to be located in
different parts of the body—in the 18th century, the uterus was thought to be the seat of
lemaleness, in the 19th century, it was the ovaries. By the 20th century, the essence of femi-
nnity was understood to be located in chemical substances called hormones.

The hormonal conception of the body is now one of the dominant modes of thinking
about the root of sexual differences. What Oudshoorn points out is that the hormonal
conception of the body, in fact, allows for the possibility of breaking out of the tyranny
of the binary sex-difference model. If bodies can have both female and male hormones,
fen maleness and lemaleness are not restricted to one kind of body alone. However,
Lhe biﬂmedical sciences have preferred increasingly, to portray the female, but not the
Male, as 4 body completely controlled by hormones. In this process, a clear nexus has
§MErged between the medical profession and a huge, multi-billion dollar pharmaceuucal
Ilndustry* Disorders” in women—euch ae the ageing of the skin, dEtplf'E‘SSiOIl, menstrui
g:;iﬁ:ﬁf‘:share prescribed hormonal therapy. Such drugs are ?XP;E?;;;’{;UEIT;E;E e

815 the fact that it is in the interest of the pharmaceutica ‘ ' iy
Procesge such as ageing are treated as diseases. Moreover, depression, which has socia
Auses g reated with f s ly physiological problem. If women can
be Made 1g fep] wn dmgs s 1l were i.l Pur;e | Ph their depression arises, Not from
ey bein i loking old is ‘unfeminine’ or that [hiﬁ inside themselves, then the
Prof o Ig_n UIllt.ier\ialued and overworked, but from something

i~ Wnational drug companies are a‘ssurec‘l.
e b, d}’():r‘n[};e P0§l-m0dem feminist position rqﬁctst i[l:}l::e o art: 3658
smcje[y ey C’Lﬁ’{y EX{S[ tf)_be d}scovered. Rather, scien S
ure. “Sex’ itself is constructed by human p

A f, | =
N “rth king of rethinking of the sex/gender diS[lI‘lC['IOIl comes an that the bio
S1d of id@nli[iES——{as[e class, race, and religion. This would me

e fe-situations, or goals.
B0y of ¢ ~ ts. life-situations,
Y oF ‘woman does not necessarily have shared

e. In other words, male
ogically stable features 4

lent bout
104 that scientific facts a .
- ly embedded in

trom locating ‘gender
logical
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PO ]I

[ THEORY: AN INTRODUA | JON

This kind of understanding has arisen from the political practice ol women’ MOVemep;
D | ; i . 3 .

1S K 18 'Illl'ldl'il-"'i”}—"ly l-[-'w_-illt-l.‘_l lhil[ womnicn dl'l NOL exist as q 5
LA L L% L FEI_ i

Al over the world, which h ) ) | *
y he mobilized hy the womens movement. [hat 1S, w

hich can simpl A B o OMme
and not even I""'”i“"l% in terms ol their gender, but as black

So in many cases, women may be easily mobilize In

existing subject w
dennly themselves not only,
I, or peasant. lc,

or mushm, or Da |
than by the women’s movement.

ol thenr u'llgtnn, or t‘Hillll]1|i" | B
ndia, a good example ol this is the debate over the uniform ciyil

Cﬂdel

In the case ol . o
< have their own personal laws which discriminate agains; Women

All religious communitic | e
on matters of marriage, divoree, inheritance, and guardianship ol children. A demand for

1 code that would give all women equal rights as citizens has, therefore
been made by the womens movement since 1937, However, in the growing Almosphere
ol L‘HIHI]HIIHll;Hm since the 1980s, and the insecurity felt by religious minorities, most sec-
tons of the women’s movement have gradually shifted to the opinion that the position
of women should be improved by reforms within personal laws, rather than by forcing
communities 10 obey to the legislation passed by the state. The state no longer has the
legitimacy it had in the immediate post-Independence years, its role in communal violence
is increasingly suspect, and it cannot be seen simply as an agent ol progressive social change.
Thus, what was a simple feminist demand that all women should have equal rights has been
considerably transformed by the politics ol religious identity.

Further, all politically active women do not necessarily act as feminists—they may well
be representing interests and structures of power which feminist politics in India has
sought to struggle against. Thus, we find women active in Hindu right-wing politics and
in anti-lower caste movements like the agitation against the Mandal Commission report.
In other words, in this understanding, the feminist sex/gender distinction must take into
account other modes of constituting icentity. Depending on the context, even as feminists,
we may have o privilege caste or class identity over gender in some cases, just as we expect
Marxists or Dalit activists to privilege gender over class and caste in some contexts.

1 untlorm cv

= MASCULINITY m=

A significant body of scholarship that
struction ol ‘masculinity’. While
construction ol femininity and the

that has emerged in recent years is around the o™
eminist scholarship on gender has focused on the

is eauallv erucs Fmale hody, it has increasing]y begun to be felt [h;lF Il
- qu Y U'UUH] O CKPUSE lhf:‘: mec ’]ﬂnisms b}/ Whl(_‘h [he para”e] COHSULIC[ Or mﬂSfU“nl[}r

'S sustained under patriarchy. It s, therefore necessary to understand how this construct
¢mpowers men, how it restricts and disempowers those e wilkio cannot of do ol obey

LhL rules, or meet the expectations of masculine behaviour—for example, old mer P
omosexuals. The operation of masculine norms and the discourse of masculinity also

‘I{fml 1 4 » » . -
lnizes: powerless men as a way ol rendering them inferior—working class or poor ™ B
Dalit men. and so on. 5

l[l’-l Ll._i > ‘ | . . # . 2
abl S, the orighna sex/gender distinction made by feminists has been made conside!
m(]rl ) » ; -
Cﬂn}:in : “’:PILK by the theory and practice of feminist politics. This distinction thus
ues 1o TUCT : s - | : ~
¢ crucial for any feminist understanding of the subordination of wome™
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