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{8 A Manifesto for Cyborgs:
Science, Technology, and

Socialist Feminism in the 1980s
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An Ironic Dream of a Common Language
;. for Women in the Integrated Circuit
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“Tms ESSAY is an cffort to build an ironic political myth faill'lful
y i{, to feminism, socialism, and matcrialism. Perhaps more faith-
B8 (ul as blasphemy is faithful, than as reverent worship and identifi-
(i@ cation. Blasphemy has always seemed to require taking things
';' L very seriously. I know no better stance to adopt from within the
| @1 sccular-religious, evangelical traditions of United States politics,
] including the politics of socialist-feminism. Blasphemy protects
B2k one from the moral majority within, while still insisting on the
B/F need for community. Blasphemy is not apostasy. Irony is about
B} contradictions that do not resolve into larger wholes, even dialec-
il tically, about the tension of holding incompatible things together
" because both or all are necessary and true. Irony is about humor
Ftland serious play. It is also a rhetorical strategy and a political
" method, one 1 would like to see more honored within socialist
F feminism. At the center of my ironic faith, my blasphemy, is the

il “imagc of the cyborg.

" A cyborg is 3 cybernetic organism, a hybrid of machine and
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Manifesto Jor Cyborgs

thout gender, which is perhaps a world without genesis, but
faybe also a world without end. The cyborg incarnation is out-
de salvation history.
but the boundary betw, 8 The cyborg is a creature i'n a post-gs:n(!cr worl.d; it has no truck
ptical illusion. ceUERtwith bisexuality, pre-Ocdipal symbiosis, unalienated labor, or
I of cyborgs—cre ‘3 i oher seductions to organic wholencss through a final appropria-
who populate world atures d- R con of all the powers 'of the parts into 2 higher unity. In a sensc,
ici orlds ambigy-1887he cyborg has no origin story in the Western sense; a “final” irony
SR since the cyborg is also the awful apocalyptic telos of the “West's”
nd with a power gscalating dominations of abstract indivic_iuation. an ultinptc self
i r that was not{#8unticd at last from all dependency, a man in space. An origin story
/1n the “ Western,” humanist sense depends on the myth of original
funity, fullness, bliss and terror, represented by the phallic mother
§ rom whom all humans must scparate, the task of individual de-
Tvclopment and of history, the twin potent myths inscribcd most
1 seem idyllic. And , Epowerfully for us in psychoanalysis and Marxism. Hilary Klein
;0(::('1 by €, command - And modem war g  has argucd that both Marxism and psychoanalysis, in their con-
\ 4 l(hon item in 1984 } cepts of labor and of individuation and gender formation, depend
ent for the cyborg as 2 2'on the plot of original unity out of which diffcrence must be
| Ipmduccd and eulisted in a drama of escalating domination of
! woman/nature. The cyborg skips the step of original unity, of
} identification with nature in the Western sense. This is its illegiti-
t mate promise that might lead to subversion of its teleology as star
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1on of cyborg politics, 3 very open ficld

:ﬂ.Thc cyborg is resolutcly committed to partiality, irony, inti-
fmacy. and perversity. It is oppositional, utopian, and completely
wi(hout innocence. No longer structured by the polarity of public

"and private, the cyborg dcfines a technological polis based partly
"on a revolution of social relations in the oikos, the houschold.
" Nature and culture are reworked; the one can no longer be the
¥ resource for appropriation or incorporation by the other. The rela-
s tionships for forming wholes from parts, including those of polar-
bY ity and hierarchical domination, are at issue in the cyborg world.
M1 Unlike the hopes of Frankenstein’s monster, the cyborg does not
- expect its father to save it through a restoration of the garden;
i.c., through the fabrication of a heterosexual mate, through its
completion in a finished whole, a city and cosmos. The cyborg
41! does not drean of community on the model of the organic family,
& this time without the Ocdipal project. The cyborg would not
). recognize the Garden of Eden; it is not made of mud and cannot
& dream of returning to dust. Perhaps that is why 1 want to sec if
: '
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cyborgs can sub FA Manifesto for Cyborgs | 69
ns '
the manic comu V;r-t the apocalypse of returnin ' i
erent; they d pulsion to name the Epe B o nuclear dust
i + they do not re- my. Cyborgs are not r
sm, but needy for c ) 108. They are wary of h
for. united frone poli .
main trouble with cybo
mate oflspring of militarisim and

mention star iali
¢ socialism. But ;
ceeds SO - But illegi
cdingly unfaithiful (o their origg"
in

i The second leaky distinction is between animal-human (organ-
Pim) and machine. Pre-cybernetic machines could be haunted;
Fhere was always the specter of the ghost in the machine. This
ualism structured the dialogue between materialism and idealism
that was settled by a dialectical progeny, called spirit or history,
‘scording to taste. But basically machines were not sclf-moving,

sell-designing, autonomous. They could not achieve man's dreamn,
HE'only mock it. They were not man, an author to himsclf, but only a

rgs i
8. of course, is thae they are the illegitis
Patriarchal capitalisin, no )

i i '
mate offspring are often ex¥

mes \ hei
sential, s. Their fathers, after all, apeM Bt Faaricature of that masculinist reproductive dream. To think they
I WILL RETURN to the o ...?'.‘ j g ':wcrc pthcrwise was pa'ranoid. Now we are not so sure. Late-
essay, b ¢ science fiction of cybo . #1 twentieth-century machines have made thoroughly ambiguous the
18S at the end of thig ‘difference between natural and artificial, mind and body, self-

Ut now I want (o signal
i ,,,,,yts,': ake {hc following po
S nalysi possible. By the |5
. scientific culture, the b
1s thoronghly breached. The
been polluted if not turned into an

us j i
¢, s0cial bcluwor. mental eve

down . ’ ‘
. b ree crucial boundary break!A

lii ¢ g
itical fictional (political sci(-nl‘.

. .
e la twentieth century in United'
ary between human, and anin

Idc:vcloping and externally-designed, and many other distinctions
that used to apply to organisms and machines. Our machines are
£ disturbingly lively, and we ourselves frighteningly inert.

¥ Technological determinisin is only one ideological space opencd
I up by the reconceptions of machine and organisin as coded texts
{#'through which we engage in the play of writing and reading the
;iworld.2 “Textualization” Qf;vc_ry(hing n post—structuralist, post-
B! modernist theory has been damned By Marxists and socialist femi-
nists for its utopian disregard for lived relations of domination
that ground the “play” of arbitrary reading.3* It is certainly true

nts, nothing really ¢

an and animal A "u"onvincingly} <

Y people no'i§]

|

4 . 13 o . *
*A provocative, comprchensive argument about the politics and theories of

Sl 3 X
o e - e

culture Blol()gy and evolut dlscrcducd breach of nature an 1. “post-modcrnism” is made by Frederick Jameson, who argues that post-
tunes have stmultan fonary thcory over the | and ¢ gmodcrnism is not an option, a style among others, but a cultural dominant
of k'lowlcdgc . cously produced modern orpani ast two cen ! }Llcquiling radical reinvention of lcft politics from within; there is no longer
© 2 faing 1 Wd reduced the line between | Banisms as objecty’ L0 any placc‘: from without that gives meaning to the comforting fiction of
p face re-ctched in ideol ! humans and animals) § { critical distance. Jameson also makes clear why one cannot be for or against
Isputes bC(WCCII life d ological Strugg]c or f Q post-modernism, an essentially moralist move. My position is that feminists
and socia) pro cssnoml! {and others) need continuous cultural seinvention, post-modernist critique,

and historical materialism; only a cyborg would have a chance. The old
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child abuse. m should be fought as a form} dominations of white capitalist patriarchy scem nostalgically innocent now:

B,Ologl“, d ol ' they normalized heterogeneity, €.g., into man and woman, white and black.
-determinist id 4 Ii *Advanced capitalism” and post-modernism release heterogencity without a

#fl. norm, and we are flattencd, without subjectivity, which requires depth, even
At unfriendly and drowning depths. It is time to write The Death of the Clinic.

3 s The clinic's methods required bodies and works; we have texts and surfaces.
P i Our dominations don't work by medicalization and 1101ma|ization anymore;
)t they work by nctworking, communications redesign, stress management,
{ Normalization gives way to automation, utter redundancy. Michel Foucault’s
4 Birth of the Clinic, History of Sexuality, and Discipline and Punish name a form
. of power at its moment of implosion. The discourse of biopolitics gives way
' 1o technobabble, the language of the spliced substantive; no noun is left
|, whole by the multinationals. These are their names, listed {rom one issue
¢ of Science: Tech-Knowledge, Genentech, Allcrgen, Hybritech, Compupro,
Genen-cor, Syntex, Allelix, Agrigenetics Corp., Syntro, Codon, Repligen,
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jiThe ubiquity and invisibility of cyborgs is precisely why these
hine-belt machines are so deadly. They are as hard to see politi-
y a8 materially. They are about consciousness—or its simula-

lhat_pnst~modcrnist strategies, like i
nllyna('l 0r1ganic wholes (c.g., (h.c poem )('1 cy
'l:;(t)ll::gncal organism), |p short, the ce;tail:tl;
! T source of insighe ; ; b
mmcq, probably faully.gTh:n:ir:ni::z::; o orlnnoc.cnc.c__js under- S8y 8 They are floating signifiers moving in pickup trucks across
Pretation is lost, and wig, it the ont lc"t 3uﬂlonz.au0,‘ of inter-Hgk Bitope, blocked more effectively by the witch-weavings of the
CPistemology. By, the alternative s "(:)tofy grounding « Western? 3| ; 8 ﬁpbccd and so unnatural Greenham women, who read the cyborg
!-€.. some version of abstract existence lil);m [ 0Webs of power very well, than by the militant labor of older
:lologngal determinism dcstroying “man™ cb Pmisculinist politics, whose natural constituency needs defense jobs.
_Meaningful politicy) action” by he “t:m .0y the iEUlimately the “hardest” science is about the realm of greatest
IS 2 radical question; ¢he Xt Who cy Fbo ndary confusion, the realm of pure number, purc spirit, c3r,
chimpanzees and artifacts ﬁ'yptography, and the preservation of potent secrets. The new
The third distinction ; . ;chincs are so clean and lighe. Their engineers are éun-worshipcrs
tween physical ang no ediating 2 new scientific revolution associated with the night
Physics books on the co dream of post-industrial socicty. The discases evoked by these

mdclcrmiuacy Principle 5

{dean machines are “no more” than the miniscule coding changes
to the Harleau;
QU romances 35 5 marker of radjca) change in Amej
merj«

sof an antigen in the immune system, “no more” than the experi-
can white heterosexualiy - ; ce of stress. The nimble little fingers of “Oriental” women,
right subj 1y they gee it wrong, but they ace he i)
ject. Modern machines are qQuintessent; on the

the old fascination of little’ Anglo-Saxon Victorian girls with doll
: . , ,

they a uses, women'’s enforced attention to the small take on quite new

€Y are everywhere g they are invisibJe Mod 3 '

S an rreverant Upst ; - Viodern ""';1

rititive cultuce, the 88
of what counts ag

$ 2 subset of (he second ;
n-physical s very |

Mprecise for ys. p
sequences of qua he

. ntum theory and thet il
re a kind of Popular scientific €quivalent i

dimensions in this world. There might be a cyborg Alice taking
ccount of these new dimensions. Ironically, it might be the un-
utural cyborg women making chips in Asia and spiral dancing in
Santa Rita whose constructed unities will guide effective opposi-
tional strategics.

,, .
{So my cyborg myth is about transgressed boundaries, potent
fusions, and dangerous possibilities which progressive people might
explore as one part of needed political work. One of my premises
/is that most American socialists and feminists see deepened dual-
{lisms of mind and body, animal and machine, idealism and materi-
alism in the social practices, symbolic formulations, and physical
antifacts associated with “high technology” and scientific culture,
From One-Dimensional Man to The Death of Nature,5 the analytic
Iresources developed by progressives have insisted on the necessary
ldomination of technics and recalled us to an imagined organic
t:body to integrate our resistance, Another of my premises is that
ithe need for unity of people trying to resist worldwide intensifica-
tion of domination has never been more acute. But a slightly
Hperverse shift of perspective might better enable us to contest for

disturbed only
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a
o ECTIV . bR
Fs.uon of a grid of co ':. al cyborg world is about the final i v
tion embodied in 3 S(;:: r‘; on the planet, about the final bm
defense ar apocal ' abstrac
» abollt (hc ﬁn . ypse wang } J
.. al appr . m the name ¢ff
culinist orgy of war.7 PPropriation of women's bodices in a mao A

. From
might be about ki om another perspective
lived social and bodily realities jiy v:h(;!'borg vlvml
) people are 2

not afraid of their io;
- teir joint kinship wi .
af 1p with .
poi s o permanenty partial et mals and machines, nof}
nts. The pohit; . R
once bec political struggle is to see from b )1,
imagi b;us; cach reveals both dominatiom o(;h perspectives atM
nable from the ns an ibilit; 5
other vanta : possibilities un
. . ¢ : P » . . e
golr)sc illusions than double vis;go pomt. Single vision producq‘ 4 #But there has also been a growing recognition of another response
.. n oF ¥t .. . . .
yborg unities are monstrous ot many-headed monster, through coalition—affinity, not identity.8

litical ci and illegiti .
rcumstan Bitimate; in "[HAEE . . . o
ces, we could + In our present posjljExdk Chela Sandoval, from a consideration of specific historical mo-

for resis hardly 1 i
tance a"d re . y lOPC for mo LK
. : coupling. | §i . : re potent mythg ! 580 . . . .
Action Group, Ping. I like to imagine LAG, the Lchn:o::{ {; ents in the formation of the new political voice called women of
4

as a ki ) ey .
cally convernh, ”a kind of cyborg society, dedicated 4 ¥ color, has theorized a hopeful model of political identity called
Spew out the ¢ 8' 1¢ laboratories that most fiercel ed to realisii-3f :oppositional consciousness,” born of the skills for reading webs
building a ol'o? s of technological apocalypse rcedy Cmbo.dy 3"4; ‘ol power by those refused stable membership in the social cate-
witches nr i'mc:al form that actually manr.: c.sa:; |C0m"""cd toREL gorics of race, scx, or class.? * Women of color,” a name contested
Lcninisl; lo;.i ;c:)rs, ldd"?- perverts, Cllristt;ianso 10ld together BEITE ot its origins by those whom it would incorporate, as well as a
name of the afl; 2ugh to disarm the state. Fission [, "‘Oll'lcrs‘. and i historical consciousness marking systematic breakdown of all the
blood but by d:::i"y Broup in my town, (Affinit t"P;’SSlblc Is thc_" R4 signs of Man in “Western” traditions, constructs a kind of post-

ce, the appeal of one chemi y: related not by J4BA modernist identity out of otherness and difference. This post-

nical nuclear group for's

4

, ;th called “us,” and what could motivate enlistinent in this col-

fketivity? Painful fragmentation aniong feminists (not to mention

imong women) along every possible fault line has made the con-
oot of woman elusive, an excuse for the matrix of women's domi-
i pations of cach other. For me—and for many who share a similar
¥ bistorical location in white, professional middle class, female, radi-
¥eal, North American, mid-adult bodies —the sources of a crisis in
g political identity are legion. The recent history for much of the
4y, left and v.s. feminism has been a response to this kind of
¥ fiisis by endless splitting and searches for a new essential unity.

.

another, avidity.) & . . .
#'modernist identity is fully political, whatever might be said about

Yother possible post-modeenisms. .

i } Sandoval emphasizes the lack of any essential criterion for iden-
5 4R tifying who is a woman of color. She notes that the definition of
B the group has been by conscious appropriation of negation. For
¢ example, a Chicana or U.S. black woman has not been able to
! :“:spcak as a woman or as a black person or as a Chicano. Thus, she
7‘1‘ at the bottom of a cascade of negative identities, left out of
L even the privileged oppressed authorial categories called “women
¥and blacks,” who claimed to make the important revolutions. The
py category «woman" negated all non-white women; “black” negated
Lall non-black people, as well as all black women. But there was
'also no “she,” no singularity, but a sea of differences among U.S.
fil women who have affirmed their historical identity as U.s. women
i of color. This identity marks out a self-consciously constructed
Bl space that cannot affirm the capacity to act on the basis of natural
! identification, but only on the basis of conscious coalition, of affin-
' ity, of political kinship.'¢ Unlike the “woman” of some streams of

i'!hc white women’s movement in the United States, there is no

Fractured Identities
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: Maunifesto for Cyborgs

bmented -isms, but all claims for an organic or natural standpoint.
| '}think that radical and socialist/Marxist feminisms have also under-

ined their/our own epistemological strategies and that this is 2
; faucially valuable step in imagining possible unities. It remains to
{3he scen whether all “epistemologies” as Western political people
§7 have known them fail us in the task to build effective affinitics.

T, 1 is important to note that the effort to construct revolutionary
Bt sndpoints, epistemologics as achicvements of people commiitted

i NE3¢ o changing the world, has been part of the process showing the
modernist theory

that “women of cojor” of feminists.!! Sandoval jho ¢ Vg the wo! :
or” have a chance to build al arguey limits of identification. The acid tools of post-

an effective unity and the constructive tools of ontological discourse about revolu-

ronic allies in dissolving Western

'llat d()cs n . !
ot replicate the j p f
subjects of previ ¢ imperializing, totalizi .
evious Marxi 8. totalizing revolutionary' ' ; i i
tsms and feminisms whicl ary $f W tionary subjects might be seen as diss '
nch had not faced | We are excruciatingly conscious
lly constituted body. But with

the consequ
ences : 1! . . .
CO'Oniza(i?m of the disorderly polyphony emerging f; : fsclvcs in the interests of survival.
) ging from de-'§ i ] ;
'$3R! of what it means to have a historica
Rl there is no expulsion from the
ndulgence of guilt with the

PO:?;:;/K::IB‘ has cmph'asizcd the limits of identificat ], E!hc loss of innocence in our origin, th
bocm.” ”E)“ctnc mechanics of identification b -?"f' 1cation and thel Ga_rden cnt!\cr. Our politics lose the i B
» that generative core o uilt into reading “the| @Y} naiveté of innocence. But what would another political myth for
L socialist feninism look like? What kind of politics could embrace

partial, contradictory, permanently unclosed constructions of per-

‘sonal and collective sclves and still be faithful, effective—and,

ironically, socialist feminist?

% 1 do not know of any other time
; greater need for political unity to confront effectively the domina-

; tions of “race,” “gender,” “sexuality,” and “class.” | also do not
. know of any other time when the kind of unity we might help
build could have been possible. None of “us” have any longer the
. symbolic or material capability of dictating the shape of reality to
 any of “them.” Or at least “ we” cannot claim innocence from prac-

9 ticing such dominations. White women, including socialist femi-

0. . . . s . . .
th! nists, discovered (i.c., were forced kicking and screaming to notice)

i the non-innocence of the category “woman.” That consciousness .
2 ‘. ' changes the geography of all previous categorics; it denatures them '
L) as heat denatures a fragile protein. Cyborg feminists have to argue i
[f that “we” do not want any more natural matrix of unity and that K
{, no construction is whole. Innocence, and the corollary insistence ;
' on victimhood as the only ground for insight, has donc enough :

.

i} damage. But the constructed revolutionary subject must give late- :
1 E' wenticth-century people pause as well. In the fraying of identities s
and in the reflexive strategies for constructing them, the possibility g
hroud for the day -"’!;?

|
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E “AHIBNNB MACKINNON's version of radical feminism is itself a
Gcaricaturc of the appropriating, incorporating, totalizing ten-
? mcies of Western theories of identity grounding action.' It is
¢ wage rela ch "'aually a.r'nd p:)litically wrong to assimilate a|! of ?l!c diverse
Socia g fatlons!np i ;llnf)mcnts. or “conversations” in recent women's polmc.s namc.d
owled rom hls’ i ical feminism to MacKmnon.s version. But the tclcologlc?l logic
8¢, dominatioy, rules iVl gl her theory shows how an epistemology and ontology —includ-

stru |
cture. The consequence of ¢,

ahi i
" bcnznop, as the worker is d;
straction apd llusi in

reveals clag
S systemagj

the M fu . . . . .

y nccc:;xm to overcome illusion an()]' [P rivileged Category cmb"nl'n BEE Ing their negations—crase or police diffcrence. Only one of the

ity ths :rykfor changing ¢he world La‘l')ld that poine of view whi(:' Jeflects of MacKinnon's theory is the rewriting of the history of

the know'l‘c;:lgc: :}.:.,; 'S.bOr is an 0‘"to,o‘;fi‘::ltl(l:;l:unanizi"g activeh :?}fhpolym(;)rplllous ?cld'callcd r;dical f.‘cminisn;. The m’aj(')(; cﬂ"cct

0 alicuation, %% 314 50 the knowledge o sy 8 ABYLL s kind of apocalypse for all evolutionary standpoints, That
Subjugation i, :

In GithRul fitigy lls, the totalization built into this tale of radical feminism achieves

N "0". SOcial' .« . i Al . . .
with the basic analytic Str:nm _rclmmsm advanced by allying ; 'I jts end—the unity of women—by enforcing the experience of and
ment of both Marxisg ferms gics of Marxisy,. The maij ying itself iy '}cstimony to radical non-being. As for the Marxist/socialist femi-
Sand the ategory of hl‘)’g:"t"ns and socialis¢ fcministlsa": 2Clucv¢f¢ ' fnist. consciousness is an achievement, not a natural fact. And
W, even whey tl 0 accommg 35 10 ex-"4iIY MacKinnon's theory eliminates some of the difficulties built into

b

humanist revolutionary subjects, but at the cost of radical reduc-
4 tionism.

4 MacKinnon argues that radical feminism necessarily adopted a
{idifferent analytical strategy from Marxism, looking first not at the
i ,r'structurc of class, but at the structure of sex/gender and its genera-
K}l tive relationship, men’s constitution and appropriation of women
4/sexually. Ironically, MacKinnon's “ontology” constructs a non-
i subject, a non-being. Another’s desire, not the self’s labor, is the

il origin of “woman.” She therefore develops a theory of conscious-

4] :"'ncss that enforces what can count as “women’s” expericnce—any-
bkl thing that names sexual violation, indeed, sex itself as far as
uhl"womcn" can be concerned. Feminist practice is the construction
213" of this form of consciousness; i.c., the selt-knowledge of a self-

' who-is-not.

R
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i Perversely, sexual appropriation in this radical feminism still has
!"?' the epistemological status of labor, i.e, the point from which
}}4, analysis able to contribute to changing the world must flow. But
-g' sexual objectification, not alienation, is the consequence of the
]

RS e

S

(1Y

N Tar

' structure of sex/gender. In the realim of knowledge, the result
i, of sexual objectification is illusion and abstraction. However, a
i woman is not simply alienated from her product, but in a decp
.t sense does not exist as a subject, or even potential subject, since

. she owes her existence as a woman to sexual appropriation. To be
I

P
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Yccustomed to remembering that as objects of knowledge and as
historical actors, “race” did not always exist, “class” has a histori-
fcal genesis, and “homosexuals” are quite junior. It is no accident '
Hthat the symbolic system of the family of man-and so the essence )
¥l woman —breaks up at the same moment that networks of con- "‘\'
¥ nection among people on the planct are unprecedentedly multiple, i

pregnant, and complex. “Advanced capitalism” is inadequate to
i convey the structure of this historical moment. In the “ Western™ ;

sense, the end of man is at stake. It is no accident that woman '
#¥ disintegrates into women in our time. Perhaps socialist feminists '

# were not substantially guilty of producing essentialist theory that ;
). SUpp
-'(hink we have been, at least through unreflective participation
in the logics, languages, and practices of white humanism and
T through scarching for a single ground of domination to secure our ‘
I revolutionary voi ;
sciousness of out failures, we risk lapsing into boundless difference
a0 and givi

il nect
Y historical systems of domination. “ Epistemology” is about know-

ing

o
]

N
, Iwould like to sketch a picture of possible unity, a picture in-
EEL: debted to socialist and feminist principles of design. The frame for

44 !i my sketch is set by the extent and importance of rearrangements in
' Ia worldwide social relations tied to science and technology. 1 argue

.
S b 4h1
\ o1 m
{i constituted by another’ tna Haraw 'Manifesto for Cyborgs ' 79 $;,
. e . . K » " ) ' .
' ' ated in the violent sep::a:‘:lrc ;s ’not the same thing as to be ali: X J.\. ; ,,‘f
no , ! N[Sociali inism— : K
MacKinnon's eadical theo t;c laborer from his product. ;}ﬁ so:::\'n‘csttuf:r:f";;:://wagc labor//alienation %g
. r . ' 'Y . i . .
extreme; it does not so much )"' Ol experience is totalizing '"'!ho :!. g labor, by analogy reproduction, by extension sex, by addition race o i
] ity of any other women's politi ':'B'Hahzc as obliterate the authorgEjR: Radical Feminism — ; g;
tion producing what Wes; a S.pccch and action. It is a totaliz] ;structure of gender//sexual appropriation//objectification R
doing — feminists’ o, ern patriarchy itself never succeeded ‘sex, by analogy labor, by extension reproduction, by addition race 4
ousness o, . . N
except as products of f the non-existence of w { . . . . el
argues Ol men’s desire. I think Mack ome In another context, the French theorist Julia Kristeva claimed i
Womcusm no Marxian version of identit - l;juon correct women appeared as a historical group after World War 1, along f
unity. But in solvin y can hirmly ground ith groups like youth. Her dates are doubtful; but we are now o
f
K

ressed women's particularity and contradictory interests. | ,

ice. Now we have less excuse. But in the con-

ng up on the confusing task of making partial, real con-

ion. Some differences are playful; some are poles of world

the difference.

THIS ATTEMPT at an epistemological and political position, 1

" for a politics rooted in claims about fundamental changes in the
[ . .

8l nature of class, race, and gender in an emerging system of world
]
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trial capitaliony: $ novelty and scope to that created | 4 - . . i\
ganic, illdusni;i by ind that subverts na.turahsulc coding for (Irc lcft—l'\and s.ldc as we:!l. W'e' ﬂ
from all work o all ol annot go b.ack ldfologlcall'y or mat.crmlly. It’s not just t!nt_ god }“.
and ideological play, a dc?dly ga s dead; so is the go_ddcss. !n rclation to ob‘]t.:cts like bxfmc com- H
ing chart of transit; ; el nents, one ml'nst think pot in terms ofcsscnua_l properties, but in ]i:k
BALONS 1o the srar ons from the comfortable old hic l :'c follow: il krms of strategies of design, lpuudary constraints, ratcs of ﬂows. g
domination: Y new nctworks I haye called ¢l rarchical dpmi-i ! Lsystems logics, costs of lowering constraints. Sexual reproduction N
) ¢d the mformatics of J{i | is onc kind of reproductive strategy among many, with costs and }{i
Representation _ & benefits as a function of the system environment. ldcologies of Vi
Bourgeois novel, realism Simulation sexual reproduction can no longer reasonably call on the notions w‘
Organism SC'ICI.)CC fiction, post-modern; of sex and sex role as organic aspects in natural objects like orga- ' iffl
Depth, integrity Biotic component sm pisms and families. Such reasoning will be unmasked as irrational, (53
e sutface, boundary {Fand ironicall ' ling Playboy and anti- |
y corporate executives reading Playboy and anti-porn B
|

Biology as clinical practic

l’hysinlogy ‘
Small group

Perfection

lEugcnics

de I

, 'y;g::ce, Magic Mountain
Mlcrol?iology, tuberculosis
(,)lga"nc division of labor
Functional specialization
Reproduction
()jg:l»{t sex role specializatios
l{l()'()gl(‘ﬂ' determinism '
(,ommunity ccology
Racial chain of being

Scientific management ip
homc/faclory
lj‘amily/Markct/Factor
Family wage y
Pubhic/Private
Nature/Culiure
Cooperation
Freud
Sex
Labor
Mud
World War

White Capitalisy Patriarchy

This list suggests several inte

on the right-hand side cannot |

Noise
(l:hology as inscription
Ommunications engineering

radical feminists will make strange bedfellows in jointly unmnask-

it ing the irrationalism. .
R . . . : . i
. Likewise for race, idcologics about human diversity have to be \
formulated in terms of frequencies of parameters, like blood groups i
1

S"bsyStCIn
S)l"inlizatioyg
z)(:’igll:‘s:::,::";:ml ; %?:'or‘ in‘((.:lligcncc scores. It is "irra(ional" to i{lvokc concepts like vif b
Stress Mlnagc'm:,l,‘:” Shock Pmnmvc and'avnhzcd. qu liberals and radicals, t.hc scarch“for ‘
Immunology, aips 13 mtggratcd social systems gives way to a new practice .cal.lcd ex- L
.perimental ethnography” in which an organic object dissipates in '\
h ¢
Wi

Er i

o g;)nmmcs/cybcrnctics of labor
o .ular construction

Replication

Oplllll'il' Benetic strategies

Evolutionar

Ecosystem

gtranslations of racism and colonialism into Janguages of develop-
Bk ment and underdevelopment, rates and constraints of modcrniza- I :
8.1 tion. Any objects or persons can be reasonably thought of in terms i
F of disassembly and reassembly; no “natural” architectures con- fl‘
strain system design. The financial districts in all the world’s cities, i

Q’ attention to the play of writing. At the level of ideology, we see

Y Inertia, constraints

N:’)-ifnpcrialism, United
CIO[::;?::‘:;:;'/I:IT:Z’:O . ;fas‘wcll as the export-processing and frec-trade zones, proclaim ',
cottage nic “ this elementary fact of “late capitalism.” The entire universe of . ‘,
Women in the Integrated Circui e kiR Bl objects that can be known scientifically must be formulated as ’ -)';. )
gomparable worth treun RE: . problems in communications engineering (for the managers) or "Ll
F;le:i(;rgfc;;;ﬂmhip &l g theories qf the text (for those who would resist). Both are cyborg : ‘ ;[/
0"1"Iunilc erence ! .j;.scmlologlcs. , o
Lacan ations enhancement l"-‘,f One should expect control strategies to concentrate on bound- E:_g‘
Genetic engineering A1 § ary conditions and interfaces, on rates of flow across boundaries — \/ . ,H
Robotics s {'and not on the integrity of natural objects. “Integrity” or “sin- .
Artificial Intelligence S TR R cerity ™ of the Western self gives way to decision procedures and ;".;':
'S.:;(; Wars : 11 : r;; expert systems. For example, control strategics applied to wom- :”
rmatics of Domination CUIARILY en's capacities to give birth to new human beings will be devel- | 1
resting lhings,ls First, the o IR 5;3'1“ oped in ?hc languages 'of pgpulalion.c'outrol and maximization of :'!
¢ coded as “natyra) " ' objects fik 4 gf)zl ac.hlcvcmcnt for mdl'wdual decision-makers. Control strate- d
al,” a realization 'r; 5 gies will be formulated in terms of rates, costs of constraints, [v;{
Ly g N
s - ;' g
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. (icgrccs of fi
reedor .
- subsystem, must [:‘. 'Hu"_"'" beings, like any other '
modes of operatio ¢ localized in a system architect COm'poncnt or i
. . n are Probab.'. . ) ure whose basic'
or bodies 3 . thistic, statistical . asic i
! re sacred in ) ’ ical. No obJCCtS N
faced wi n themselves; » Spaces, i3
ith any ot : » ANy compog ] 1 TG
! 1ent ,
be couslrllthdy for Crr if tht_: Proper standard, &c bro C:n be int
change in this wo”’:j‘:Ccssmg signals in a common 15 t code, 1
: . nguage. Ex.1#
b ca : ransccllds thc um g g X ’
y capitalist markets that Marx amlyzc(‘ilcrsal nlanslauon effected
i so well. The privi i
' rivil

c.lpas frozen moments, of the fluid social interactions constituting
glihem, but they should also be viewed as instruments for enforcing I

Beanings. The boundary is permeable between tool and myth, 1
grument and concept, historical systems of social relations and ;
\ ' torical anatomies of possible bodies, including objects of knowl- N
itbdge. Indeed, myth and tool mutually constitute cach other. :
:Furthcrmorc, communications sciences and modern biologies :
s constructed by a common move—the translation of the world 2 "]

a search for a common language in which

1, 0 a problem of coding,
ifall resistance to instrumental control disappears and all heterogene-
' and

Ty can be submitted to disassembly, reassembly, investment,

the translation of the world into a

By I .
8¥'In communications sciences,
looking at cybernetic (feed- N

! oblem in coding can be illustrated by
rack controlled) systems theories applied to telephone technology,

§ computer design, weapons deployment, or data base construction

¥and maintenance. In cach case, solution to the key questions rests
on a theory of language and control; the key operation is deter-
i mining the rates, directions, and probabilities of flow of a quantity
Vealled information. The world is subdivided by boundaries differ-
Fentially permeable to information. Information is just that kind of
Pquantifiable element (unit, basis of unity) which allows universal
wranslation, and so unhindered instrumental power (called cffec-
itive communication). The biggest threat to such power is inter-
{ruption of communication. Any system breakdown is a function
¥ of steess. The fundamentals of this technology can be condensed
‘into the metaphor C31, command-control-communication-intelli-
¢, the military’s symbol for its opcrations theory.
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constructing socialist-feminise a'l 'On-c AN in coding can be illustrated by molecular genetics, ecology, socio-
politics is 1 d immunobiology. The organism

B biological cvolutionary theory, an
blems of genetic coding and read-out.

' Biotechnology, a writing technology, informs rescarch broadly.1?
 In a sense, organismns have ceased to exist as objects of knowledge,
[y giving way to biotic components, i.c., special kinds of informa-
3] tion processing devices. The analogous moves in ecology could be
*examined by probing the history and utility of the concept of the
Wecosystem. Immunobiology and associated medical practices are
P rich exemplars of the privilege of coding and recognition systems .

i as objects of knowledge, as constructions of bodily reality for us. ;
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Tmately restructured through the social relations of science and

dwchnology. '8 1 use the odd circumlocution, “the social relations of

Wicience and technology,” to indicate that we are not dealing with a

iechnological determinism, but with a historical system depending

b r n structured rclations. al_jnong_ipc.d_'plc. But the phrase should
B :Lﬁr‘n‘d?’é’iﬁ‘:'ﬂ?it science and technology provide fresh sources of

0 power, that we need fresh sources of analysis and political action. "

p¥ Some of the rearrangements of race, sex, and class rooted in high-

K lech-facilitated social relations can make socialist feminism more

televant to effective progressive politics. :

i

he Homework Economy

ssed syste
processes break down; it fayils

Fry\HE “NEW INDUSTRIAL REVOLUTION" is producing a new
% 1 worldwide working class. The extreme mobility of capital
pld the emerging international division of labor are intertwined
With the emergence of new collectivitics, and the weakening of
Phamiliar groupings. These developments are neither gender- nor

My, the constoictions giig ' ' e
phy, the internation] division*qE{E E race-neutral. White men n advanced industrial socicties have be-

depend inti k .
depend intimately upon elec¥4HE# come newly vulnerable to permanent job loss, and women are not
b rolls at the same rates as men. It is not

ncal basis of simulacra, i.c., of]}] édisappcaring from the jo
SRS simply that women in third-world countries are the preferred labor
4 force for the science-based multinationals in the export-processing
: :Scc(ors, particularly in electronics. The picture is more systematic
¥'and involves reproduction, sexuality, culture, consumption, and
i production. In the prototypical Silicon Valley, many women’s lives
3 have been structured around employment in electronics-dependent
 jobs, and their intimate realities include serial heterosexual monog-
flamy, negotiating childcare, distance from extended kin or most
‘other forms of traditional community, a high likelihood of loncli-
¥ ness and extremne economic vulnerability as they age. The cthnic
8% and racial diversity of women in Silicon Valley structures a micro-
8 cosm of conflicting differences in culture, family, religion, educa-
‘*’lion, language.
& Richard Gordon has called this new situation the homework
Feconomy.20 Although he includes the phenomenon of literal home-
'work emerging in conncction with electronics assembly, Gordon
EHE intends “homework cconomy” to name a restructuring of work
B! that broadly has the characteristics formerly ascribed to female
! jobs, jobs literally done only by women. Work is being redefined
2 both literally female and feminized, whether performed by men

ystems, medical constructioni’ 5

. . "
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ble- ‘ ¢ feminized means to be il;’. , o EaLs:
able; able to be disassembled o d wh hold clerical and similar jobs in 1 bers, "g- e
labor force: seen less cd, reasscinbled :ln w 0 n.ow. old ¢ c;lca 'an similar jobs in large num c'rs, 128 "é {
arrangements on . das w0rkcrs.than as server ¥large implications for conumfcd.cnforco.:d'b.lack poverty with em- f?l& o
limited work . -‘l (:iﬂ' the pand_job that mak : ploymgnt. Tcs:nagc women in industrializing arcas of the third “Jg el
being obscene ot'n; OC; ||ng an existence that always borders op k28 : {world mcreasmgly_ﬁnd (‘h_cmsclvc's the sole or major source of a -""'t"?’ T,
an old s"a“_g; newl Place, and reducible to sex. $ on R4 ;cash wage for their families, while access to h'nd is ever more ;"; a8
However, the ho y applicable to formerly privileged workers]§ jiproblematic. These (_icvclopmcpfs must have major consequences ';}g T
scale dcsl;illmg n':)l:\:irork cconomy does not refer rkery Bt ‘ the psychodynamics and politics of gender and race. i3 A
emcrging, even for w‘:-‘; ;:' d:ng' that new areas o ;( Within the framcw'ork of three major stages of capi.talism (com- ;g? ~ '
skilled employment. Rl nd men previously g mercial/early industrial, monopoly, multinational) —tied to nation- "‘{’ﬂ
home, and market ar'c o ter, the concept indicates that facto [} slism, imperialism, and multinationalism, and related to Jameson's ’,:1
of women are cruciy] ::‘;(;ated On a new scale and that the le; 2'. three dominant aesthetic periods of realism, modernism, and post- A
among women and for meanri:Cd ;o be analyzed for differences J modernism —1 would argue that specific f.orms olf.famlhcs dialecti- ' ‘,' d
) women in various situations. gs for relations between men and it cally relate to forms of f:apital and to its political and culfural > i
f . The homework ec W 1) concomitants. Alth_o.ugh |'IVCd problcmau’:ally and uncquall).'. ideal ",
1 steucture is made POS?H)(I)mIZ as a world capitalist organizatio i forms of thc.sc families might be schcmmzcd as (1) the patn.archal ' i :
b gies. The successs of il € by (not caused by) the new techn ;“ nu.clcar family, strucu.nrcd by the d}CIIOtOIny l?ct.wccn public and <3
M white, men’s union: te attack on relatively privileged olo- ! private and accompanied by the white bourgeois ideology of sepa- it
E“ ) raneatin nonized jobs is tied to the power of lgc mostly {4 rate spheres and nincteenth-century Anglo-American bourgeois R
' extensive :illss '::','nologlcs to antegrate and control tl:i)ncv:j o fj feminism; (2) the modern family mediated (or enforced) by the 1;?
new lcchnol(:) ston and decentralization The conseque or despite i welfare state and institutions like the family wage, with a flower- ' A
g (male) wage g_;cs are felt by women both in the lossq r"}ics of the Bing of a-feminist heterosexual ideologies, including their radical g
J in the cha?acn(l they ever had access to this white of the family " versions represented in Greenwich Village around World War 1; X!
! intensiy er of their own jobs, which are b privilege) and 3 and (3) the “family” of the homework economy with its oxy- ' it
‘ ¢, ¢.g., office work and nursing. ccoming capital- ' moronic structure of women-headed houscholds and its explosion ' 1
The new economic and technological i of feminisms and the paradoxical intensification and erosion of 3
::Ifijd to the collapsing welfare state E:)c; t:rra"gcfncqts are also rc-! Lﬂi gender itself. ' i)
as f::“::::,s Oclll \':ljomcn to sustain daily h:“: Fg:l:;::gnmtlc"smcmon 4. This is the context in which the projections for worldwide struc- '
C"Y—gcncr'nc:; be':i. and old people. The fcminiz]:t(:c:,:s 1‘5 well ;  tural unemployment stemming from the new technologies are part ‘ it
work econom Y dismantling the welfare state, by t} © Povs g3 of the picture of the homework economy. As robotics and related
Y wher Y the home- B!’ technologies put men out of work in “developed” countries and

&l exacerbate failure to gencerate male jobs in third-world “develop-

'+ ment,” and as the automated office becomes the rule even in labor-
) P surplus countries, the feminization of work intensifies. Black
i women in the United States have long known what it looks like
{8 to face the structural underemployment (“feminization”) of black
1" men, as well as their own highly vulnerable position in the wage
i economy. It is no longer a secret that sexuality, reproduction,

st an i
ssurcd [;rogrcssnvcly war-based economy is 1
o \ ror example, on u.s. black women, .|
¢ fr i ‘-
p om. (barely) paid domestic scrvicc'
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Blumberg estimates that women produce about fifty per cent of H3 "','mduczivc situations is the medi ’
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The new technologies seem dee
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interact.22 The new communications technologies are fundamental

to the eradication of “public life” for everyone. This facilitates the;!
mushrooming of a permanent high-tech military establishment at| ;
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munity, sexuality, and family issues never privileged in the largely
[}

% The structural rearrangements related to the social relations of

science and technology evoke strong ambivalence. But it is not

necessary to be ultimately depressed by the implications of late-

twenticth-century women’s relation to all aspects of work, cul-
ture, production of knowledge, sexuality, and reproduction. For
, mination best and have
 trouble understanding what can only look like false consciousness
and people’s complicity in their own domination in late capitalism.

rlt is crucial to remember that what is lost, perhaps especially from
| women's points of view, is often virulent forms of oppression,
" nostalgically naturalized in the face of current violation. Ambiva-
d unitics mediated by high-tech culture
) requires not sorting consciousness into categories of “clear-sighted
1" critique grounding a solid political cpistemology” versus “manipu-~

4! lated false consciousness,” but subtle understanding of emerging
h serious potential for

* changing the rules of the game, _
! There are grounds for hope in the emerging bases for new kinds
. of unity across race, gender, and class, as these elementary units
. of socialist-feminist analysis themselves suffer protean transforma-
i tions. Intensifications of hardship experienced worldwide in con-
nection with the social relations of science and technology are
. severe. But what people are experiencing is not transparently clear,

EESTUIAT ~ et FreBie PO

o

and we lack sufficiently subtle connections for collectively build-
ing effective theories of experience. Present cfforts — Marxist, psy-
choanalytic, feminist, anthropological —to clarify cven “our” ex-

perience are rudimentary.
I am conscious of the odd perspective provided by my historical
in biology for an Irish Catholic girl was made

position—a Ph.D.
k’s impact on u.s. national science-education

possible by Sputni
* policy. 1 have a body and mind as much constructed by the post-

:

1

toP

|, World War u arms race and cold war as by the women’s move-
4" ments. There ate more grounds for hope by focusing on the contra-
r" dictory effects of politics designed to produce loyal American tech-
nocrats, which as well produced large numbers of dissidents, rather
than by focusing on the present defcats. ,

i
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{.  The permancnt partiality of feminist points of view has conse-
| quences for our expectations of forms of political organization and
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§13 tinctions  structuring the Western self. It is the simultaneity of

% breakdowns that cracks the matrices of domination and opens
: ,"gcomctric possibilities. What might be learned from personal and
14 political “technological” pollution? I will look briefly at two over-
ilapping groups of texts for their insight into the construction of a
i potentially helpful cyborg myth: constructions of women of color

s ’and monstrous sclves in feminist science fiction.

',;IE r’-, Earlier I suggested that “ women of color” might be understood
$ias a cyborg identity, a potent subjectivity synthesized from fusions
-of outsider identities. There are material and cultural grids map-
;. ping this potential. Audre Lorde captures the tone in the title of
Y, her Sister Outsider. In my political myth, Sister Outsider is the
,”oﬂ'shorc woman, whom u.s. workers, female angd feminized, are
{" supposcd to regard as the enemy preventing their solidarity, threat-
ar.ening their security. Onshore, inside the boundary of the United
!“Statcs, Sister Qutsider is a potential amidst the races and ethnic
l"' identities of women manipulated for division, competition, and
exploitation in the same industrics. “Women of color” are the
preferred labor force for the science-based industrics, the real
} women for whom the worldwide sexual market, labor market,
1 and politics of reproduction kaleidoscope into daily life. Young
Korean women hired in the sex industry and in electronics as-
sembly are recruited from high schools, educated for the integrated
' circuit. Literacy, especially in English, distinguishes the “cheap™
_ female labor so attractive to the multinationals.

v B

syl
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P> el

Weave eroticig;
. n, cosmolo .
bodiment, and espec; BY. and politjcs from imagery of e ¢

tion and reconseie Contrary to orientalist stereotypes of the “oral primitive,” liter-

acy is a special mark of women of color, acquired by u.s. black
women as well as men through a history of risking death to learn
and to teach reading and writing. Writing has a special significance
for all colonized groups. Writing has been crucial to the Western
myth of the distinction of oral and written cultures, primitive and
civilized mentalities, and more recently to the crosion of that dis-
tinction in “post-modernist” theories attacking the phallogocen-
trisin of the West, with its worship of the monotheistic, phallic,
authoritative, and singular word, the unique and perfect name.3
Contests for the meanings of writing are a major form of con-
temporary political struggle. Releasing the play of writing is deadly
serious. The poetry and stories of u.s. women of color are re-
. peatedly about writing, about access to the power to signify; but
é",‘... this time that power must be neither phallic nor innocent, Cyborg
0l writing must not be about the Fall, the imagination of a once-
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4! or'aga’s body, affirms it as the body of a woman of color, against
4 d"possibility of passing into the unmarked category of the Anglo
b “I‘xcr or into the orientalist myth of “original illiteracy” of a
{8 kother that never was. Malinche was mother here, not Eve before
fleiting the forbidden fruit. Writing affirms Sister Outsider, not the
oman-before-the-Fall-into-Writing needed by the phallogocen-
¢ Family of Man. ' i

b ‘

: ermc 1S PRE-EMINENTLY the technology of cybor‘gs, ctched

surfaces of the late twentieth century. Cyborg politics is thc@ o
struggle for language and the struggle against perfect communica-
fion, against the one code that translates all meaning perfectly, the
Fentral dogma of phallogocentrism. That is why cyborg politics
nsist on noise and advocate pollution, rejoicing in the illegitimate
fusions of animal and machine. These are the couplings which
make Man and Woman so problematic, subverting the structure of
desire, the force imagined to generate language and gender, and so
subverting the structure and modes of reproduction of * Western”
§ !ldentity, of nature and culture, of mirror and eye, slave and master,
"body and mind. “ We” did not originally choose to be cyborgs, but
! choice grounds a liberal politics and epistemology that imagines
bl the reproduction of individuals before the wider replications of
r Ltexts.” '

Q{; From the perspective of cyborgs, freed of the need to ground
37 politics in “our” privileged position of the oppression that incorpo-
il rates all other dominations, the innocence of the merely violated,
i the ground of those closer to nature, we can sce powerful possi-
bilitics. Feminisms and Marxisms have run aground on Western
“epistemological imperatives to construct a revolutionary subject
! from the perspective of a hicrarchy of oppressions and/or a latent
iy position of moral superiority, innocence, and greater closeness to
BYF nature. With no available original dream of a common language or
ue
o

original symbiosis promising protection from hostile “masculine”
separation, but written into the play of a text that has no finally
privileged reading or salvation history, to recognize “oneself” as
‘f' fully implicated in the world, frees us of the need to root politics in
“identification, vanguard parties, purity, and mothering. Stripped
L5 % of identity, the bastard race teaches about the power of the mar-
Y ﬁgins and the importance of a mother like Malinche. Women of

§color have transformed her from the evil mother of masculinist
i

i . .. « .
fear into the originally literate mother who teaches survival.
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High-tech culture challenges these dualisms in intriguing ways.

M H : "‘ . 3 » .
original innocence and privit§ £ 1t is not clear who miakes and who is made in the relation between
¢l buman and machine. It is not clear what is mind and what body in

machines that resolve into coding practices. Insofar as we know
[ oursclves in both formal discourse (e.g.. biology) and in daily
bl practice (c.g., the homework economy in the integrated circuit),

\we find ourselves to be cyborgs, hybrids, mosaics, chimeras. Bio-
B logical organisms have become biotic systems, communications
{ldevices like others. There is no fundamental, ontological separa-
ion in our formal knowledge of machine and organism, of techni-
tal and organic.

3 . . .
ﬁ One consequence is that our sense of connection to our tools is

'lcgc':s‘thc feturn to wholeness img
individuation, Scparation, the birth of th
‘autonromy. the fall into writing, alienatios C >
Imaginary respite in the bosom of the Otl:c Ti
:)':vzat'rcpul)duc(ivc politics — rebj Ml
straction, i i

o o allna:'rl:cp(ll?:: w'omcn are imagined cither better or wors
more. fusian s :ra;avc less selfhood, weaker individuation
sutonomy, B dre 0 ;"toodMothcr. less at stake in masculin ‘(}
r:uvnsc.u!inc autonomy, a royte :li:tr:i)z::: ot g less at o “
lnmmvc, Zero, the Mirror Stage and j

‘
e ,
gineightencd. The trance state experienced by many computer users
1has become a staple of science-fiction film and cultural jokes. Per-
.'Iups paraplegics and other severely handicapped people can (and
’iomctimcs do) have the most intense experiences of complex
fy\hybridization with other communication devices. Anne McCaf- L
fiey's The Ship Wio Sang explored the consciousness of a cyborg, '
i g¥:hybrid of girl's brain and complex machinery, formed after the Y
. ki birth of a severely handicapped child. Gender, sexuality, embodi- g
scribed by Aj $. electronics fi delEmia s . . . , i
Y Aiwa Ong, are acti .. fms desMyidg@tment, skill: all were reconstituted in the story. Why should our i
actively rewnting the texts ;

bodies and societjes, Survival is the seake of their| "'ﬂ} it bodics end at the skin, or include at best other beings encapsulated B
pU1 by skin? From the seventeenth century till now, machines could be b

s 1n this play ofrcadings';
' HE 21 animated —given ghostly souls to make them speak or move or to
+ they have ail beer systemic v | n gk "accoutlt for their orderly dc.vclopmcnt and mental capacities, Or
. . peole ot CO(I)Ot e logm{ Biellf organisms cm'nld be mcchmnz'cd—-rcduc.cd to quy ufldcrstood as
Call Constituccdr' Nature, 1§ resource of mind. These ma.clupc/or-gan.mm rclan‘onslups are ob_so—
as others { & lete, unnecessary. For us, in imagination and in other practice, !
f machines can be prosthetic devices, intimate components, friendly
{ sclves. We don’t need organic holism to give impermeable whole-
i ness, the total woman and her feminist variants (mutants?). Let
rmc conclude this point by a very partial reading of the logic of the
fcyborg monsters of my second group of texts, feminist science
LN fiction. :
3 ‘j.,; .
FPYHE CYBORGS populating feminist science fiction make very
4 {[‘problcmatic the statuses of man or woman, human, artifact,
[}

(. . - §
ve, another organic group done in by “Wes

wWriting . 33 .
o wgo These rcal-lffc cyborgs, e.p., the Southeast Asian vil i
men workers in Japanese and y stan vil,
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hanges the boundaries of spatial perception for the whole species.
Il the characters explore the limits of language, the dream of
mmunicating experience, and the necessity of limitation, partial-
, and intimacy even in this world of protean transformation and

ONSTERS HAVE ALWAYS defined the limits' of community in
Western imaginations. The Centaurs and Amazons of ancient
Greece established the limits of the centered polis of the Greek
male human by their disruption of marriage and boundary pollu-
tions of the warrior with animality and woman. Unseparated twins
gland hermaphrodites were the confused human material in early
modern France who grounded discourse on the natural and super-
matural, medical and legal, portents and diseases—all crucial to
gcstablishing modern identity.3¢ The evolutionary and behavioral
[it¥sciences of monkeys and apes have marked the multiple bound-
WParies of late-twenticth-century industrial identities. Cyborg mon-
%4} sters in feminist science fiction define quite different political possi-
bilities and limits from those proposed by the mundane fiction of

g0 . . .
2t/] There are several consequences to taking seriously the imagery
of cyborgs as other than our enemies. Our bodies, ourselves;
gt bodies are maps of power and identity. Cyborgs are no excep-

“tions. A cyborg body is not innocent; it was not born in a garden;
it does not seek unitary identity and so generate antagonistic dual-
" isms without end (or until the world ends); it takes irony for
”grantcd. One is too few, and two is only one possibility. Intense
 pleasure in skill, machine skill, ceases to be a sin, but an aspect of
d E embodiment. The machine is not an it to be animated, worshiped
: and dominated. The machine is us, our processes, an aspect of our

fi: dominate or threaten us. We are responsible for boundaries; we are
4( they. Up till now (once upon a time), female embodiment seemed
'?Kto be given, organic, necessary; and female embodiment seemed
2 g‘ to mean skill in mothering and its metaphoric extensions. Only by
o K being out of place could we take intense pleasure in machines, and
% then with excuses that this was organic activity after all, appro-
" priate to females. Cyborgs might consider more seriously the par-
tial, fluid, sometimes aspect of sex and sexual embodiment. Gen-
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29-50; June Nash and M. p. Fc'rnandcz»K:l’Imm;j VOI',"" no. 1 (1980), pp. ' - can urban immigrant public, see Donna Haraway, “Teddy Bear Patri-

| International Diyigion of Labor (Albany, N Y)’. .e s-, Women and Men and the archy,” Social Text, forthcoming, 1985 ; Roderick Nash, “The Exporting
Vo Y. sUNY Press, 1983); Aiwa and Importing of Naturc: Nature-Appreciation as a Commodity, 1850-

That Never Evolved (Cambridge, Mass. : Harvard University Press, 1981),
For an analysis of scientific women's story-telling practices, especially in
relation to sociobiology, in evolutionary dcbates around child abuse and
infanticide, see Donna Haraway, “The Contest for Primate Nature:
Daughters of Man the tlunter in the Ficld, 1960-80," in Mark Kann, ed.,

3 : The Futnre of American Democracy (Philadelphia : Temple University Press,
heenreich, Yomen :g; " 1983), pp. 175-208.
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black Women Writers : A Critical Evaluation (Garden City, NLY. : Doubleday/
chor, 1984); Dexter Fisher, ed., The Third Woman: Minority HWomen

.‘ of the United States (Boston: Houghton Miffin, 1980); several

106
. Donna Harawa}’ id
] 0.- P(npp”.'.,“ : . i 3
Sontag, Ou p n American Histor s i
"Sho:ting':llll”':::ﬂ’-dp’:.’ (New Ymk:yD‘:l)l" :9('97.9)' PP. $17-560; Sus
; 15¢,” Natural History, vo'l 9;’ 72;0“:(‘ (ll))oug'as pu":q
* #3110, 12 (December 194yl
h

of Frontiers, esp. vol. 5 (1980), "Chicanas en ¢! Ambiente Nacional”
-Western World” ; Maxine Hong

ngston, China Men (New York : Knopf, 1977); Gerda Lesner, ed., Black
ica: A Documentary History (New York: Vintage,
M073); Cherrie Moraga and Gloria Anzaldua, eds., This Bridge Called My
W Back: Writings by Radical Women of Color (Watertown, Mass. : Persephone,
1); Robin Morgan, ed., Sisterhood Is Global (Garden City, N.Y.: An-
thor/ Doubleday, 1984). The writing of white women has had similar
pesnings : Sandra Gilbert and Susan Gubar, The Madwoman in the Attic
ew Haven : Yale University Press, 1979); Joanna Russ, How to Suppress
men's Writing (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1983).
ames Clifford argucs persuasively for recognition of continuous cultural
lnvention, the stubborn non-disappearance of those “marked” by West-
n Imperializing practices; see “On Ethnographic Allegory: Essays,”
coming 1985, and "On Ethnographic Authority,” Representations, vol,
Y wo. 2 (1983), pp. 118-146. :
"Page DuBois, Centaurs and Amazons {Ann Arbor: University of Michigan
Press, 1982); Lorraine Daston and Katharine Park, “Hermaphrodites in
Renaissance France” ms., n.d.; Katharine Park and Lorraine Daston,
»Unnatural Conceptions : The Study of Monsters in 16th and 17th Cen-
sy France and England,” Past and Present, no. 93 (August 1981), pp-

Pfu- :

d vol. 7 (1983), “Feminisms in the Non

Fox Keller, 4 : vol
. » A Feeli Oroarre. 4. ho, 3 (198
National Science Foﬁfv«ﬁzi;':: w'g"nixm (S (1981) PP. 341~53; Evel

Research Pro; gel, “Mili .
ect . ilitary M - . !
dustrial 7;""!]{"'";.(':"&}"‘"“' 1983, ,—m(hcoyminlcliml.wucsc Silicon Vil
puter Professiony)s r" llgl_» Technology pm&“%o: | tcroelectronics qnd |,
37 Katic King, "The pleg Social Responsibility arc pea s for Peace and Comyg|
in Feminist Science F.“f“ of Repetition and u;fuml's"'ﬂ Organiznio,u{
iction ; Rcimagimﬁ(m, of lh;ml;lsdof IdentificationF
i ; ody afy A
' Octavia Buler, by, cdf'?cc‘tiﬁs‘scbm?"' P°'“°"=y. :;:;: ‘?\:(.:y
' €f Wild Seed, p; nderlying th ' :
' McKece Chainas, Alolhr:;in-u?’md of My Mind, e

brevi
nted hist of feminise scienc

luminal, Drrammib(,' Joanna Ry

James T
‘ptree, Jr., Star Songs of an OI4 Pri,
mate

John Vagie ; )
a8 Mary Do 4 IT"M' W"‘"“r Demon. » Up the Walls of the bWorid ;%
1966) V8138, Purity and Dan nd: |
. Natural ymbols ([-Ondo,,g !

il HAMILTON PRIZE AWARDED |

i

1

§The Hamilton Prize Commiittee at The University of Michigan

i announced the winning manuscript for 1984, “Living
Stories, Telling Lives: Women and the Novel in Contemporary

4 Experience,” by Joanne S. Frye of the English department at

McC l ] 5
; gy 2ana Shig pn S amuel Delany, Tales of Neveryon; An
. ’ ne ¢
b eteroglossia, Cargl Ry
o Feminist Studies, vol, 7 - Bl"h.
Y. Ce sexe qui n'en gy Pas un (Pagly

‘\'I'""“- |°77) ’ “8""- H Fune "e b(’“ e Pas sans | Aulre (' ans: '"u“I
% d

] 1979); Elaine Mark; and |

v nisms (Amherse. o d 1sabelle de Cougl :

h 1.1 (Ruvunn, 1ope). i O Massachuscucs pegss. spay o <nch Fowl- AERtEARI1E :

f : «:’?':T’" Lesbian “""Y"":’n:‘uol:s"'; on French fcm'inis.,,.)',\,f'x'f!. vol."],n'. i the College of Wooster. The prize of $1,000, for the best

IS o mF altll:,}',;’:' 1973). vid LeVay (New York : Avo:m.qg“" Wie- ﬁ 1} original, scholarly, book-length manuscript on women, is qf—

: Iying and oo, lr::c:’sc e very complex, not Jease ; ' 7"‘&" i i fered annually to encourage serious and significant feminist

.« O, Wi ond e g S SOMECHve s o TSHment of themeolor MM g1 cholarship. e

. :\%7,2 ¢ Audie Lorde, 's.’u:.R(;::',';Z('nu.nun(New Y(:r';((";;:r Sc" san Grif- iThe 1985 competition is now open. Manuscripts submitted

! Advicnne Rich, The Drcam of (o (V€W York : Crossing P & Row iy must be works of synthesis and/or interpretation, or mono-

men Language (New York ; N;f::z‘ 3 graphs of broad interest. Essay collections, fiction, and un-

" ‘revised doctoral dissertations are not eligible. The University

# of Michigan Press expects to publish the winning manuscript
¥1n Its series on Women and Culture.
Two-page abstracts are due by July 15, 1985.
‘ f,;f ) Hamilton Prize Competition
LU 234 West Engineering
Il The University of Michigan

HA Ann Arbor, Mi 48109

\

n {‘a‘cques Derrida, O/Gr;mmalolo
ore: Johns Hopking Universit‘:'ri’::

32 Cherrie Mora
ga. Loving .
The shatp relar; 8 In the War Years (Boston ; X
be appronches (‘;zglfgv'vlc'my?hofl;;)lor o w,i(in’; 'af(::z:‘nEnddPrcu. 1931): :
: ¢ Black Wom, € and politics can ' 4
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