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EC\ENTLY | HAD ONE of those decadal birthdays that
¢ marks with special parties which draw together friends
different eras of one’s life. Attending my féte were some
women { have known s:m.ce the ea'rly 1970s when we worked
- loca ode ls\anc} feminist organizations. Although we come
different walks of life, We share a commitment tO social change
the betterment of women’s lives. One woman, of whom
: asked about my work, wondering aloud whether she
and the book 1 am now writing. | responded that if she
1 had not done a good enough job.
et and the more 1 write, the fonder 1 become of simple
This happens (0 me-at a moment when the most politically

arratives 0 , N . .
na nd ;mportant work done by academic feminists, queer theo-
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rists, and the like seems, 1 i T
S, ms, ironically, to e
writing. Telling a cally, come dressed in obscu i
e e pgimC(l;airtstﬁry is out. Disrupting the linear n;er’r:tl'StanQin
O it oriinally led tao tizddyetlmy political commitments (tl}:: 1 jng
dragging m svelapriet o femfi ] .
e ba ] eminist s¢ i
perfectl;g; e cek to tl}e_ strafght and narrative. If my n_(?OIarzhlp) keme
though 1 bur & r,lthactlvlst friend cannot follow what I h nacademic p, 2
n ;
w with the importance of m ave tosay, e
r?r[;lg. y message, then somethijy . "
ese thoughts I al
e Tformd ng1yselcfa:sll‘:i:1(; nv:f;‘ asg rea}cli the three books I review he ;
ether ¢t e
whether she suc i cauthor had a ‘
. Bekh stor
use. In the end ae:f::g mftellmg it, and for whom the tell?nw?rr;hhte“inor
e ence. The ’choice f)sfs uldl?ook qeeds the story, the story%ell £t be g%
e o choos audience is a political act. Certainl eri‘nand b
o ok Ere hoes to write solely for a small grou ay’ there arn
o e ne,ighboriggs ﬁtgzt one’fs students and perhapspt,henozzade iCe
. ' can follow al =
nists still con i i iti along. To th e
e ical Chaﬁegtuﬁhze their writing and academic woreke: fone that fe ﬁll
i poss%bie gvv;']ever, it behooves us to disperse OSa (e rce Ql-
knowledge becom'e vaer} lt]}}e numbers able to drink from (;lurr ffnCSSage az
intelectual iobs.  sematn ingly small, we cease to do our oltien) ™ of
fine scholarly works t:lant convinced, however, that it is posspibllentcal -
e are nevertheless accessible to a broade(: Write
When I appl i
m . . . . l~
Body the boipkyc " n};easbt(;lve stz;‘ted‘crlterla to Londa Schiebinger’s N
oo coadable that 1 plan :OUg with flying colors. It is both schol e
Each of the six main cho o it for my freshman biolo e _
century science in the malj‘ptcrs highlights a case study of fe):/ eents
o e TS ing. psmg original source material, S flr"teenth:
gender contributedpt farﬁ’ social struggles and anieties ab(’) crace, "
B ey some of that k n0O \:’ l:d;nar;ufacture of scientific knowltti;:CeE ng
e, for exampl icati X
mammal to warm-bl Y ple, the application ven
g, semais withoy(n)sded, fou“r—llr.nbe_d, hairy critters that (s)tflctEf Name
demonstrates that when tiz fnn _Oblectlve” truth. Schiebinger hoe et
‘ : aming originall ¢ reflecten -
animal biolo g originally took placei ver
father of mfci,e:: das?ve?teemh._cemury gender Pgliticstggeaed borh
mammae—to signif lr}?a classification, used the word fo ngeus) the
ol femalegolry t lf? unity of all so-called higher anim;I -
he called humans Iz_‘;la;r:n inked humans to the animal world Ins' Thus “
o sapiens, wi o O
members of the genus Homo , WiSE Al 10 SepaTare e fromg OrTISt)
Ostensibly ab . e
ou ’ '
about race 'jls wcllt %T]Zd(;r-’ Nature’s Body is thoroughly and expl
oty i incxmc«;l,ly “;Evcllopmlcnt of seventeenth-century lﬂxphdtly
i ¢d to the explorati ope
ations and exploitat “an
‘ “()“ @
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Asia, Africa, and the Americas. The chapters on Western encounters with
the great apes, on the anatomy of difference, on seventeenth-century
theories of race and gender, and on who should do science weave the
themes of race, gender, colonial exploitation, and the manufacture of
scientific knowledge into an intricate tapestry. In telling her stories of
early modern science, Schiebinger contributes tO the feminist scholarship
on the nature of scientific understandings. Is Newton’s law of gravity
true, regardless of who understands it or applies it? Perhaps, but even
though “scientific knowledge is . .. grounded in sensory input from the
natural world . . . there are also important ways in which it . . . does
matter who does science” (211). Schiebinger is a bit unsophisticated in
addressing tﬁé"“WWqu——heweveLMare two
ways to approach the question of changing science. Getting more women
and people of color into an unchanged structure will not, in my opinion,
help all that much. But perhaps what Schiebinger intends is that the
structure must change in order to accommodate an increasingly diverse
workforce.

Like Nature’s Body, Lisa Bloom’s Gender on Ice combines my favorite
topics—race, gender, and science. Bloom has a wonderful story to tell—
that of the race to «discover” the North Pole. In this study we find out
how race (in the persons of Admiral Peary’s Inuit helpers, without whom
the expedition would have perished), gender (in the form of symbolic
masculinity, articles about nonwhite peoples in the National Geographic,
and Peary’s wife and his Inuit mistress), and nationalism (in the form of
U.S.-British competition to get there first) combine to construct scientific
truths even in the twentieth century. The material is rich, evocative, and
well documented. Alas, Bloom does not narrate the story successfully.
The presentation is jargon laden (one example, the conversion of the
noun trope 1o a passive verb), and while I could tell that the threads were
really worth following, I kept losing them. The book, in short, needed the
hand of a talented editor to highlight the story and render it accessible.
I would, nevertheless, recommend that readers interested in race, gender,
and science, especially those attempting to develop alternative geography
and anthropology courses, use Gender on Ice in lecture preparation and
as back-up reading for advanced or sophisticated students who can move
beyond the book’s initial inaccessibility.

Narrative threads are harder to weave when organizing a multiau-
thored volume. Nevertheless, Marina Benjamin’s A Question of Identity
succeeds for an academic audience primarily schooled in literary analysis.
Benjamin wants to understand more about the concept of woman as
subject. To do so she has assembled authors to examine literary render-
ings of women in interaction with science. Why science? Because it is
among the premier contributors to objectifying women, removing their
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su ].ective reality and their ability to functi i
e y to function as independent ac
e Sl :;fsr};sa:;;l.fou; types of identities: enlightenment (:itr)il;i;
:)y Marie Mulvey Roberts, 1l"ae‘gs é'g:lslllelt\;h:l?ing’ reP“S)dUCtiVC e
y Matie M Tes , and Susan Squier), evoluti
(e Cont}; ibu};ilgzsia JSchle_bmger and Katherine Hayles),) ’and cog(r)lrilt?\r/y
o Standai}d elpnl Caldgr.a.rld Sally Shuttleworth). Most of the
ence fiction is an obvioul;eeri:;‘lay fcarsi:;iilts;n lt'lo PafECUlaf o e SCE
B B s an choice because the worki
e cetzg;lrfeer;ctlz;mg ;n t.he context of gender relationsh;gfsa(r)f
R & N o e)s 0ff this genre. Schiebinger’s piece (which alss
appears in Naure’s Fod t)l) offers a more historical approach, while Mul
offered to a female aud&igedéznmjaziglopmar SCiehnce, paraiacy tha;
flered ‘ : argues that fema i
Egency ;fl,f :rr(:;l::s;nzll;lf, and §he has collected essays thatIZnaﬁ}e'rz]gythls
g g presle erent times, places, and genres. Most are clearle
demics familiar with litr::tliltlrl;fmcrsitt}i]cl?ssn:h?It CpeCS et apiencs aca}j
demics ¢ ) . (I cannot, e.g., imagi
ok v B:i?alrxrzlr:i Jgfu:tercllFlfon of many of my sciengcé collegagzetsh ;]t the
o e, vat e differs frf)m those of Bloom and Schiegin :
formation of scientiﬁcol:Eszlr;cg: lrrrllf(ilslte “;e; Of' e o Ongt;ré
formatiot owledge, of Benjamin’s author i
est SChieLtier:eglg,susizcof sc1fanF1ﬁc knowledge to construct gendirar((;i;rlter_
oF Temitn] Thepdié; race is not very much in evidence in A -Questief .
O e e Crent.approaches feel to me like very differenn
D I fcrtamly part of a dynamic nexus of gender, s y
e g, e Bloogm’ orrr(liatlon: That Benjamin’s approach seerr;s o
difierenc from 3 aboust :1}:1 Schiebinger’s means that we still need :g
oo i the s feﬁgende.red 'fmd racial production of scientifi
komilipe nc T l_ntl c prgductlon of race and gender. As the 5
i i h'f e literature is growing. I welcome them as .
while waiting with great anticipation for more worhy



