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Part 1. Gender: Texts with Assighnments

The Definition of Gender

Gender is a range of characteristics distinguishing between male and
female, particularly in the cases of men and women and the masculine and
feminine attributes assigned to them. Depending on the context, the
discriminating characteristics vary from sex to social role to gender
identity. Sexologist John Money introduced the terminological distinction
between biological sex and gender as a role in 1955. However, Money's
meaning of the word did not become widespread until the 1970s, when
feminist theory embraced the distinction between biological sex and the
social construct of gender. Today, the distinction is strictly followed in
some contexts, like feminist literature, and in documents written by
organizations such as the World Health Organization (WHO), but in most
contexts, even in some areas of social sciences, the meaning of gender has
expanded to include "sex" or even to replace the latter word. Although this
gradual change in the meaning of gender can be traced to the 1980s, a small
acceleration of the process in the scientific literature was observed when
the Food and Drug Administration started to use "gender" instead of "sex"
in 1993.

While the social sciences sometimes approach gender as a social
construct, and gender studies particularly do, research in the natural
sciences investigates whether biological differences in males and females
influence the development of gender in humans; both inform debate about
how far biological differences influence gender identity formation.

The historical meaning of gender is "things we treat differently because
of their inherent differences”. It has three common applications in
contemporary English. Most commonly, it is applied to the general
differences between male and female entities, without any overt
assumptions regarding biology or sociology. Sometimes, however, the
usage is technical or overtly assumes a particular theory of human nature,
which is usually made clear from the context. Finally, gender is also
commonly applied to the independent concept of distinctive word
categories in certain languages.

The word sex is sometimes used in the context of social roles of men
and women — for example, the British Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act
1919 that ended exclusion of women from various official positions. Such
usage was more common before the 1970s, over the course of which the
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feminist movement took the word gender into their own usage to describe
their theory of human nature. Early in that decade, gender was used in ways
consistent with both the history of English and the history of attestation of
the root. However, by the end of the decade consensus was achieved among
feminists regarding this theory and its terminology. The theory was that
human nature is essentially epicene and social distinctions based on sex are
arbitrarily constructed. Matters pertaining to this theoretical process of
social construction were labelled matters of gender.

The American Heritage Dictionary (2000) uses the following two
sentences to illustrate the difference, noting that the distinction "is useful in
principle, but it is by no means widely observed, and considerable variation
in usage occurs at all levels."

In the last two decades of the 20th century, the use of gender in
academia increased greatly, outnumbering uses of sex in the social
sciences. A recent Publication by the Australian Human Rights
Commission on "sexual orientation and gender identity" identifies no less
than 23 different "genders", including "transgender, trans, transsexual,
intersex, androgynous, agender, cross dresser, drag king, drag queen,
genderfluid, genderqueer, intergender, neutrois, pansexual, pan-gendered,
third gender, third sex, sistergirl and brotherboy".

Greek distinguishes biological from sociological in adjectives. In Greek,
male biology and masculine grammatical inflection are denoted by
arsenikos (apoevikdc), in distinction to sociological masculinity, which is
denoted by andrikos (avdpicdg). Likewise, female biology and feminine
grammatical inflection are denoted by thélukos (Onivkdc); and sociological
femininity is denoted by gunaikeios (yvvaweiog, compare English
gynaecology). This distinction is at least as old as Aristotle. It is a different
distinction to English, where 'female' and 'male' refer to animals as well as
humans, but not to grammatical categories; whereas, ‘feminine' and
'masculine’ refer to grammatical categories as well as humans, but not
properly to animals, except as anthropomorphism.

Social Gender

Gender identity is the gender a person self-identifies as. The concept of
being a woman is considered to have more challenges, due to society not
only viewing women as a social category but also as a felt sense of self, a
culturally conditioned or constructed subjective identity. The term
"woman" has chronically been used as a reference to and for the female
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body; this usage has been viewed as controversial by feminists, in the
definement of "woman". There are qualitative analyses that explore and
present the representations of gender; feminists challenge the dominant
ideologies concerning gender roles and sex. Social identity refers to the
common identification with a collectivity or social category which creates a
common culture among participants concerned. According to social identity
theory, an important component of the self-concept is derived from
memberships in social groups and categories; this is demonstrated by group
processes and how inter-group relationships impact significantly on
individuals' self perception and behaviors. The groups to which people
belong will therefore provide their members with the definition of who they
are and how they should behave in the social sphere.

Categorizing males and females into social roles creates binaries in
which individuals feel they have to be at one end of a linear spectrum and
must identify themselves as man or woman. Globally, communities
interpret biological differences between men and women to create a set of
social expectations that define the behaviors that are "appropriate” for men
and women and determine women’s and men’s different access to rights,
resources, power in society and even health behaviors. Although the
specific nature and degree of these differences vary from one society to the
next, they typically favor men, creating an imbalance in power and gender
inequalities in all countries.

Western philosopher Michel Foucault, claimed that as sexual subjects,
humans are the object of power, which is not an institution or structure,
rather it is a signifier or name attributed to "complex strategical situation".
Because of this, "power" is what determines individual attributes,
behaviors, etc. and people are a part of an ontologically and
epistemologically constructed set of names and labels. Such as, being
female characterizes one as a woman, and being a woman signifies one as
weak, emotional, and irrational, and is incapable of actions attributed to a

man-.

Social Assignment and the Idea of Gender Fluidity

According to Kate Bornstein, gender can have ambiguity and fluidity.
There are two contrasting ideas regarding the definition of gender, and the
intersection of both of them is definable as below:

The World Health Organization defines gender as the result of socially
constructed ideas about the behavior, actions, and roles a particular sex


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Collectivity
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Social_role
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Michel_Foucault
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/World_Health_Organization

6

performs. The beliefs, values and attitude taken up and exhibited by them is
as per the agreeable norms of the society and the personal opinions of the
person is not taken into the primary consideration of assignment of gender
and imposition of gender roles as per the assigned gender. Intersections and
crossing of the prescribed boundaries have no place in the arena of the
social construct of the term "gender".

The assignment of gender involves taking into account the physiological
and biological attributes assigned by nature followed by the imposition of
the socially constructed conduct. The social label of being classified into
one or the other sex is obligatory to the medical stamp on the birth
certificate. The cultural traits typically coupled to a particular sex finalize
the assignment of gender and the biological differences which play a role in
classifying either sex is interchangeable with the definition of gender
within the social context.

In this context, the socially constructed rules are at a cross road with the
assignment of a particular gender to a person. Gender ambiguity deals with
having the freedom to choose, manipulate and create a personal niche
within any defined socially constructed code of conduct while gender
fluidity is outlawing all the rules of cultural gender assignment. It does not
accept the prevalence of two rigidly defined genders "Female and Male"
and believes in freedom to choose any kind of gender with no rules, no
defined boundaries and no fulfilling of expectations associated with any
particular gender. Both these definitions are facing opposite directionalities
with their own defined set of rules and criteria on which the said systems
are based.

Social Categories

Sexologist John Money coined the term gender role in 1955. "The term
gender role is used to signify all those things that a person says or does to
disclose himself or herself as having the status of boy or man, girl or
woman, respectively. It includes, but is not restricted to, sexuality in the
sense of eroticism." Elements of such a role include clothing, speech
patterns, movement, occupations, and other factors not limited to biological
sex. Because social aspects of gender can normally be presumed to be the
ones of interest in sociology and closely related disciplines, gender role is
often abbreviated to gender in their literature.

Most societies have only two distinct, broad classes of gender roles—
masculine and feminine—and these correspond with biological sexes male
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and female. However, some societies explicitly incorporate people who
adopt the gender role opposite to their biological sex, for example the Two-
Spirit people of some indigenous American peoples. Other societies include
well-developed roles that are explicitly considered more or less distinct
from archetypal female and male roles in those societies. In the language of
the sociology of gender they comprise a third gender more or less distinct
from biological sex (sometimes the basis for the role does include
intersexuality or incorporates eunuchs). One such gender role is that
adopted by the hijras of India and Pakistan.

Measurement of Gender Identity

Early gender identity research hypothesized a single bipolar dimension
of masculinity/femininity; that is masculinity and femininity were opposites
on one continuum. As societal stereotypes changed, however, the
assumptions of the unidimensional model were challenged. This led to the
development of a two-dimensional gender identity model, in which
masculinity and femininity were conceptualized as two separate, orthogonal
dimensions, coexisting in varying degrees within an individual. This
conceptualization on femininity and masculinity remains the accepted
standard today.

Two instruments incorporating the multidimensional of masculinity and
femininity have dominated gender identity research: The Bem Sex Role
Inventory (BSRI) and the Personal Attributes Questionnaire (PAQ). Both
instruments categorize individuals as either being sex typed (males report
themselves as identifying primarily with masculine traits, females report
themselves as identifying primarily with feminine traits), cross sex-typed
(males report themselves as identifying primarily with feminine traits,
females report themselves as identifying primarily with masculine traits),
androgynous (either males or females who report themselves as high on
both masculine and feminine traits) or undifferentiated (either males or
females who report themselves as low on both masculine and feminine
traits).

Feminism and Gender Studies

Biologist and feminist academic Anne Fausto-Sterling rejects the
discourse of biological versus social determinism and advocates a deeper
analysis of how interactions between the biological being and the social
environment influence individuals' capacities. The philosopher and feminist
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Simone de Beauvoir applied existentialism to women's experience of life:
"One is not born a woman, one becomes one." In context, this is a
philosophical statement. However, it may be analyzed in terms of biology
— a girl must pass puberty to become a woman — and sociology, as a
great deal of mature relating in social contexts is learned rather than
instinctive.

In gender studies the term gender is used to refer to proposed social and
cultural constructions of masculinities and femininities. In this context,
gender explicitly excludes reference to biological differences, to focus on
cultural differences. American feminists such as Judith Butler came to
regard gender roles as a practice, sometimes referred to as "performative”.

Hurst states that some people think sex will “automatically determine
one’s gender demeanor and role (social) as well as one’s sexual orientation
(sexual attractions and behavior).” Gender sociologists believe that people
have cultural origins and habits for dealing with gender. For example,
Michael Schwalbe believes that humans must be taught how to act
appropriately in their designated gender in order to properly fill the role and
that the way people behave as masculine or feminine interacts with social
expectations. Schwalbe comments that humans "are the results of many
people embracing and acting on similar ideas". People do this through
everything from clothing and hairstyle to relationship and employment
choices. Schwalbe believes that these distinctions are important, because
society wants to identify and categorize people as soon as we see them.
They need to place people into distinct categories in order to know how we
should feel about them.

Hurst comments that in a society where we present our genders so
distinctly, there can often be severe consequences for breaking these
cultural norms. Many of these consequences are rooted in discrimination
based on sexual orientation. Gays and lesbians are often discriminated
against in our legal system due to societal prejudices. Hurst describes how
this discrimination works against people for breaking gender norms, no
matter what their sexual orientation is. He says that "courts often confuse
sex, gender, and sexual orientation, and confuse them in a way that results
in denying the rights not only of gays and lesbians, but also of those who
do not present themselves or act in a manner traditionally expected of their
sex". This prejudice plays out in our legal system when a man or woman is
judged differently because he or she does not present the "correct” gender.
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The Biology of Gender

The biology of gender became the subject of an expanding number of
studies over the course of the late 20th century. One of the earliest areas of
interest was what is now called gender identity disorder (GID). Studies in
this, and related areas, inform the following summary of the subject by
John Money, a pioneer and controversial sex and gender researcher. He
stated:

The term "gender role" appeared in print first in 1955. The term "gender
identity"” was used in a press release, November 21, 1966, to announce the
new clinic for transsexuals at The Johns Hopkins Hospital. It was
disseminated in the media worldwide, and soon entered the vernacular. The
definitions of gender and gender identity vary on a doctrinal basis. In
popularized and scientifically debased usage, sex is what you are
biologically; gender is what you become socially; gender identity is your
own sense or conviction of maleness or femaleness; and gender role is the
cultural stereotype of what is masculine and feminine. Causality with
respect to gender identity disorder is subdivisible into genetic, prenatal
hormonal, postnatal social, and postpubertal hormonal determinants, but
there is, as yet, no comprehensive and detailed theory of causality. Gender
coding in the brain is bipolar. In gender identity disorder, there is
discordancy between the natal sex of one's external genitalia and the brain
coding of one's gender as masculine or feminine.

Money refers to attempts to distinguish a difference between biological
sex and social gender as "scientifically debased", because of our increased
knowledge of a continuum of dimorphic features (Money's word is
"dipolar™) that link biological and behavioral differences. These extend
from the exclusively biological "genetic" and "prenatal hormonal”
differences between men and women, to "postnatal” features, some of
which are social, but others have been shown to result from "postpubertal
hormonal” effects.

Prior to recent technology that made study of brain differences possible,
observable differences in behaviour between men and women could not be
adequately explained solely on the basis of the limited observable physical
differences between them. Hence the then-plausible theory that these
differences might be explained by arbitrary cultural assignments of roles.
However, Money notes concisely that masculine or feminine self-identity is
now seen as essentially an expression of dimorphic brain structure
(Money's word is "coding"). The new discoveries have an additional
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advantage over the theory of cultural arbitrariness of gender roles, as they
help explain the similarities between these roles in widely divergent
cultures

Although causation from the biological — genetic and hormonal — to
the behavioural has been broadly demonstrated and accepted, Money is
careful to also note that understanding of the causal chains from biology to
behaviour in sex and gender issues is very far from complete. For example,
the existence of a "gay gene" has not been proven, but such a gene remains
an acknowledged possibility.

There are studies concerning women who have a diagnosis called
congenital adrenal hyperplasia which leads to the overproduction of
masculinizing sex hormones, androgens. These women usually have
normal female appearances (though nearly all girls with CAH have
corrective surgery performed on their genitals) but despite of hormone-
balancing medication that they are given since birth, they are statistically
more likely to be interested in activities traditionally linked to males than
females. Psychology professor and CAH researcher Dr. Sheri Berenbaum
attributes these differences to exposure to higher levels of male sex
hormones in utero.

Society and Behaviors

Many of the more complicated human behaviors are influenced by both
innate factors and by environmental ones, which include everything from
genes, gene expression, and body chemistry, through diet and social
pressures. A large area of research in behavioral psychology collates
evidence in an effort to discover correlations between behavior and various
possible antecedents such as genetics, gene regulation, access to food and
vitamins, culture, gender, hormones, physical and social development, and
physical and social environments.

A core research area within sociology is the way human behavior
operates on itself, in other words, how the behavior of one group or
individual influences the behavior of other groups or individuals.

Social theorists have sought to determine the specific nature of gender
in relation to biological sex and sexuality, with the result being that
culturally established gender and sex have become interchangeable
identifications which signify the allocation of a specific 'biological' sex
within a categorical gender. The second wave feminist view that gender is
socially constructed and hegemonic in all societies, remains current in some
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literary theoretical circles, Kira Hall and Mary Bucholtz publishing new
perspectives as recently as 2008.

Contemporary socialisation theory proposes the notion that when a child
is first born it has a biological sex but no social gender. As the child grows,
"society provides a string of prescriptions, templates, or models of
behaviors appropriate to the one sex or the other™ which socialises the child
into belonging to a culturally specific gender. There is huge incentive for a
child to concede to their socialisation with gender shaping the individual’s
opportunities for education, work, family, sexuality, reproduction,
authority, and to make an impact on the production of culture and
knowledge. Adults who do not perform these ascribed roles are perceived
from this perspective as deviant and improperly socialised.

Some believe society is constructed in a way in which gender is split
into a dichotomy by social organisations which constantly invent and
reproduce cultural images of gender. Joan Ackner (The Gendered Society
Reader) believes gendering occurs in at least five different interacting
social processes:

1.The construction of divisions along the lines of gender, such as those
which are produced by labor, power, family, the state, even allowed
behaviors and locations in physical space.

2.The construction of symbols and images such as language, ideology,
dress and the media, that explain, express and reinforce, or sometimes
oppose, those divisions.

3.Interactions between men and women, women and women and men
and men which involve any form of dominance and submission.
Conversational theorists, for example, have studied the way in which
interruptions, turn taking and the setting of topics re-create gender
inequality in the flow of ordinary talk.

4.The way in which the preceding three processes help to produce
gendered components of individual identity. i.e. the way in which they
create and maintain an image of a gendered self.

5.Gender is implicated in the fundamental, ongoing processes of
creating and conceptualising social structures.

Looking at gender through a Foucauldian lens, gender is transfigured
into a vehicle for the social division of power. Gender difference is merely
a construct of society used to enforce the distinctions made between that
which is assumed to be female and male, and allow for the domination of
masculinity over femininity through the attribution of specific gender-
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related characteristics."The idea that men and women are more different
from one another than either is from anything else, must come from
something other than nature... far from being an expression of natural
differences, exclusive gender identity is the suppression of natural
similarities."”

Gender conventions play a large role in attributing masculine and
feminine characteristics to a fundamental biological sex. Socio-cultural
codes and conventions, the rules by which society functions, and which are
both a creation of society as well as a constituting element of it, determine
the allocation of these specific traits to the sexes. These traits provide the
foundations for the creation of hegemonic gender difference. It follows
then, that gender can be assumed as the acquisition and internalisation of
social norms. Individuals are therefore socialised through their receipt of
society’s expectations of ‘acceptable’ gender attributes which are flaunted
within institutions such as the family, the state and the media. Such a
notion of ‘gender’ then becomes naturalised into a person’s sense of self or
identity, effectively imposing a gendered social category upon a sexed
body.

The conception that people are gendered rather than sexed also
coincides with Judith Butler’s theories of gender performativity. Butler
argues that gender is not an expression of what one is, but rather something
that one does. It follows then, that if gender is acted out in a repetitive
manner it is in fact re-creating and effectively embedding itself within the
social consciousness. Contemporary sociological reference to male and
female gender roles typically uses masculinities and femininities in the
plural rather than singular, suggesting diversity both within cultures as well
as across them.

From the evidence, it can only be concluded that gender is socially
constructed and each individual is unique in their gender characteristics,
regardless of which biological sex they are as every child is socialised to
behave a certain way and have the ‘proper’ gender attributes. If individuals
in society do not conform to this pressure, they are destined to be treated as
abnormal; therefore it is personally greatly beneficial for them to cooperate
in the determined ‘correct’ ordering of the world. In fact, the very construct
of society is a product of and produces gender norms. There is bias in
applying the word ‘gender’ to anyone in a finite way; rather each person is
endowed with certain gender characteristics. The world cannot be
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egalitarian while there are ‘assigned’ genders and individuals are not given
the right to express any gender characteristic they desire.

The difference between the sociological and popular definitions of
gender involve a different dichotomy and focus. For example the
sociological approach to "gender" (social roles: female versus male) will
focus on the difference in (economic/ power) position between a male CEO
(disregarding the fact that he is heterosexual or homosexual) to female
workers in his employ (disregarding whether they are straight or gay).
However the popular sexual self-conception approach (self-conception: gay
versus straight) will focus on the different self-conceptions and social
conceptions of those who are gay/straight, in comparison with those who
are straight (disregarding what might be vastly differing economic and
power positions between female and male groups in each category).

Legal Status

A person's sex as male or female has legal significance — sex is
indicated on government documents, and laws provide differently for men
and women. Many pension systems have different retirement ages for men
or women. Marriage is usually only available to opposite-sex couples.

The question then arises as to what legally determines whether someone
is female or male. In most cases this can appear obvious, but the matter is
complicated for intersexual or transgender people. Different jurisdictions
have adopted different answers to this question. Almost all countries permit
changes of legal gender status in cases of intersexualism, when the gender
assignment made at birth is determined upon further investigation to be
biologically inaccurate — technically, however, this is not a change of
status per se. Rather, it is recognition of a status which was deemed to
exist, but unknown, from birth. Increasingly, jurisdictions also provide a
procedure for changes of legal gender for transgendered people.

The ability to change legal gender for transgender people in particular
has given rise to the phenomena in some jurisdictions of the same person
having different genders for the purposes of different areas of the law. For
example, in Australia prior to the Re Kevin decisions, transsexual people
could be recognized as having the genders they identified with under many
areas of the law, including social security law, but not for the law of
marriage. Thus, for a period, it was possible for the same person to have
two different genders under Australian law. The first person of "neutral"
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gender (that is, neither man or woman in legal terms) is Norrie May-Welby,
from Australia, whose status was set on March, 2010.

Gender and development

Gender, and particularly the role of women is widely recognized as
vitally important to international development issues. This often means a
focus on gender-equality, ensuring participation, but includes an
understanding of the different roles and expectation of the genders within
the community.

Researchers at the Overseas Development Institute have highlighted that
policy dialogue on the Millennium Development Goals needs to recognise
that the gender dynamics of power, poverty, vulnerability and care link all
the goals. Gender explicit issues are only explicit in MDG 3 and 5,
however gender impacts all the goals. Discriminatory laws can limit
women's access to education and ownership. Women make up the majority
of those working in agriculture or in insecure employment. Women's dual
responsibilities as carers and income earners leaves them suffering from
time poverty and thus unable to access health and education services. Role
as carers particularly impacts MDG4 on child mortality. Gender-based
discrimination particularly affects MDG8 (Partnerships for Development).

As well as directly addressing inequality, attention to gender issues is
regarded as important to the success of development programs, for all
participants. For example, in microfinance it is common to target women,
as besides the fact that women tend to be over-represented in the poorest
segments of the population, they are also regarded as more reliable at
repaying the loans.

Gender Equality is also strongly linked to education. The Dakar
Framework for Action (2000) set out ambitious goals: to eliminate gender
disparities in primary and secondary education by 2005, and to achieve
gender equality in education by 2015. The focus was on ensuring girls’ full
and equal access to and achievement in good quality basic education. The
gender objective of the Dakar Framework for Action is somewhat different
from the MDG Goal 3 (Target 1): “Eliminate gender disparity in primary
and secondary education, preferably by 2005, and in all levels of education
no later than 2015”. MDG Goal 3 does not comprise a reference to learner
achievement and good quality basic education, but goes beyond the school
level. Studies demonstrate the positive impact of girls’ education on child
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and maternal health, fertility rates, poverty reduction and economic growth.
Educated mothers are more likely to send their children to school.

In the arena of natural resource management, women in developing
countries frequently have principal responsibilities for uncompensated
functions that directly impact their and their families’ lives, including
agricultural chores and aobtaining clean water and cooking fuels. For these
tasks, calls for women to “participate” in development are not enough,
since they can serve as a pretext to foist undesirable duties on women.
Hence, empowerment, and not merely participation, must be core aims in
gender and development policies and programs.

Some organizations working in developing countries and in the
development field have incorporated advocacy and empowerment for
women into their work. The United Nations Food and Agriculture
Organization adopted in November 2009 a 10-year strategic framework that
includes the strategic objective of gender equity in access to resources,
goods, services and decision-making in rural areas, and mainstreams gender
equity in all FAQ's programmes for agriculture and rural development. The
Association for Progressive Communications (APC) has developed a
Gender Evaluation Methodology for planning and evaluating development
projects to ensure they benefit all sectors of society including women.

The Gender-related Development Index (GDI), developed by the United
Nations (UN), aims to show the inequalities between men and women in
the following areas: long and healthy life, knowledge, and a decent
standard of living.

Gender and Poverty

Gender inequality has a great impact especially on women and poverty.
In poverty stricken countries it is more likely that men have more
opportunities to have an income, have more political and social rights than
women. Women experience more poverty than men do due to gender
discrimination. Gender and Development (GAD) is a holistic approach to
give aid to countries where gender inequality has a great effect of not
improving the social and economic development. It is to empower women
and decrease the level of inequality between men and women.

Gender and religion
According to contemporary views of researchers, women are universally
more religious than men. This result is true for every culture. Because
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cultural explanation for this has not been found, researchers believe that the
difference in religiousity between genders is due to biological differences.

In Judaism, God is traditionally described in the masculine, but in the
mystical tradition of the Kabbalah, the Shekhinah represents the feminine
aspect of God's essence. However, Judaism traditionally holds that God is
completely non-corporeal, and thus neither male nor female. Conceptions
of the gender of God notwithstanding, traditional Judaism places a strong
emphasis on individuals following traditional gender roles, though many
modern denominations of Judaism strive for greater egalitarianism.

In Christianity, God is described in masculine terms and the Church has
historically been described in feminine terms. On the other hand, Christian
theology in many churches distinguishes between the masculine images
used of God (Father, King, God the Son) and the reality they signify, which
transcends gender, embodies all the virtues of both genders perfectly, and is
the creator of both human sexes. In the New Testament, the Holy Spirit is
treated with the neuter pronoun. Hebrew speaking Christians like the
Ebionites used the female gender for the Holy Spirit.

In Hinduism One of the several forms of the Hindu God Shiva, is
Ardhanarishwar (literally half-female God). Here Shiva manifests himself
so that the left half is Female and the right half is Male. The left represents
Shakti (energy, power) in the form of Goddess Parvati (otherwise his
consort) and the right half Shiva. Whereas Parvati is the cause of arousal of
Kama (desires), Shiva is the killer. Shiva is pervaded by the power of
Parvati and Parvati is pervaded by the power of Shiva. Shiva and Shakti are
hence the same being representing a collective of Jnana (knowledge) and
Kriya (activity).

This mythology projects the inherent view in ancient Hinduism, that
each human carries within himself both female and male components,
which are forces rather than sexes, and it is the harmony between the
creative and the annihilative, the strong and the soft, the proactive and the
passive, that makes a true person. Such thought, leave alone entail gender
equality, in fact obliterates any material distinction between the male and
female altogether. This may explain why in ancient India we find evidence
of homosexuality, bisexuality, androgyny, multiple sex partners and open
representation of sexual pleasures in artworks like the Khajuraho temples,
being accepted within prevalent social frameworks.
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Gender and Language

Natural languages often make gender distinctions. These may be of
various kinds, more or less loosely associated by analogy with various
actual or perceived differences between men and women.

Most languages include terms that are used asymmetrically in reference
to men and women. Concern that current language may be biased in favor
of men has led some authors in recent times to argue for the use of a more
Gender-neutral vocabulary in English and other languages.

Several languages attest the use of different vocabulary by men and
women, to differing degrees. The oldest documented language, Sumerian,
records a distinctive sub-language only used by female speakers.
Conversely, many Indigenous Australian languages have distinctive
registers with limited lexis used by men in the presence of their mothers-in-
law.

The following assighnments can be made in oral (briefly in class
individually or as a group discussion) or written (at home) form:

-Read each paragraph and translate into Ukrainian.

-Copy out 2-3 definitions of gender.

-Find in text and write down 5-6 notions (concepts) interrelated with
gender.

-What are the stereotypes toward woman’s behavior in Ukrainian
society?

-What are the stereotypes toward man’s behavior in Ukrainian society?

-What is the difference in gender socialization in Ukrainian society?
(compare with Sweden example)

-What is the difference in traditional and modern gender stereotypes?

-What is your attitude toward sexism?

-What is your attitude toward feminism?

-What does “double career” mean for woman? (Women's dual
responsibilities as carers and income earners)

-What is the meaning of masculine and feminine concepts? Give some
examples.

-What are the general differences between male and female entities?
Give some examples from everyday life.

-How do you understand the notion “gender identity”? What does it
mean to you? Give some examples.


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gender-neutral_language_in_English
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sumerian_language
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indigenous_Australian_languages
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Masculinity
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Femininity
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gender_identity

18

-How do gender roles reflect in everyday life? Give some examples
from history, from traditional and contemporary society.

-What is the difference in male and female gender roles? Give some
examples from history, from traditional and contemporary society.

-Express your opinion to the statement that gender roles are considered
to be as a practice or as "performative".

-What is your attitude toward sexual minorities according to their sexual
orientation?

-Is it right or wrong that gays and lesbians are often discriminated
against in legal system due to societal prejudices?

-Can you imagine how the discrimination system works against people
for breaking gender norms? Give some examples.

-Explaine, what people are called “transsexuals”/

-How does gender influence on division of labor, power in the family
and the state? Give some examples.

-Do you consider Ukrainian society to be “patriarch” or “egalitarian”?
Give some examples.

-Give some examples of gender symbols and images in language,
ideology, dress and the media (especially in advertising), that explain,
express and reinforce, or sometimes oppose, gender divisions.

-What are society’s expectations of ‘acceptable’ gender attributes which
are flaunted within institutions such as the family, the state and the media?
Give some examples.

-Is it possible for gender equality to exist? Express your opinion.

-What is the difference in male and female legal status (employment,
position, wages, education, partisipation in elections, ownership) in historic
past and nowdays? Give some examples.

Literature
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Part 2. Globaliization: Texts with Assighnments

Definitions of “Globalization”

Covering a wide range of distinct political, economic, and cultural
trends, the term “globalization” has quickly become one of the most
fashionable buzzwords of contemporary political and academic debate. In
popular discourse, globalization often functions as little more than a
synonym for one or more of the following phenomena: the pursuit of
classical liberal (or “free market”) policies in the world economy
(“economic liberalization™), the growing dominance of western (or even
American) forms of political, economic, and cultural life (“westernization”
or “Americanization”), the proliferation of new information technologies
(the “Internet Revolution™), as well as the notion that humanity stands at
the threshold of realizing one single unified community in which major
sources of social conflict have vanished (“global integration™). Fortunately,
recent social theory has formulated a more precise concept of globalization
than those typically offered by pundits.

Although sharp differences continue to separate participants in the
ongoing debate, most contemporary social theorists endorse the view that
globalization refers to fundamental changes in the spatial and temporal
contours of social existence, according to which the significance of space
or territory undergoes shifts in the face of a no less dramatic acceleration in
the temporal structure of crucial forms of human activity. Geographical
distance is typically measured in time. As the time necessary to connect
distinct geographical locations is reduced, distance or space undergoes
compression or “annihilation.”

The human experience of space is intimately connected to the temporal
structure of those activities by means of which we experience space.
Changes in the temporality of human activity inevitably generate altered
experiences of space or territory. Theorists of globalization disagree about
the precise sources of recent shifts in the spatial and temporal contours of
human life. Nonetheless, they generally agree that alterations in humanity's
experiences of space and time are working to undermine the importance of
local and even national boundaries in many arenas of human endeavor.
Since globalization contains far-reaching implications for virtually every
facet of human life, it necessarily suggests the need to rethink key questions
of normative political theory.
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Globalization in the History of Ideas

The term globalization has only become commonplace in the last two
decades, and academic commentators who employed the term as late as the
1970s accurately recognized the novelty of doing so. At least since the
advent of industrial capitalism, however, intellectual discourse has been
replete with allusions to phenomena strikingly akin to those that have
garnered the attention of recent theorists of globalization.

Nineteenth and twentieth-century philosophy, literature, and social
commentary include numerous references to an inchoate yet widely shared
awareness that experiences of distance and space are inevitably transformed
by the emergence of high-speed forms of transportation (for example, rail
and air travel) and communication (the telegraph or telephone) that
dramatically heighten possibilities for human interaction across existing
geographical and political divides . Long before the introduction of the
term globalization into recent popular and scholarly debate, the appearance
of novel high-speed forms of social activity generated extensive
commentary about the compression of space.

Writing in 1839, an English journalist commented on the implications of
rail travel by anxiously postulating that as distance was “annihilated, the
surface of our country would, as it were, shrivel in size until it became not
much bigger than one immense city”. A few years later, Heinrich Heine,
the émigré German-Jewish poet, captured this same experience when he
noted: “space is killed by the railways. I feel as if the mountains and forests
of all countries were advancing on Paris. Even now, | can smell the German
linden trees; the North Sea's breakers are rolling against my door”.

Another German émigré, the socialist theorist Karl Marx, in 1848
formulated the first theoretical explanation of the sense of territorial
compression that so fascinated his contemporaries. In Marx's account, the
imperatives of capitalist production inevitably drove the bourgeoisie to
“nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, and establish connections
everywhere.” The juggernaut of industrial capitalism constituted the most
basic source of technologies resulting in the annihilation of space, helping
to pave the way for “intercourse in every direction, universal
interdependence of nations,” in contrast to a narrow-minded provincialism
that had plagued humanity for untold eons. Despite their ills as instruments
of capitalist exploitation, new technologies that increased possibilities for
human interaction across borders ultimately represented a progressive force
in history. They provided the necessary infrastructure for a cosmopolitan
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future socialist civilization, while simultaneously functioning in the present
as indispensable organizational tools for a working class destined to
undertake a revolution no less oblivious to traditional territorial divisions
than the system of capitalist exploitation it hoped to dismantle.

European intellectuals have hardly been alone in their fascination with
the experience of territorial compression, as evinced by the key role played
by the same theme in early twentieth-century American thought. In 1904,
the literary figure Henry Adams diagnosed the existence of a “law of
acceleration,” fundamental to the workings of social development, in order
to make sense of the rapidly changing spatial and temporal contours of
human activity. Modern society could only be properly understood if the
seemingly irrepressible acceleration of basic technological and social
processes was given a central place in social and historical analysis.

John Dewey argued in 1927 that recent economic and technological
trends implied the emergence of a “new world” no less noteworthy than the
opening up of America to European exploration and conquest in 1492. For
Dewey, the invention of steam, electricity, and the telephone offered
formidable challenges to relatively static and homogeneous forms of local
community life that had long represented the main theatre for most human
activity. Economic activity increasingly exploded the confines of local
communities to a degree that would have stunned our historical
predecessors, for example, while the steamship, railroad, automobile, and
air travel considerably intensified rates of geographical mobility.

Dewey went beyond previous discussions of the changing temporal and
spatial contours of human activity, however, by suggesting that the
compression of space posed fundamental questions for democracy. Dewey
observed that small-scale political communities (for example, the New
England township), a crucial site for the exercise of effective democratic
participation, seemed ever more peripheral to the great issues of an
interconnected world. Increasingly dense networks of social ties across
borders rendered local forms of self-government ineffective. Dewey
wondered, “How can a public be organized, we may ask, when literally it
does not stay in place?” To the extent that democratic citizenship minimally
presupposes the possibility of action in concert with others, how might
citizenship be sustained in a social world subject to ever more astonishing
possibilities for movement and mobility? New high-speed technologies
attributed a shifting and unstable character to social life, as demonstrated
by increased rates of change and turnover in many arenas of activity (most
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important perhaps, the economy) directly affected by them, and the relative
fluidity and inconstancy of social relations there. If citizenship requires
some modicum of constancy and stability in social life, however, did not
recent changes in the temporal and spatial conditions of human activity
bode poorly for political participation? How might citizens come together
and act in concert when contemporary society's “mania for motion and
speed” made it difficult for them even to get acquainted with one another,
let alone identify objects of common concern?

The unabated proliferation of high-speed technologies is probably the
main source of the numerous references in intellectual life since 1950 to the
annihilation of distance. The Canadian cultural critic Marshall McLuhan
made the theme of a technologically based “global village,” generated by
social “acceleration at all levels of human organization,” the centerpiece of
an anxiety-ridden analysis of new media technologies in the 1960s.

Arguing in the 1970s and ‘80s that recent shifts in the spatial and
temporal contours of social life exacerbated authoritarian political trends,
the French social critic Paul Virilio seemed to confirm many of Dewey's
darkest worries about the decay of democracy. According to his analysis,
the high-speed imperatives of modern warfare and weapons systems
strengthened the executive and debilitated representative legislatures. The
compression of territory thereby paved the way for executive-centered
emergency government.

But it was probably the German philosopher Martin Heidegger who
most clearly anticipated contemporary debates about globalization.
Heidegger not only described the “abolition of distance” as a constitutive
feature of our contemporary condition, but he linked recent shifts in spatial
experience to no less fundamental alterations in the temporality of human
activity: “All distances in time and space are shrinking. Man now reaches
overnight, by places, places which formerly took weeks and months of
travel”. Heidegger also accurately prophesied that new communication and
information technologies would soon spawn novel possibilities for
dramatically extending the scope of virtual reality: “Distant sites of the
most ancient cultures are shown on film as if they stood this very moment
amidst today's street traffic...The peak of this abolition of every possibility
of remoteness is reached by television, which will soon pervade and
dominate the whole machinery of communication”. Heidegger's description
of growing possibilities for simultaneity and instantaneousness in human
experience ultimately proved no less apprehensive than the views of many
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of his predecessors. In his analysis, the compression of space increasingly
meant that from the perspective of human experience “everything is equally
far and equally near.” Instead of opening up new possibilities for rich and
multi-faceted interaction with events once distant from the purview of most
individuals, the abolition of distance tended to generate a ‘“uniform
distanceless” in which fundamentally distinct objects became part of a
bland homogeneous experiential mass. The loss of any meaningful
distinction between “nearness” and “distance” contributed to a leveling
down of human experience, which in turn spawned an indifference that
rendered human experience monotonous and one-dimensional.

Globalization in Contemporary Social Theory

Since the mid-1980s, social theorists have moved beyond the relatively
underdeveloped character of previous reflections on the compression or
annihilation of space to offer a rigorous conception of globalization. To be
sure, major disagreements remain about the precise nature of the causal
forces behind globalization, with David Harvey (1989 1996) building
directly on Marx's pioneering explanation of globalization, while others
question the exclusive focus on economic factors characteristic of the
Marxist approach. Nonetheless, a consensus about the basic rudiments of
the concept of globalization appears to be emerging.

First, contemporary analysts associate  globalization  with
deterritorialization, according to which a growing variety of social
activities takes place irrespective of the geographical location of
participants. As Jan Aart Scholte observes, “global events can -- via
telecommunication, digital computers, audiovisual media, rocketry and the
like -- occur almost simultaneously anywhere and everywhere in the
world”.

Globalization refers to increased possibilities for action between and
among people in situations where latitudinal and longitudinal location
seems immaterial to the social activity at hand. Even though geographical
location remains crucial for many undertakings (for example, farming to
satisfy the needs of a local market), deterritorialization manifests itself in
many social spheres. Business people on different continents now engage
in electronic commerce; television allows people situated anywhere to
observe the impact of terrible wars being waged far from the comfort of
their living rooms; academics make use of the latest video conferencing
equipment to organize seminars in which participants are located at



24

disparate geographical locations; the Internet allows people to
communicate instantaneously with each other notwithstanding vast
geographical distances separating them. Territory in the sense of a
traditional sense of a geographically identifiable location no longer
constitutes the whole of “social space” in which human activity takes
places. In this initial sense of the term, globalization refers to the spread of
new forms of non-territorial social activity.

Second, recent theorists conceive of globalization as linked to the
growth of social interconnectedness across existing geographical and
political boundaries. In this view, deterritorialization is a crucial facet of
globalization. Yet an exclusive focus on it would be misleading. Since the
vast majority of human activities is still tied to a concrete geographical
location, the more decisive facet of globalization concerns the manner in
which distant events and forces impact on local and regional endeavors.

Globalization refers “to processes of change which underpin a
transformation in the organization of human affairs by linking together and
expanding human activity across regions and continents”. Globalization in
this sense is a matter of degree since any given social activity might
influence events more or less faraway: even though a growing number of
activities seems intermeshed with events in distant continents, certain
human activities remain primarily local or regional in scope. Also, the
magnitude and impact of the activity might vary: geographically removed
events could have a relatively minimal or a far more extensive influence on
events at a particular locality. Finally, we might consider the degree to
which interconnectedness across frontiers is no longer merely haphazard
but instead predictable and regularized.

Third, globalization must also include reference to the speed or velocity
of social activity. Deterritorialization and interconnectedness initially seem
chiefly spatial in nature. Yet it is easy to see how these spatial shifts are
directly tied to the acceleration of crucial forms of social activity. As we
observed above in our discussion of the conceptual forerunners to the
present-day debate on globalization, the proliferation of high-speed
transportation, communication, and information technologies constitutes
the most immediate source for the blurring of geographical and territorial
boundaries that prescient observers have diagnosed at least since the mid-
nineteenth century. The compression of space presupposes rapid-fire forms
of technology; shifts in our experiences of territory depend on concomitant
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changes in the temporality of human action. High-speed technology only
represents the tip of the iceberg, however.

The linking together and expanding of social activities across borders is
predicated on the possibility of relatively fast flows and movements of
people, information, capital, and goods. Without these fast flows, it is
difficult to see how distant events could possibly posses the influence they
now enjoy. High-speed technology plays a pivotal role in the velocity of
human affairs. But many other factors contribute to the overall pace and
speed of social activity. The organizational structure of the modern
capitalist factory offers one example; certain contemporary habits and
inclinations, including the “mania for motion and speed” described by
Dewey, represent another. Deterritorialization and the expansion of
interconnectedness are intimately tied to the acceleration of social life,
while social acceleration itself takes many different forms. Here as well, we
can easily see why globalization is always a matter of degree. The velocity
or speed of flows, movements, and interchanges across borders can vary no
less than their magnitude, impact, or regularity.

Fourth, even though analysts disagree about the causal forces that
generate globalization, most agree that globalization should be conceived
as a relatively long-term process. The triad of deterritorialization,
interconnectedness, and social acceleration hardly represents a sudden or
recent event in contemporary social life. Globalization is a constitutive
feature of the modern world, and modern history includes many examples
of globalization. As we saw above, nineteenth-century thinkers captured at
least some of its core features; the compression of territoriality composed
an important element of their lived experience.

Nonetheless, some contemporary theorists believe that globalization has
taken a particularly intense form in recent decades, as innovations in
communication, transportation, and information technologies (for example,
computerization) have generated stunning new possibilities for simultaneity
and instantaneousness. In this view, present-day intellectual interest in the
problem of globalization can be linked directly to the emergence of new
high-speed technologies that tend to minimize the significance of distance
and heighten possibilities for  deterritorialization and  social
interconnectedness.

Although the intense sense of territorial compression experienced by so
many of our contemporaries is surely reminiscent of the experiences of
earlier generations, some contemporary writers nonetheless argue that it
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would be mistaken to obscure the countless ways in which ongoing
transformations of the spatial and temporal contours of human experience
are especially far-reaching. While our nineteenth-century predecessors
understandably marveled at the railroad or the telegraph, a comparatively
vast array of social activities is now being transformed by innovations that
accelerate social activity and considerably deepen longstanding trends
towards deterritorialization and social interconnectedness.

To be sure, the impact of deterritorialization, social interconnectedness,
and social acceleration are by no means universal or uniform: migrant
workers engaging in traditional forms of low-wage agricultural labor in the
fields of southern California, for example, probably operate in a different
spatial and temporal context than the Internet entrepreneurs of San
Francisco or Seattle. Distinct assumptions about space and time often
coexist uneasily during a specific historical juncture. Nonetheless, the
impact of recent technological innovations is profound, and even those who
do not have a job directly affected by the new technology are shaped by it
in innumerable ways as citizens and consumers.

Fifth, globalization should be understood as a multi-pronged process,
since deterritorialization, social interconnectedness, and acceleration
manifest themselves in many different (economic, political, and cultural)
arenas of social activity. Although each facet of globalization is linked to
the core components of globalization described above, each consists of a
complex and relatively autonomous series of empirical developments,
requiring careful examination in order to disclose the causal mechanisms
specific to it.

Each manifestation of globalization also generates distinct conflicts and
dislocations. For example, there is substantial empirical evidence that
cross-border flows and exchanges, as well as the emergence of directly
transnational forms of production by means of which a single commaodity is
manufactured simultaneously in distant corners of the globe, are gaining in
prominence. High-speed technologies and organizational approaches are
employed by transnationally operating firms, the so-called “global players,”
with great effectiveness. The emergence of “around-the-world, around-the-
clock” financial markets, where major cross-border financial transactions
are made in cyberspace at the blink of an eye, represents a familiar example
of the economic face of globalization.

Global financial markets also challenge traditional attempts by liberal
democratic nation-states to rein in the activities of bankers, spawning
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understandable anxieties about the growing power and influence of
financial markets over democratically elected representative institutions. In
political life, globalization takes a distinct form, though the general trends
towards deterritorialization, interconnectedness across borders, and the
acceleration of social activity are fundamental here as well. Transnational
movements, in which activists employ rapid-fire communication
technologies to join forces across borders in combating ills that seem
correspondingly transnational in scope (for example, the depletion of the
ozone layer), offer an example of political globalization. Another would be
the tendency towards ambitious supranational forms of social and economic
lawmaking and regulation, where individual nation-states cooperate to
pursue regulation whose jurisdiction transcends national borders no less
than the cross-border economic processes that may undermine traditional
modes of nation state-based regulation.

Political scientists typically describe the trend towards ambitious forms
of supranational organization (the European Union, for example, or North
America Free Trade Association) as important recent manifestations of
political globalization. The proliferation of supranational organizations has
been no less conflict-laden than economic globalization, however. Critics
insist that local, regional, and national forms of self-government are being
rapidly supplanted by insufficiently democratic forms of global governance
remote from the needs of ordinary citizens, whereas their defenders
describe new forms of supranational legal and political decision as
indispensable forerunners to more inclusive and advanced forms of self-
government.

The Normative Challenges of Globalization

The wide-ranging impact of globalization on human existence means
that it necessarily touches on many basic philosophical questions. At a
minimum, globalization suggests that academic philosophers in the rich
countries of the West should pay closer attention to the neglected voices
and intellectual traditions of peoples with whom our fate is intertwined in
ever more intimate ways. In this section, however, we focus exclusively on
the immediate challenges posed by globalization to normative political
theory.

Western political theory has traditionally presupposed the existence of
territorially bound communities, whose borders can be more or less neatly
delineated from those of other communities. The contemporary liberal
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political philosopher John Rawls continues to speak of bounded
communities whose fundamental structure consists of “self-sufficient
schemes of cooperation for all the essential purposes of human life”.

Although political and legal thinkers historically have exerted
substantial energy in formulating defensible normative models of relations
between states, they typically have relied on a clear delineation of
“domestic” from “foreign” affairs. In addition, they have often argued that
the domestic arena represents a normatively privileged site, since
fundamental normative ideals and principles (for example, liberty or
justice) are more likely to be successfully realized in the domestic arena
than in relations among states. According to one influential strand within
international relations theory, relations between states are fundamentally
lawless.

Since the achievement of justice or democracy, for example,
presupposes an effective political sovereign, the lacuna of sovereignty at
the global level means that justice and democracy are necessarily
incomplete and probably unattainable there. In this conventional “Realist”
view of international politics, core features of the modern system of
sovereign states relegate the pursuit of western political thought's most
noble normative goals primarily to the domestic arena. Fortunately, some
proponents of international Realism have rejected this position, at least in
part because they have tried to deal seriously with the challenges posed by
globalization.

Globalization poses a fundamental challenge to each of these traditional
assumptions. It is no longer self-evident that nation-states can be described
as “self-sufficient schemes of cooperation for all the essential purposes of
human life” in the context of intense deterritorialization and the spread and
intensification of social relations across borders. The idea of a bounded
community seems suspect given recent shifts in the spatio-temporal
contours of human life. Even the most powerful and privileged political
units are now subject to increasingly deterritorialized activities (for
example, global financial markets) over which they have limited control,
and they find themselves nested in webs of social relations whose scope
explodes the confines of national borders.

Of course, in much of human history social relations have transcended
existing political divides. However, globalization implies a profound
guantitative increase in and intensification of social relations of this type.
While attempts to offer a clear delineation of the “domestic” from the
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“foreign” probably made sense at an earlier juncture in history, this
distinction no longer accords with core developmental trends in many
arenas of social activity.

As the possibility of a clear division between domestic and foreign
affairs dissipates, the traditional tendency to picture the domestic arena as a
privileged site for the realization of normative ideals and principles
becomes problematic as well. As an empirical matter, the decay of the
domestic-foreign frontier seems highly ambivalent, since it might easily
pave the way for the decay of the more attractive attributes of domestic
political life: as “foreign” affairs collapse inward onto “domestic” political
life, the relative lawlessness of the former potentially makes disturbing
inroads onto the latter.

As a normative matter, however, the disintegration of the domestic-
foreign divide probably calls for us to consider, to a greater extent than ever
before, how our fundamental normative commitments about political life
can be effectively achieved on a global scale. If we take the principles of
justice or democracy seriously, for example, it is no longer self-evident that
the domestic arena is the main site for their pursuit, since domestic and
foreign affairs are now deeply and irrevocably intermeshed. In a
globalizing world, the lack of democracy or justice in the global setting
necessarily impacts deeply on the pursuit of justice or democracy at home.
Indeed, it may no longer be possible to achieve our normative ideals at
home without undertaking to do so transnationally as well.

To claim, for example, that questions of distributive justice have no
standing in the making of foreign affairs represents at best empirical
naivete about economic globalization. At worst, it constitutes a
disingenuous refusal to grapple with the fact that the material existence of
those fortunate enough to live in the rich countries is inextricably tied to the
material status of the vast majority of humanity residing in poor and
underdeveloped regions. Growing material inequality spawned by
economic globalization is linked to growing domestic material inequality in
the rich democracies.

Similarly, in the context of global warming and the destruction of the
ozone layer, a dogmatic insistence on the sanctity of national sovereignty
risks constituting a cynical fig leaf for irresponsible activities whose impact
extends well beyond the borders of those countries most directly
responsible. Global warming and ozone-depletion cry out for ambitious
forms of transnational cooperation and regulation, and the refusal by the
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rich democracies to accept this necessity implies a failure to take the
process of globalization seriously when doing so conflicts with their
immediate material interests. Although it might initially seem to be
illustrative of clever Realpolitik on the part of the responsible nations to
ward off strict cross-border environmental regulation, their stubbornness is
probably short-sighted: global warming and ozone depletion will affect the
children of Americans who drive gas-guzzling SUVs or use
environmentally unsound air-conditioning as well as the future generations
of South Africa or Afghanistan. If we keep in mind that environmental
degradation probably impacts negatively on democratic politics (for
example, by undermining its legitimacy and stability), the failure to pursue
effective transnational environmental regulation potentially undermines
democracy at home as well as abroad.

In recent years, philosophers and political theorists have been busy
addressing the normative implications of our globalizing world. A lively
debate about the possibility of achieving justice at the global level now pits
representatives  of  cosmopolitanism  against  communitarianism.
Cosmopolitans underscore our universal moral obligations to those who
reside faraway and with whom we share little in the way of language,
custom, or culture, arguing that claims to “justice at home” can and should
be applied elsewhere as well. In this way, cosmopolitanism builds directly
on the universalistic impulses of modern moral and political thought. In
contrast, communitarians dispute the view that our moral obligations to
foreigners possess the same status as those to members of particular
communities (for example, the nation-state) of which we remain very much
a part.

Communitarians by no means deny the need to redress global
inequality, for example, but they often express skepticism in the face of
cosmopolitanism's tendency to defend significant legal and political
reforms as necessary to address the inequities of a planet where eighteen
million people a year die of starvation. Nor do communitarians necessarily
deny that the process of globalization is real, though some of them believe
its impact has been grossly exaggerated. Nonetheless, they doubt that
humanity has achieved a rich or sufficiently articulated sense of a common
fate such that far-reaching attempts to achieve greater global justice (for
example, substantial redistribution from the rich to poor) could prove
successful.
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Cosmopolitans not only typically counter with a flurry of universalist
and egalitarian moral arguments, but they also accuse communitarians of
obscuring the threat posed by globalization to the particular forms of
community whose ethical primacy the communitarians endorse. From the
cosmopolitan perspective, the communitarian tendency to favor moral
obligations to fellow members of the nation-state represents a misguided
and increasingly reactionary nostalgia for a rapidly decaying constellation
of political practices and institutions.

A similar intellectual divide characterizes the ongoing debate about the
prospects of democratic institutions at the global level. In a cosmopolitan
mode, David Held argues that globalization requires the extension of liberal
democratic institutions (including the rule of law and elected representative
institutions) to the transnational level. Nation state-based liberal democracy
is poorly equipped to deal with deleterious side effects of present-day
globalization such as ozone depletion or burgeoning material inequality.

In addition, a growing array of genuinely transnational forms of activity
calls out for no less intrinsically transnational modes of liberal democratic
decision-making. According to this model, “local” or “national” matters
should remain under the auspices of existing liberal democratic institutions.
But in those areas where deterritorialization and social interconnectedness
across national borders are especially striking, new transnational
institutions (for example, cross-border referenda), along with a dramatic
strengthening and further democratization of existing forms of
supranational authority (in particular, the United Nations), are necessary if
we are to assure that popular sovereignty remains an effective principle.

In the same spirit, Jiirgen Habermas has tried to formulate a defense of
the European Union that conceives of it as a key steppingstone towards
supranational democracy. If the EU is to help succeed in salvaging the
principle of popular sovereignty in a world where the decay of nation state-
based democracy makes democracy vulnerable, the EU will need to
strengthen its elected representative organs and better guarantee the civil,
political, and social and economic rights of all Europeans.

In opposition to Held, Habermas, and other defenders of global
democracy, communitarian-minded skeptics underscore the purportedly
utopian character of such proposals, arguing that democratic politics
presupposes deep feelings of trust, commitment, and belonging that remain
uncommon at the transnational level. Largely non-voluntary commonalities
of belief, history, and custom compose necessary preconditions of any
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viable democracy, and since these commonalities are missing beyond the
sphere of the nation-state, global or cosmopolitan democracy is doomed to
fail. In an analogous vein, critics inspired by Realist theory argue that
cosmopolitanism obscures the fundamentally pluralistic, dynamic, and
conflictual nature of political life on our divided planet. Notwithstanding its
pacific self-understanding, cosmopolitan democracy inadvertently opens
the door to new and even more horrible forms of political violence.
Cosmpolitanism's universalistic moral discourse not only ignores the
harsh and unavoidably agonistic character of political life, but it also tends
to serve as a convenient ideological cloak for terrible wars waged by
political blocs no less self-interested than the traditional nation state.

The following assighnments can be made in oral (briefly in class
individually or as a group discussion) or written (at home) form:

-Read and translate into Ukrainian.

-Copy out 2-3 definitions of globalization.

-Find in text and write down 5-6 notions (concepts) interrelated with
globalization.

-Why are there different definitions of “globalization” in social
sciences?

-Explaine your understanding of contemporary definition of
“globalization”

-Give 2-3 examples of reflection of “globalization” in your everyday
life.

-To your opinion, what are the advantages of “globalization”? Give 2-3
examples.

-To your opinion, what are the disadvantages of “globalization”? Give
2-3 examples.

-What is your attitude toward globalization of cultural life
(“westernization” or “Americanization’)?

-Explaine the interrelations between the new information technologies
(the “Internet Revolution”, “Information society”) and globalization. Give
some examples.

-How do you understand the concept of “global village”?

-What is the meaning of “cosmopolitan” person?

-Explaine the following argument: “cosmopolitanism against
communitarianism” (world — local community).
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-What is the interation of globalization and virtual reality? Give 2-3
examples.

-What is the interation of globalization and deterritorialization? Give 2-
3 examples.

-Explaine the triad of deterritorialization, interconnectedness and social
acceleration as a result of globalization process.

-What are the challengers for global community today? Give some
examples.

-Why do environmental problems such as global warming and ozone-
depletion cry out for ambitious forms of transnational cooperation and
regulation?

-What corporations are called transnational? Give 5examples.

-What is the meaning of “free market” and “economic liberalization’
policies in the world economy?

-Why does economic unequality exist in the world? Do you agree with
the statement that globalization makes the economic gap wider?

-Give 5 examples of political international organizations (supranational
authority, liberal democratic institutions), their activity is considered to be
one of the indicators of globalization.

-Do you support the idea of the nation-state and why?

-Do you believe that nation state can disappear as a result of
globalization?

)
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Glossary

Gender is a range of characteristics distinguishing between male and
female, particularly in the cases of men and women and the masculine and
feminine attributes assigned to them. Depending on the context, the
discriminating characteristics vary from sex to social role to gender
identity.

Globalization refers to fundamental changes in the spatial and temporal
contours of social existence, according to which the significance of space
or territory undergoes shifts in the face of a no less dramatic acceleration in
the temporal structure of crucial forms of human activity.


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Male
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Female
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Men
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Masculinity
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Femininity
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sex
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Social_role
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gender_identity
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gender_identity

