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You should answer one question from each of the following three pairs.

I. Answer one of the following questions:

A. How have consumption studies affected our understandings of empire,
Americanization, and globalization? To what extent has gender been central to
these studies? Should it be central? How well have these studies addressed
issues of power?

B. Why is the body an important archive for historians of gender and
colonialism?

What do analyses of power, violence and governmentality (arguably 3 highly
gendered technologies of imperialism) gain from attention to embodiment and
corporality? What differences does a history of the body under colonial
regimes

make to the study of women, gender and colonialism more generally?

II. I. Answer one of the following questions:

A. Does empire occupy a role in British feminist historiography equivalent to
the

role of African-American and ethnic history in U.S. feminist
historiography? Historians have suggested that U.S. women's and gender
historians can learn much from histories of the British empire and

conversely that British women's and gender historians can learn much from
the literature on race and ethnicity in the United States. Would you agree
with this assessment? Why or why not? And what about the opposite: what
models might U.S. writings on gender and empire offer to British



historians; what lessons might British writings on gender, race, and ethnicity
offer to Americanists?

B. In her 1992 book, Imperial Eyes, Mary Louise Pratt develops the term
"contact

zone" -- what she calls "the space of colonial encounters, the space in which
peoples geographically and historically separated come into contact with each
other and establish ongoing relations, usually involving conditions of coercion,
radical inequality and intractable conflict." In what specific ways is the idea of
"contact zones" useful for exploring racialized and gendered bodies in
comparative colonial encounter? What is particularly at stake for gender as a
discourse, an embodied identity and an articulation of colonial experience in
various contact zones? Compare at least two geographical areas in your essay.

III. Answer one of the following questions:

A. If asked to teach a general education undergraduate class in world history,
how would you proceed? In particular, how would you incorporate gender into
the lectures, readings, discussions, and assignments? What main
historiographical issues having to do with gender would you want to introduce
to your students and why? How would you juggle thematic, regional, and
chronological coverage? And how would you respond to the student who
complains that your course is supposed to be a world history course, not a
women's history course?

B. Ann Stoler has critiqued some women's and gender history for its failure to
move beyond the rubric of what she calls "parallel play" into a truly
comparative and/or transnational history. Is this a fair assessment, and if so
what methodological and theoretical trajectories are responsible for it? If not,
where does parallel play get us in terms of understanding gender as a discursive
and material system in fields of power? in terms of capturing men's and
women's lives in their historical contingency and their transhistorical
possibility? What role do imperial histories play in structuring the options
available to scholars interested both in generalizing across time and space and
specifying the particularities of experience, political change and social
movements?



