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Paradigmatic Shifts 
in the Theory on Patriarchy 
Sııbjectifıcation of "W onıeıı" 

Abstract 
in feminist ılıought. the coııcept of patriaıchy has bccn uscd to refer to the systematıc 
organization of male supreınacv aııd femalc subordination. Altlıougtı the feminist 
appropriation ot thc concept as an analytical and politica! tool has IJeen essential. it has 
brought by certaın tlıeoretical and prcınmatic dilemmas as well. in this artıcle. generul 
evaluatıon ot the critiqucs dırectcd towards patmırchy withirı feıninism has lıecrı'targetecl 
Aloııg tlıe Hnes of thcse crıtıques, the discourse of tlıc sıructura!ist appro.:ıctıes centercd 
arouncl the presıımptıon tıı;ıt tlıe gemler ordcr constructs and oppresscs tlıe ··woınaıı"' lıas 
bt:en qucstione!!. When cıuestioninu. ıt ha::. been aıgı.ıcd tlıa! womcn werc not passıve 
objects ot soıne cxteınally üevc!opına am! fıırıctioning socıal order but 011 the contrary thcy 
were the r,ctive subjects. the inıti;:ıtors. lıı other words. as ;ı pmıy to the gendcr ortlcr. 
wornen c1ctıve\y determıne irı cveıy splıcre of the socıal !ile aııd ıniti,ıte by rcproducıng, 
resisting and mteractirıg wıHı pJtrıarchy. Wıth thıs idc,ı, the ıınportance of power aııd 
ıesistaııce dyn;:ırnıcs in the process oi placemcnt mıd sutıjecııfıcatıon of womı:m in gender 

relatıons has tıeen enıphasize(I 

Ataerkillik Üzerine Geli;;tirilcn Teoride 
. ' 

Paradigma Dcği~iııılcri 
"/(" d ıııl ı ı r ., ııı i)zıı ,~t" !f tiril 111<'~ i 

Özet 
Fcmınist düşıincedc ataerkıllık (p;:ıtııyarka) kavrrnııı. örgütlü tıır erkek egernen!iğı ve 
katlın!aıın ezilınişliğı ol;:ırak kullanılagelmıştir Ancak at;:ıerkılliöın foıninilındekı bu politık ve 
anıılitık kullanımL k;:ıvramı vazoeçılmcz kılmasına rağmeıı teorık ve pratik açmcızları lla 
heralıerincle getirrnıştir _ Bu vazıda mnaçları.ın. lemirıııııı içımle at;:ıerkillık kavı ;_ıımna 
yöneltilen eleştıri!eri değerlendiınııık ve bıı eleştiriler do(ııultusund;ı toplumsal cinsıyctııı 
oluşumuncla yapısalcı yak\aşırnlaıın tıeniınscdiijı top\umsııl ciıısiyetçı düzenin "kadın"ı 
oıuşturdu(Ju ve ezdi{ii söylemıııi soıgulzınıakt;ıdır. Bu fıkırsel sorqulamada esas olarak 
kadınların kendileri dışında gelişen ve ışleyerı bır tuplunısrıl düzenin etkileyımsiz nesnc!orı 
değil, aksine oluşturan ve dcğiştıreıı etkın özneleri o\dukl;ırı savunulmuştur. Başka bir 
ifadeyle. kadınların toplumsal cinsiyeı düzenının bir tar;ıfı olarcık y,ışamın her alanında yer 
alan ve gerek yeniden üreterek gerekse dırenerek ataerkıllik ılc süreklı bır etkileşimi ve 
pazaılığı olan aktif özneler olduklcırı görüşü ıleri sürülmüştür. Bu görüş i\e birlikte, kadınların 
toplumsal cinsıyet ilişkilerindeki konumlanış ve özneleşme süreçlerınde güç ve direnış 
dinamiklerinin gözönünde bulundurulmasının önemi vurgulanmıştır. 
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Paradigınatic Shifts 
İn the Theory on Patriarchy 

Tlıe autlıor woulrl lıkf! ıv 

ıhank Dilek CindoıJ!u 
(Oep.ırtment of Pub!ıc 
Admini.stration, Bilkenı 
Unıversity) foı her 
contrilıutıons 

For rnore informiltion, se(' 
Fox (1988) 

"Pntriarchy" has long been a concept uscd in anthropological 

and sociological shıdies to refer to the nıle of the fcıther in the 

household< in feminist thought, il has been projected to reler to the 
systenıatic organization of nıale suprenıacy and fenıc1le 
subordination (Stncey, 1993: 53). J-Ioıvever, it's appropriı1tion as an 

analytic and ·political tool has been both essential and probk•nı,ıtic 
(ı\ckcr, 1989: 235)< To bcgin witlı, the conccpt is inadequntc in 
reflecting thc diversities in "reality" due to lack of cunsistent sets 

of rules and characteristics in betı.vt'en and ilnıong cultures and 

tlıruuglıout lıistory (Brah, 1991)< Pntriarclıy is a systenı of power 
relations that is not dete1111ined solcly by gender. It has dvn.ınıics 
of class, ethnic origin, nationality, race, age and religion \vlıerefore 
all men do not oppress \.vonıen but sonıe woınen oppress other 

woınen, too. in addition, the insufficiencies of tlıe existing 

panıdigms in the theory on patriarchy -patriarchy as collective 

nıale doıninance, patriarchy as a self-contained systenı ı1nd 
pcıtriardıy as sex / gender systenı- display the necessity for the 

conceptualization of patriarchy as a ıııode of constructions and 

reproductions - that is production of human beings with a geııd&r 
subjectivity and ideology ,vhich elinıinates the tautological 

expl.ınation of the probleın of a systenı ı,vithout a purpose ıvhile 
retains the notion ofa separate systenı. 1 The categorical approach 

in. lhe analysis of patriarchy with structures of paid \.VOrk, 
houseıvork, sexuality, culture, violence and the state in \.vhich nıeıı 
doıninate, oppress and exploit women ar with relational but 

discordant fomıs of public mıd private patriardıy (Walby, 1989: 
214; Walby, 1992: 36)- fomıer functioning in the publlc sphere mıd 
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Iattcr in the household- is critical in hvo points. First, instead of 

dissociating analytically indcpendent structures and refonııu­
lating a conıbinative pattern, patriarchy is to be conceptualizecl as 
a svstenı of gender relations constitı.ıted through processcs in 

wlıiclı hnkages are inbuill in structures (ı\cker, 1989: 238-239)< 

Seconcl, such an <1nnlytic schcnıe faces the problcın of reproducing 

thc conceptuill dualisın defined to be cunstilutive uf vvonıen's 

subordinatiun. hı order to overcoıne the above theoretica\ 

deficiencies, besides regarding geııder and its order as nıerc 

coııstıuctions, trcating it as a process in ,-vhich thc agentic subjcct 

is constitutcd has the ultiınate inıportancc (Milhoney and 

Yngvesson, 1992: 44-45). in this regard, the process of 

subjectification refcrs not only to thc externally in1posed 
cunstructions of gender ideııtity but also to thc subject's cnpacity to 

ınake nıeanings of her oı.vn "gendcr" as \Veli as of her interactive 

and interrelated position vis a vis the gender order. in this contcxt, 

subjectification of ,vonıcıı nıeans the treatnıent of \.\'Otnen as 

subjecls vvho actively intervene in the constTuctions of their 

gender. 

Feıninist theory, having set out the political, econoınic and 

social inequalities in the gender ordcr and the oppression of 

vvoınen \Vithin it, dealt specifically vvith \vomen's subordinate 

status. I-lo\vever, the notion of inequality and oppression carry 
epistenıological uneasiness. üne stance, naınely French 

Fenıinisnı, opposed the Anglo-Saxon tradition of the 

deterınination of the gender issue by inequality and focused on 
the \eve] of "difference" and questioned even the category of 
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2 
At this point, it has to be 
specified that women in the 
order of geneler may not 
initi,Jte in their positionıng 
as rationa!, autonoınous 

and self-determining 
indıvidu,1ls. Far further 
inform,1tıon on the 
discussion of the 
subjectification of womerı ın 
the ,ınalysıs of resistance, 
see Kandiyoti (199"/) 

"woman" (Martin, 1988: 26). The issue was taken with regard to 

the difference of .sexes and even the difference anıong ,vunıen 
(Brah, 1991). On tlıe otlıer lıand, tlıe discourse on "oppressioıı" is 

problenıatic not because ıvonıen are not oppressed bul n:ıther 

such a discourse objectifies ,voınen as passive victinıs of their 

destiny vvho are silent or denied \'Oİce of and Hke "squashed 

ants," exploited around the rule.s of sonıe discriıninatory 

lıegemoııic system (Shaw, 1994: 14). Moreover it is questionable 

that beyond structures the individuals have no chance to change 

tlıe overall composition (Eves, 1991: 122). "Woman," no matter 

ho,v she behaves on the individual Jevel, cannot affect the 
structure (Wearing, 1990: 37). 

in this regard, ,vonıen are not passive victims of patriarclıy 
(Hart, 1991: 115) like ali subordinates of other oppressive 

systenıs. Wonıen are social actors who perceive and interpret 

social iııstitutions and as a party to the dynanıics of the gender 

ordcr, actively deternıine in every sphere (Sha,v, 1994: 14) and 

initiate by reproducing, resisting or negotiating patriarchy.' 

By the 1980s, a nevv approach is ,vHnesscd in fenıinist 

thought that has reflections on ,vonıen's studies as ,veli ,vhich 

nıight be nı:ınıed "dua! vievv" regarding ",vonıen" both as victinıs 
of nıale donıination and as active agents (Thorne

1 
1992: 29; 

Akkenl, 1993). Feıninists started to exaıninl' vvonıen as active 

agcnls in negotintion ,vith nıale donıinance in orcler to achieve J 

ınore tolerable life (Tlıorne, 1992: 7-8). Tlıis tendency is 
observable in ,vonıen's studies in Turkey as ,veli: 

The issue of conccrn is not to reach the judgnıenl that 
\ıvon1en under different social conditions are oppressed, bul 
rather to understand ho\ıv the position of ,vonıanhood is 
deternıined in specific conditions, the pres.sures they live 
under, the nıeans they resort to in order to overconıe them ... 
to explain the position of wonıanhood not nıerely by 
.structural factors like household / fanıily fornıs or nıodes of 
produ~tion but including the ,von1en's ü\Vll acting 
strategıes ... In order to understand ho1,v nıale donıinated 
systenı functions and hovv power relations are e.stablished, it 
is also necessary to look at how existing social relations,and 
ideologies are perceived and utilized by individuals. Uit is 
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considered thJt every socicıl struchıre enables individuals 
certain acting spheres, H is necessary to investigate the 
borders of the spheres opened for ,vonıen and ,vhat \vonıen 
do ,vithin these borders (maybe sonıetiınes forcing tlıem). 
(Sirman, 1993: 249-250) 

A vital question ,vhich has received insufficient attention in 

the lheorization of patriarchy is, if patriarchy is such an 

oppressive systenı, ho\ı\' then has it been able to continue to 

survive for so many centuries? 

Adapting the structural-Marxist conceptualization of 

ideology and false consciousness onto patriarchal resolutions 

does not satisfy the que.stion of ıvhy ,voınen continue to be 

oppressed and exploited (Eves, 1991; Sawicki, 1991: 220; 

Kandiyoli, 1997). The theoretical argıınıent that the consent given 

to the systenı of oppression by the victinıs de facto supports the 

systenı is not an adequate explanalion of the geneler relations 

because the \vithdra,val of consent vı,ıould not change the 

doıninant nature of the gender hienırchy (McC:uiness, "1993: -ı 13). 

lf it is not consent nor fa ise consciousness but nıanipulalion ,vith 

different nahın!, the task of trying to conceive ıvonıen's stance 

uis-a-vis patriarchy \Vİlhout frılling in tlıe trap of functionJlisnı 

zınd conservatisnı bcconıes highly crucial (1\kkcnt, 1993: 10). 

\ı\fhen pursuing this task, one nıust take into consideration tlıat 

experiences of the oppressed constitute diffi.)n111l \vorld vie,vs, 

rather than represent the nırırgins of sonıe donıinnnt perspeclive 

(tv1cGuiness1 1993: 113) ıvith the reservations thal eXperiences are 

not only confined to oppressions but in1plicalc nıany enıotional, 

psychological and social expressions as ıvell. ı\lso, collective 

experience is not the nıean deriv(1tive of individual experiences 

because perceptions regardiııg the experiences nıay v.ıry (Drah, 

1991: 172-173). 

By the sanıe token, the question in relevance is hcnv \vonıen 

initiate lheir placenıent and replaceınent in nıcıle donıinance? To 

undershınd ıvoınen's stance vis-a-vis patriarchy, consideration of 

patriarchy as a web of po,ver relations ,vith asyınnıetries 

betıveen ınen and ,vonıen and even anıong ıvonıen clarifies 

nıany anıbiguities. in this fraıne,vork, the concern \vith the fornı 

-·' 
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and channel in and through vvhich men and ,von1en derive and 

realize po\.ver n1ay provide an undei·standiııg of ho,v patTiarchv 

functions and persists in the frıce of the ,vide rc1nge of inteıısiv~ 
and extcnsive fornıs of ,vonıen's oppression. 

The Wcberian conceptualization of ptnver is (Krips, 1990: 
172): " ... the chance ofa nun1ber of ınen to rccılize their o,,·n vvill in 

a conınıunJI ı?tction even JgJiııst thc resistance of others vvho are 

participuting in thc action." Povvcr according to Giddens is nıore of 

a type based on action \.vhich has transfornıative character 

(Wearing, 1990: 42). Foucauldian sense of power refers to a diffuse . 

pattern of actions (Krips, 1990: 173). Contrary tu Weber's nolion uf 

ptnver as "having ptHver" that the hoki of po\vcr rests 011 certain 

individuals or groups, po\.ver, in Fouc.ıuldian tcrn1s, is a 

dispossesable practice (Sa,vicki, 1991: 220). Po\ver is nota n1eans of 

the donıinating groups but is a dynan1ic t-hat devclops in relations 

(McGuiness, 1993: 101). Po\vcr in n1icro relations can fornı a trend 
that conslitutes nıacro systen1s of doıninance (Savvicki, 1991: 222). 

Foucauldian sense of ptnver \ı'lhich had expanded the 
theoretlcal discussion on po,vcr and had \Vide influences on the 

c1genda of political sciences can be rcviewed in threc Jevels. First, 
the po,ver nıatrix that surrounds every individtıal is not Jineal but 

is con1plcx, diverse and specific (Wearing, 1990: 40). There nre 

n1ultiple fornıs of power eaclı ,vorkir,g sinıultaneouslv in concert 

and at cross purposes (Abu-Lughod, 1990: 48). Secoıid, power is 

both rcpressive and productive that it forıns kno\vJedge, discourse 
and subjectivities (Weariııg, 1990: 40; Weedon, 1987: 111-113). To 
grasp po\.ver only \Vİth it.s repressivc nature does not illunıinate 

\vhy the oppressed ones continue to a purely repressive and 
coercive form of power (Sawicki, 1991: 221 ). Tlıird, power is mode 

of aclion upon the action of others in an arena of free subjccts so 
thcre arises the issue of resistance to poı,ver since the subjects are 

free to counter act (Wearing, 1990: 40; Sawicki, 1991: 223). Power is 

nota zcro suın ganıe in ı,vhich there is a looscr and a ,vinner. There 

is the interplay of resistance, concession, nıanipukıtion, trans­

furmatiun, negotiatioıı and renegutiation (Weaıing, 1990: 37, 42). 

In Foucauldian fran1ework, resistance inhcrently exists vvhere 

there is an exercise of power (Krips, 1990: 177; Sawicki, 1991: 223). 
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This is of paradoxical nature since an act nıay be a strategy of both 

resistance and of poı,ver (Krips, 1990: 178). The linıitation that the 

rcsistance brings upon p(nver effects the outcoıne of ptnver 

relation (öarbalet, 1985: 531). üne of tlıe nıetlıods in sorting otıl 

ho\·V pt)\.\'er is exerted on is through picking out thc various 

dinıensions of lhe resist.ıncc directcd against that specific forn1 of 

power (Wearing, 1990: 42; Abu-Lughod, 1990: 47). 

The Foucauldi.ın prenıisc that vvherc thcre is po\.ver there is 

resista.nce is inıportant not only in the sense that it calls paradignı 

shifts in grand, abstract meta-theorics of plnver aııd donıinance to 

particular sihıations but al.so such a position enables scholars and 

fenıinists a different foııııulalion of po\.ver by vvlıich points aııd 

nıethods of application and loccıtion of po\vcr are ccıptured 

tlırough the resistance exerted upon a specific fonıı of povver and 

gives clues about ho\v pcople gct caught in lhenı (ı\bu-Lughod, 

1990: 42).' Conceiving the nnture of povver and ho\v it ,vorks 

through resistance \vould en.ıble an inıport.ınt nıeans in the 

struggle againsl oppressions so can inforn1 about the possiblc 
vvays for other ,voınen in ho\v to resist (Wearing, 1990: 38; 
McGuiness, 1993: 101). 

People ı,vho are oppressed n1ny not react only by rnass 

nıovenıents, riots or revolutionary social struggles. There are other 

strategies aııd nıethods that the oppressed perforn1 such .ıs acts of 
resistance and deviance pursued on the individual and pnıctic,ıl 

!eve! in daily life (Okely, 1991). Tlıere nıav be covert and 

unorganized fonııs of resistance tn be of theorctical conccrn (Giles, 

1992; Abu-Lughod, 1990: 41; Gutınann, 1993).' Furtherıııorc, not 

only deeds and actions but silent voices ~\vhich are overlooked, 

igııored or assuıned to be not existing- should be objecls of study 

(Hart, 1991: 115). Okely, wheıı poiııting to this esseııtial task uf 

making defiant nıon1ents visible, suınnıarizes her o\vn alteınpt as: 

fn looking at resistance I anı interested in sonıcthing other 
than organized protest or sustained ınass nıoven1eııts 
vie\ved over tiıne. lnstead, I focus on the fonns in which it 
n1ay be fn:ıgmented and therefore less visible nan1elv 
ınon1ents vvhere resistance crystallizes in isolated individu~I 
acts or gestures. They nıay be subtly \VOven into daily 
practice. (Okely, 1991: 8) 

3 
Ma!0-'ıtn:,,nn hı>tory lı;ı5 

ove'!ooketl woıneıı ın 
hi\to 1y or rın:::;unıed ıtwm 
ı.ııııınportcınt ,ubjtıcts 

feıninı>I>, iıı thc,iı <1ttenıpt 

to rn;ıke worneıı vi'.>ibl('. 
outlıııeJ hı,tory of 'ıOcietıes 
<ı> ;ı lıı>tory of th0 
subordin<ıtıoıı ot woınerı by 
rııeıı {l)albus, 1987: 11 li 
Accoıdın•;ıly, there w;;~ a 
sy,;teın oı rollettıon ot men 
sulıordııı.:ıtırnJ wornım sınd 
woııwıı wcre C(m)(ıously 
lı:ft out of history, The 
roııtributıoıı of l·ouc.;ııılt h;ı\ 

(;n<>bl(~d iJ dıfforent <,l,ınCl' 

thcıt hı:,tory ıs morc, than ..ı 

hı\türy of coııstructıons or 
01 vı(timız.:ıtion (B.:.ılbus. 
1987.-S,:ıvvickı, 1991. 22ıJ.) 

4 
Matılıcw C. Gutrn<1nn 

ı:rıtiti,c'> thr tenr!cncy ın 

,K<1deınia th.:ıt tocu:.e> on 
resı,taııu: rathcr tlıan 

tıppıaısals and rebelfıons 
and st,:ıte::. that this ıs ot 
con,;ervative ııattJrl' and ıs 

well adapted to Hw 
pff:requisıtes of the nevi 
wodd order (Cıutınaıın. 
1993).He argues thut the 
studıes on resıst.:ınce 
llouri<,hıııg in ,ı ceıt;ıin 

period ıs no coincıdeııce 
Rcgardıng thı~ ideology 
doınııwnt in 1980s (the c:nd 
of i,kolo9ıes .:ırıd <ollectıve 

desıre to ch.-ın9c the woıld 
lor the bı:tıer), hi, 
argument scern~ to capture 
,.ııı il'.>pect ot ttıe portı;:ıy,:ıl. 
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Literature on woınen's resistance thereby inherently on the 

subject of po\ver, cover many aspects of \von1en's lives \Vhose 

experiences are different fron1 each other. Wenona Giles points 

out tlıe significance of the impact of political struggles in the 

arena of ,vork onto the relations vvith the husbands nnd to the 

n1anipulative appropriation of the \vage earned by fen1ale 

donıestic ,vorkers in the household as a strategy of 

empowerınent (Giles, 1992). The threats of quitting working, 

refusing to make love or to ınake visits to the husband's relatives 

ancl friends and provoking quarrels are olher resistance stı·ategie.s 

(Bolak, 1993). Betsy Wearing defines müthers' leisure aspirations 

asa forın of resistance (Wearing, 1990). To draw out a "rooı11 of 

their ovvn,". wonıen use strategies like refusal to do housev-./ork 

and cooking, recruitrncnt of fatheı's in child care and alternnte 

baby care \vith olher ınothers. When not doing these; \vonıen 

adopt a consciousness of rights contrary to the victinı nıentality 

enforced by the donıinant ideology on ınotherhood. 

Lale Yalçın-I-Iccknıiln exenıplifies ıvonıen's leaving their 

honıes for their father's in C8ses of crises in the nıarriage ,ıs a 

strategy of rcsistance \Vitlıin il broad ,ınd conıplex rclational \Veb 

\vhere ,vonıcn nıaxinıize po\ver by utilizing the kin group's 

(tışircf) traditions ,ınd nünns (Yalçın-I-lecknıan, 1993). Sinıihırly 

Nükhet Sirnıan in her anthropological research on Tuz village of 

the ı\egean Region sels out the relational \Yeb \Vlıich vvonıen 

establish as a nıeans of enıpoı,.verıııent (Sirınan, 1993). About 

Moroccan \Voıneı.ı, I3ourqia claiıns that the politics deployed on 

the vvonıen's bodies asa site of social control is in cascs counter 

used by \Vonıen like expressing desires in cases of illncss iınd 

pregnancy (Bourqia, 1990). The categorization of huıııan body as 

a sile of po\ver and resistance is also discussed in Wcstern 

literature. I-Ielen Cixous and Catherine Clenıent clainı that certain 

psychological disturbances anıong \Vonıen like anorexüı, hysteria 

and agoraphobia are signs of protcst against the confinement of 

woınen's bodies (llordo, 1990: 13). 

Abu-Lughod in her anthropological research on lledouins 

found out that the sisrı1ificance uf sexual difference ttself is a 

source of power (Abu-Lughod, 1990). The Bedouin woınen use 
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the segregation of the gender specific spheres as an arena of 

resistance. By pursuing the inviolability of their own spheres, 

they extract strong figures -ınen· and defuse the inıposition of 
po\ver on thenı. ThE;"y have certain nıicro doınains \vhere they feel 

invulnerable and powerful ıvhich are achieved as a result of 

resistance and negotiation." Anot her fonn of resistance an1ong 
Bedouin 1,vomen appears in n1arriages v,.·hich are organized by 
the respectfully old. in addition, \Von1en develop a "sexually 

irreverent discourse" that n1ocks at the ınale sexuality and 

ınasculinity but praises the potency of female sexuality. The 

folklore lyrics and poetry are means of oral literature through 

\vhich the sentilnents of resistance like anger channeled. 

Won1en ınay refuse to n1ake love, to cook and to satisfy the 

other needs and demancls of the husbands (E ves, 1991: 121 ). They 

nıay quarrel \vith their husbands loudly in front of neighbors and 
relahves in order to embarrass the husbands. They ınay cast 

spells on their lıusbands but when doing it they ensure tlıe 
eye_wihıess of the husband so that the husbands fear wonıen's 
spiritual power. Their resistance nıay take fornıs of killings, 

infanticide and suicide. Togan suggests that sometimes acts of 

en1otions are signs of resistance (Togan, 1997). 

Gillian J-Iart in her research on peasants' resistance in Muda 

region of Malaysia found out that ,vomen's styles of doing 

politics had been very different fronı that of men like 
appropriation of ınore direct and open strategies (Hart, 1991). in 

a parallel !ine of tlıought, Kaplan points out to the difference of 

style of resiStance bet\veen \von1en and men and argues that 
\von1en have their O\Vll political cultııre and notion of politics 

(Kaplan, 1990). Women resist in cause of faınily, children, 

husband, for the ,velfare of the traditional life. Martin refers to 

the same issue and argues that-,vonıen develop a different notion 

of politics \Vhich is built upon fanıily and conuııunity interest 

excluding self interest (Martin, 1990). Hale Bolak discusses the 

less direct resistance and negotiation slrategies of wonıen \vho 

are tlıe primary wage earners within the household (Bolak, 1993). 

I-Iaving set out different fornıs and strategies of resistance 

(and so po\ver), the question at relevance is h(n\' to interpret the 

5 
Thı:; forrıı of resist<.1nce is 
mentıorıed by Stirling in 
research on il Turki~h villagc 
(cıt(ıd ın Kağıtçıba~ı, 1081 
35). lhe ınterestıng i~sue of 
concern is th.:ıt Stirlıng 
ınterprcts the confirıement 
of worrıen to dome'>hcity in 
u h'1ofold manner. <.1s il 

suborclinatıon of women 
c.ınd a, cı sphı?re of womr.n 
that appropıiate~ women's 
forbear.:ınce to 
subordin,ıtion, Sinıilarly, Beli 
ded;ıres that women may 
experience tlwır lccal 
settings as both oifoıing 
them opportvnities far 
control and one which 
control tht!m. their activities 
;;ınd v<ıluı:s (Beli and 
Ribberı',, 1994: 234) 
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subjectification of ıvonıen ıvith its dynanıics of po,.ver and 

resistance. in other \Vürds, the concem of hovv to credit the poıver 

and resisti.ınce nıaneuvers of ıvonıen in the process of 

subjectification inherits certain analytic dilenınıas (Abu-Lughod, 
1990: 47): 

1) J-Joıv to credit resistance \Vithout att;·ibuting it to fenıinist 
consciousness and politics and at the sanıe tinıe not devaluing 
such a resistance? 

2) 1-Ioıv to credit resistance vvithout atlributing it to (alse 

consciousness -siııce such acts confonn to and reproduce the 

oppressive systeın of patriarchy- or ıvithout describing ,vonıen as 
cynical ınanipulators? 

3) How to evaluate resistance ıvithout clainıing that the 

forms are cultural or that they are the safety valves for the 
continuation of patriarchy? 

Although these analytic dilemınas caution thc scholars in 
fenıinist theory about the easy celebnıtion of \-Vonıen's strength 

and creativity in resisting their oppre~sion, they also highlight 
the essentiality of the paradign1atic shift in the theory on 

patriarchy to,vards the subjectification of ,..vonıen where \-Voınen 

as active agents ilre to be regarded not only as constructed 

subordinate by an external systern but also as indiViduals ıvho 

interplay ,vith their oıvn definition. This theoretical stzınce 

pronıises an in-depth understanding of the polarity in the 

dynanıics of gender relations. 
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Oryantalist Söylem ve Japonya 
Meiji Dönenıi (1868-1912) 
Japon Kadın flcıreketi Tarihini Okıunak 

Özet 
Bu çaıışm.ı. kendi boylaınımııdan daha "DoDu''da hir kimlik mekanına içkin tahayyüllerimızin 
Oryantalıst söylem taıafından -kurulması ve bu kimtik mek;ınınm ötekileştmlmesi sürecini 
tcırtışına arzusuyla yazıklı. Bu yazı ile amaçlanan, Japon ka(hnının tarıtısizlıği tasavvurunda 
sabıtleneıı kımliğini, Batı'yı nıerkezleyerek. B;:ıtı dışında sayılan hıltürlerı bu merkeze göıe. 
eksiklikleri ya da olumsuzlukları ile tanımlnyan kolonya! söylemden serbetleştirmek 
(decoloııization) için bir Ddım atmak. Ayııca, Japon kadın hareketlerinin tarıhini. özgü! bır 
dönemde -Meiji Dönemi-(1858-1912) kendisi için konuşma istemiyle kamusal alıma sözünü 
taşıyan Karına Sugc1'nın kışisel tarıhi olarak okuymak. ötekine içkin tasawurlarımızın 
.. aralıkları/çatlakları" olabileceğini göstermek. Japon kadının özgül. tarihini okurken, aslımla 
kendi·ötekı arasındaki sınır kesışmeleıine ve bu kesışıne!erde gerçek!eşecek söylem 
pratiklerine duyarlılığın gerekliliğine dikkat çekmek istiyorum. Sanırım. hem kendı 
bıricikliğimiz içinde. hem de ötekine ait çoğulluğun ortaya çıkartılabilmesi ve bız·onlar 
içınde-arasında (in·between) bi.r iletişiının kurulnbı!mesi için ötekinin tarihini okumak-bir 
tı;ışlangıç noktası oluşturuyor. Bu yaıı aslında Japon kadını örneğinde. sınır aralıkl;ırı ve 
sınır kesişınelerinde Var olan söylem pratiklerine duyarlılık demek olan tasawurun kolonyal 

söylemden serbestleştirilmesi girişimidır 

Orientalist Disconrse and Japan 
T{eadiııg tlıe Jlistory of' J aJHıııese 
ll?oınerı.'s ılloveıııeııt at tlıe ;lleiji Eru (1fJ6fl-1912) 

Abstract 
This artide ıs an atıempt to discuss the imagination about Japanese women as other, 
consııucted in the context of Orientalist discourse, Here. my aim is to decolonıze tlıe 
imagımıtion about _Japanese women. wlıich is fixed ın thc history·less subject posıtion by 
the colonial discourse, which is an act of centering the West through distingus!ıing it from 
the non-Westerrı cu!tures. who are defined with theiı distances and negativities to the 
center and marked with their absence. Moreoveı. reading the history of Japanese women's 
movement in a pmticu!ar historical period. the Meiji Era. in which Japaııese womerı spoke 
to the public far ıheir own sakes. might slıow posslble cracks of imagiııing about other. ı 
assume that tlıe plura!ism in-between us and other could be revealed by a reathng of tlıe 
history of other. Furttıeımore such a reading could be ttıe beginııing ofa dıa!ogue with 
other. Short!v. this article suggests a new serıs_ibility to the deco!oniıation of iınaginatıon, 
tlıat ınight bring out border·crossings/cracks a!ong ttıe borders separating self and otlıer 
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