
Gender in History and Theory  
 

Rutgers University – Camden 
Department of History 

Fall 2021 
56:512:523:01 

Tuesday 6:00 pm – 8:50 pm 
 

Office Hours:  
T 11:30am – 1:30pm 
or by appointment 

 
Professor Jewell 

evan.jewell@rutgers.edu 
Room 102 (429 Cooper Street) 

 
Course Description: 
 
The history of gender has come a long way since it first emerged as women’s history in the mid-twentieth 
century alongside the Second Wave Feminist movements of the 1960s and 1970s. From women’s history 
to the new frontier of transgender history, this course traces the development of gender as a category of 
historical study, and how its direction was shaped by certain theoretical and methodological debates 
both within and outside the discipline of history. After initially examining the gendered nature of 
historical practice itself, in the first half of the course we will explore the emergence of women’s history—
from ancient history to US history—and how this eventually transformed into gender history, including 
feminist histories, the history of masculinity, as well as the introduction of deconstructionist theory 
(Judith Butler), and the critiques of this new perspective (Joan Scott). The second half of the course will 
then examine specific intersections between gender history and other categories of history, including 
race, labor and technology, the body, sexuality, health, colonialism, as well as both regionally specific 
and global histories. Students will complete in-depth readings (monographs and/or articles) for each 
weekly topic, actively contribute to class discussion, co-facilitate one discussion, and write both book 
reviews and a short methodological review essay relevant to their own research interests. 
 
Required Texts: 
 
Note: for some weeks you will have a choice between two monographs. I advise reading book reviews, 
looking at Google Preview or borrowing the books to see which one you would prefer to read. All other 
readings marked as “selections”, book chapter, or articles will be posted on Canvas under each 
week’s Module.  
 
For Undergraduates taking this class: You will not need to read the same amount as the graduate 
students in this class; please consult with me and we can design a level of reading and assignments 
appropriate to your needs and interests. 
 
Texts by order of our schedule: 

• Bonnie G. Smith, The Gender of History: Men, Women, and Historical Practice (Cambridge, MA: 
Harvard University Press, 1998) 

• Priya Kandaswamy, Domestic Contradictions: Race and Gendered Citizenship from Reconstruction 
to Welfare Reform (Durham: Duke UP, 2021) 
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• Laurie Marhoefer, Sex and the Weimar Republic: German Homosexual Emancipation and the Rise 
of the Nazis (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2015) 

• Durba Mitra, Indian Sex Life: Sexuality and the Colonial Origins of Modern Social Thought 
(Princeton: PUP, 2020). 

• Daina Ramey Berry and Leslie M. Harris (eds), Sexuality and Slavery. Reclaiming Intimate 
Histories in the Americas (Athens: University of Georgia Press, 2018). 

• Theda Perdue, Cherokee Women: Gender and Culture Change, 1700-1835 (Lincoln: U of Nebraska 
Press – Bison Books, 1999). 

• Afsaneh Najmabadi, Women with Mustaches and Men without Beards: Gender and Sexual 
Anxieties of Iranian Modernity (Berkeley: UC Berkeley Press, 2005). 

• Nancy van Deusen, Embodying the Sacred. Women Mystics in Seventeenth-Century Lima 
(Durham: Duke UP, 2017). 
 

Choose between these two required texts: 
• Ann Farnsworth-Alvear, Dulcinea in the Factory: Myths, Morals, Men, and Women in Colombia’s 

Industrial Experiment, 1905–1960 (Durham: Duke UP, 2000) 
OR 

• Lori Merish, Archives of Labor: Working-Class Women and Literary Culture in the Antebellum 
United States (Durham: Duke UP, 2017) 

 
Choose between these two required texts: 

• Emily Skidmore, True Sex: The Lives of Trans Men at the Turn of the Twentieth Century (New 
York: NYU Press, 2017). 
OR 

• C. Riley Snorton, Black on Both Sides: A Racial History of Trans Identity (Minneapolis: U of 
Minnesota Press, 2018). 

 
General Introductions: These are not required, but provide useful overviews of issues we will cover in the 
class. I will sometimes post chapters from them on Canvas as optional contextual reading. 
 

• Laura Lee Downs, Writing Gender History (London and New York: Bloomsbury Academic, 2010). 
• Sonya Rose, What is Gender History? (Cambridge: SAGE, 2010). 

 
Assessment and Grading: 
 

Participation/Preparation:   20% 
Discussion Co-Facilitation:   10% 
Book Reviews (two total):   40% 
Methodological Review Essay:   30% 

  
Participation and Preparation (20%): 

 
Everyone should have read the majority of the readings assigned for the week and come ready with 
questions. I will ask everyone to submit at least one question for discussion prior to each class which we 
will discuss during the class. This is a reading heavy class, however, I will also signal which parts of the 
monographs you should focus the most on in order to make the best use of your time amidst your busy 
schedules. 
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Participation is a subjective thing to assess and you are all now in graduate school—and I really should 
be able to give everyone an A for this, B+ at a minimum. BUT just to be clear, there are certain 
thresholds: 
 
A =  Always prepared, frequently and actively participates, rarely absent  
B+ =  Always prepared, participates only when called on, rarely absent  
B =  Usually prepared, rarely speaks, rarely absent  
C+ =  Often unprepared, several undocumented absences (2+)  
C =  Usually unprepared, frequent absences 
 

Discussion Co-Facilitation (10%): 
 
Once during the semester, you will prepare to lead the discussion of a certain week’s readings with one 
of your peers. You will need to meet with me, both of you together, the week before you are due to 
lead the discussion. You should introduce the week’s readings with a ca. 20 minute presentation. Co-
facilitators should: 
 

• Discuss the main theme of the class, i.e. present the main problems related to this theme and 
its academic and historiographical context in the development of the field; 

• Summarize the readings by focusing on the authors’ main question(s)/interest(s), the authors’ 
arguments and evidence/sources used in support of it and any bias which the authors might 
have;  

• Discuss whether the texts respond to each other or others we have read earlier in the 
semester and what their response is;  

• Prepare some questions for discussion, beginning with a more open-ended question about 
first impressions and afterwards proceeding to a more detailed discussion of certain 
arguments/sections/chapters/case studies;  

• Prepare a short handout for the presentation (to be emailed to me prior to the class: by 9am 
on Tuesdays; I will then circulate it to the whole class), with biographical summaries of the 
authors of the texts (e.g. current position, their main fields of research, key publications, and 
their website). Please keep it to roughly one paragraph per author. The handout should also 
include a suggested schedule for the class and the questions you plan to discuss. 

 
It is usually a good idea to split up the time for this introductory presentation between the two co-
facilitators. One person might start with a presentation of the main problems related to the theme of 
the class and its academic and historiographical context in the development of the field, and the 
introduction of the first author and reading. Then another person might lead discussion of one key text 
(if not a monograph, then the article you think is the most important one). Later you should introduce 
and discuss the other texts.  
 
N.B. If a choice between two monographs is available for that week, one of you should read one 
monograph, and the other read the other one. 
 

Book Reviews (40% = 20% each): 
 
Students will complete TWO book reviews of monographs (or an edited collection of papers) 
assigned over the course of the semester. You must review the books assigned, but may also draw on 
assigned articles if appropriate for context. Students may choose which books they wish to review, 
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without advance consultation with myself, but I encourage you to write your book reviews early in the 
semester and to consider choosing books for which you are co-facilitating the discussion.  
 
Reviews are due by 6pm of the day the book in question is to be discussed in class, via Canvas (I will 
create a portal for each week, including TurnItIn).  
 
Book reviews should be a minimum of 800 words and maximum of 1000 words in length. This is a 
hard limit and reviews that do not conform will be penalized: since most journals have very strict word 
limits, you need to learn the art of concise, but effective evaluative writing.  
 
Reviews should be submitted with standard margins and 12pt. font, double-spaced, with student’s 
name on the first page and the full bibliographic description of the book as the title in this format: 
Author Last, First. Title (Italicized). Place: Publisher, Date. # pages in length (ex: xv, 347 pp.), 
bibliography (if present), index (if present), appendix (if present), illustrations (if present).  
 
Reviews are worth 20% of the final grade each, 40% total. 

 
We will talk about what makes a good book review early in the semester and look at examples of good 
and poor reviews.  
 
When writing your own, you should NOT consult other reviews of the book in question. However, 
you can and should look at reviews of any books you have not chosen to review, but are assigned for the 
class. 
 

Methodological Review Essay (30%): Print or Digital Format 
 
The methodological review essay should discuss how the different theoretical and/or methodological 
approaches you have encountered in the class readings could be applied to a specific area of history 
that interests you. This could grow out of your research for another class or a pre-existing interest. You 
might approach this, for example, by: 
 

• Assessing how gender history has been written in that specific field/topic and what new 
directions it might take, given what you have read in the class. 

• You might assess other theories and/or methodologies not looked at or only touched on in the 
class (since we cannot cover everything). For example: digital gender history (you might 
provide an essay, or a public facing “digital essay” (an online blog or website) which collects 
together and review different digital history resources related to women’s history, (trans-
)gender history, or something related. Or an intersectional topic, such as histories of 
climate/environmental, technology and gender.  

• You might profile the work of one specific female-identifying historian or theorist, the 
methodological or theoretical interventions they have made, and their current legacy/standing 
in the field. Are they still relevant? If not, why? How do we measure “relevance”? 

 
These are just a few ideas. We can and must discuss your potential topic and medium (digital or 
print) at least once during the semester, at the latest before Week 3. 
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To fulfill the requirements of the essay:  
 

1) Students must submit a brief draft abstract of their plans for the review essay and a draft of 
their bibliography with not more than 4-6 major works (monographs, edited volumes, digital 
resources) no later than Week 4 of the course via Canvas. This is worth 5% from the 30% for 
the essay. I will meet with students individually to talk about their draft abstract and 
bibliographical choices soon after submission. The limited number of bibliographical items 
required is designed to emphasize that you actually dig into these, rather than produce a 
superficial, long list of items. 
 

2) The final version of the review essay must be submitted at the end of the semester via Canvas 
(date TBC). The essay should be about 10-12 pages long (or equivalent—if it is digital; we can 
discuss what this looks like), double spaced, 12pt font. Given the shorter length of the paper 
than other seminar papers, I expect quality over quantity. 

 
Course Policies: 
 

Absences, Late Work and Extensions: 
 
If you need an extension on an assignment, please write to me at least 24-hours before the 
deadline. Every student is entitled to THREE 24-hour extensions. These can be used on any task. 
Further extensions are entirely at my own discretion and usually require documented reasons (e.g. 
doctor’s note). Repeated undocumented absences will detrimentally affect the participation 
portion of your grade, not least because we only meet once a week. 
 

Disability Services and Support: 
 
As a Rutgers student, you are entitled to reasonable disability accommodations under the Americans 
with Disabilities and Rehabilitation Acts. However, you also have strong privacy rights under the Family 
Educational Rights and Privacy Act, which forbids me from asking you questions about your medical 
history in order to evaluate an accommodations request. Like many universities, Rutgers has created a 
special office to address accommodation requests the Office of Disability Services (ODS).  
 
In order to receive disability-related academic accommodations, you must first be registered with 
ODS, who will walk you through the process of requesting accommodation. Please do not come to me 
directly with accommodation requests—I will gladly (and must!) honor such requests from ODS, but 
cannot evaluate and accommodate students myself. See this website and register with them at the 
beginning of the semester: https://ods.rutgers.edu/ 
 

If you aren’t feeling well: 
 
If the semester, Covid-19, or other things happening in life are affecting you and your well-being, please 
make use of Rutgers’ counseling service which now has a phone counseling service. Call 856-225-
6005 or visit their webpage: https://wellnesscenter.camden.rutgers.edu/index.php . Your mental health 
is key to getting through the semester!  
 
IMPORTANT NOTE: I am a mandatory reporter, and hence, if you divulge anything to me about any act 
of sexual misconduct (assault, harassment, stalking or discrimination) that has happened to you (or 
another person) on campus, I will need to report it to the appropriate office (e.g. Title IX).  
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Academic Honesty:  

 
I expect you to adhere to Rutgers’ Honor Code and am affirmatively responsible for reporting suspected 
infractions. If you plagiarize or self-plagiarize, and it constitutes a repeated or Level 2-3 offense, then I 
am obligated to report it to Academic Integrity Office.  
 
That said, the rules around plagiarism and academic honesty are not always intuitive; if you are not 
sure how best to cite a source or what sort of attribution is appropriate, bring the source to office hours 
or make an appointment to discuss it. I’m happy to help you stay out of trouble.  A rule of thumb: when 
in doubt, ask me!  
 
A first infraction may result in an F on that assignment or a request for a re-write with late penalty; 
a second (depending on severity) may result in a possible C (for graduates) or F/XF grade (for 
undergraduates) for the entire course after a formal report, an investigation and subsequent 
disciplinary actions. 
 
For further guidance and academic honesty policies, see: 
https://deanofstudents.camden.rutgers.edu/academic-integrity 
 

Feedback: 
 
Feedback on written assignments will be returned in digital form through Canvas. You can always discuss 
a grade or feedback with me in greater detail during my office hours. 

 
Virtual/In-person Office Hours: 

 
All students in this class are required to come to my virtual or in-person office hours at least once during 
the semester to discuss their draft abstracts. You can also just come to ask questions, discuss 
assignments or readings, complain (hopefully, constructively!) or simply chat. These are hours set aside 
for you and we encourage you to take advantage of them. If you require a meeting outside of the listed 
times, please email me and I’ll do my best to accommodate you.  
 

Canvas and Email: 
 
Familiarize yourself with Canvas. Check the Announcements in your RU Email daily. Check Canvas 
for all Course related materials and assignments: more detailed instructions about readings will be 
posted there; assignments will be submitted there; grades/feedback will usually be posted to your 
account there. 
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Class Schedule & Readings 
 

Note: I reserve the right to modify this schedule as needed at my discretion. All articles and books 
marked as “selections” are posted as PDFs under the relevant week’s module on Canvas. 
 
PART 1: THE HISTORIOGRAPHICAL DEVELOPMENT OF GENDER HISTORY 
 
Week 1: 9/7 – Introduction: Opening Provocations, Past and Present 
 

• Selections from: Christine de Pizan, The Book of the City of Ladies, trans. E.J. Richards (Persea 
Books, 1982). [originally written in French, around 1405 CE] 
 

• Marisa Fuentes, “Power and Historical Figuring: Rachael Pringle Polgreen's Troubled Archive,” 
in Gender & History 22 (2010): 564-84. 

 
• Greta Gaard, “Queering the Climate,” in Critical Ecofeminism (NY: Lexington Book, 2017), 161-

80. 
 

 
Week 2: 9/14 – History as Gendered Practice 
 

• Bonnie G. Smith, The Gender of History: Men, Women, and Historical Practice (Cambridge, MA: 
Harvard University Press, 1998).  

 
CHOOSE BETWEEN:  

 
• Karen Hagemann and Sarah Summers, “Gender and Academic Culture: Women in the 

Historical Profession of Germany and the United States since 1945,” in Modern Germany in 
Transatlantic Perspective, ed. Michael Meng and Adam R. Seipp (New York and Oxford: 
Berghahn Books, 2017), 95-121.  
OR 

• Nkiru Nzegwu, “O Africa: Gender Imperialism in Academia,” in African Women and Feminism: 
Reflecting on the Politics of Sisterhood, ed. Oyèróniké Oyewùmí (Trenton: Africa World Press, 
2003), 99-158. 

 
Week 3: 9/21 – Early Women’s History and Feminist History 
 

• Joan Kelly, “The Social Relations of the Sexes: Methodological Implications of Women’s 
History,” Signs 1, no. 1 (1976): 809-23. 

 
• Gerda Lerner, “Placing Women in History: Definitions and Challenges,” Feminist Studies 3, no.1 

(1975): 5-14. 
 

• Gerda Lerner, “Reconceptualizing Differences among Woman,” Journal of Women’s History 1, 
no. 3 (1990): 106-122. 

 
• Judith M. Bennett, “Feminism and History,” Gender and History 1, no. 3 (1989): 251-72. 
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• Selections from: Sarah Pomeroy, Goddesses, Whores, Wives, and Slaves. Women in Classical 
Antiquity (Penguin: London, 1975). 

 
Week 4: 9/28 – From Women’s History to Gender History 
 

• Joan W. Scott, “Gender: A Useful Category of Historical Analysis,” American Historical Review 
98, no. 4 (1986): 1053-1075. 
 

• Gisela Bock, “Women’s History and Gender History: Aspects of an International Debate,” 
Gender and History 1, no.1 (1989): 7-30. 

 
• Gisela Bock, “Challenging Dichotomies: Perspectives on Women’s History,” Writing Women’s 

History: International Perspectives, ed. Karen Offen, Ruth Roach Pierson and Jane Rendall 
(Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1991), 1-24. 

 
• Denise Riley, “Does a Sex Have a History?” in Feminism & History, ed. Joan W. Scott (Oxford: 

Oxford University Press, 1996). 17-33.  
 
Week 5: 10/5 – Gender History vs Deconstructionism 
 

• Mary Poovey, “Feminism and Deconstruction,” Feminist Studies 15 (1988): 51-65.  
 

• Judith Butler, Gender Trouble: Feminism and the Subversion of Identity (New York: Routledge, 
1990), 3-44.  

 
• Sonya Rose et al., “Women’s History / Gender History: Is Feminist History Losing its Critical 

Edge?” Journal of Women’s History 5, no. 1 (1993): 89-128. [Forum with several essays] 
 
• Kathleen Canning, “Feminist History after the Linguistic Turn: Historicizing Discourse and 

Experience,” Signs 19, no. 2 (1994): 368-404. 
 
Week 6: 10/12 – Masculinities  
 

• R.W. Connell, “The Big Picture: Masculinities in Recent World History,” Theory and Society 22, 
no. 5 (1993): 597-623. 
 

• Arnaldo Testi, “The Gender of Reform Politics: Theodore Roosevelt and the Culture of 
Masculinity,” Journal of American History 81, no. 4 (1995): 1509-1533. 

 
• John Tosh, “What Should Historians Do With Masculinity? Reflections On Nineteenth-Century 

Britain,” History Workshop 38 (1994): 179-202. 
 

• John Tosh, “Hegemonic Masculinity and the History of Gender,” in Masculinities in Politics and 
War: Gendering Modern History, ed. Stefan Dudink, Josh Tosh and Karen Hagemann 
(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2004), 41-60.   
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PART 2: INTERSECTIONAL APPROACHES TO GENDER HISTORY 
 
To be read before Week 7:  
 

• Brittney Cooper, “Intersectionality,” Oxford Handbook of Feminist Theory, eds. Lisa Disch and 
Mary Hawkesworth (Oxford: OUP, 2016), 385-406. 

 
Week 7: 10/19 – Class and Labor 
 

• Alice Kessler-Harris, “Treating the Male as ‘Other’: Redefining the Parameters of Labor 
History,” Labor History 34, no. 2/3 (Spring/Summer 1993): 190-204. 

 
CHOOSE BETWEEN:  

 
• Ann Farnsworth-Alvear, Dulcinea in the Factory: Myths, Morals, Men, and Women in Colombia’s 

Industrial Experiment, 1905–1960 (Durham: Duke UP, 2000) 
OR 

• Lori Merish, Archives of Labor: Working-Class Women and Literary Culture in the Antebellum 
United States (Durham: Duke UP, 2017) 

 
Optional for non-facilitators: 

 
• Phil Tiemeyer, “Flight Attendants, Women’s Liberation, and Gay Liberation,” in Plane Queer: 

Labor, Sexuality, and AIDS in the History of Male Flight Attendants (Berkeley: Univ. of California 
Press, 2013), 109-35. 

 
Week 8: 10/26 – Race and Racism  
 

• Laura Grantmyre, “‘They Lived Their Life and They Didn’t Bother Anybody’: African American 
Female Impersonators and Pittsburgh’s Hill District, 1920-1960,” American Quarterly 63, no. 4 
(2011): 983–1011. 

 
• Priya Kandaswamy, Domestic Contradictions: Race and Gendered Citizenship from Reconstruction 

to Welfare Reform (Durham: Duke UP, 2021). 
 
Week 9: 11/2 – Sexuality (1) – Same-Sex Desire, Discourse and Acts 
 

• Selections from: Michel Foucault, The History of Sexuality vols.1-3.  
 

• Selections from: Craig Williams, Roman Homosexuality (Oxford: OUP, 2010 2nd ed.).  
 

• Laurie Marhoefer, Sex and the Weimar Republic: German Homosexual Emancipation and the Rise 
of the Nazis (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2015). 

 
Week 10: 11/9 – Sexuality (2) – Postcolonial Approaches 
 

• Durba Mitra, Indian Sex Life: Sexuality and the Colonial Origins of Modern Social Thought 
(Princeton: PUP, 2020). 
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• CHOOSE TWO chapters from: Daina Ramey Berry and Leslie M. Harris (eds), Sexuality and 
Slavery. Reclaiming Intimate Histories in the Americas (Athens: University of Georgia Press, 
2018). 

 
Week 11: 11/16 – Colonialism and Postcolonial Studies 
 

• Theda Perdue, Cherokee Women: Gender and Culture Change, 1700-1835 (Lincoln: U of Nebraska 
Press – Bison Books, 1999). 
 

• Ann Laura Stoler, “Carnal Knowledge and Imperial Power: Gender, Race, and Morality in 
Colonial Asia,” in Gender at the Crossroads of Knowledge: Feminist Anthropology in the 
Postmodern Era, ed. Micaela di Leonardo, 51-102. (Berkeley: University of California Press, 
1991). 

 
Week 12: 11/23 – Citizenship, Domesticity and Politics 
 

• Afsaneh Najmabadi, Women with Mustaches and Men without Beards: Gender and Sexual 
Anxieties of Iranian Modernity (Berkeley: UC Berkeley Press, 2005). 

 
CHOOSE BETWEEN: 
 

• Katie L. Jarvis, “The Cost of Female Citizenship: How Price Controls Gendered Democracy in 
Revolutionary France,” French Historical Studies, 41, no. 4 (2018): 647-680 
OR 

• Suzanne Desan, “‘War between Brothers and Sisters’: Inheritance Law and Gender Politics in 
Revolutionary France,” French Historical Studies 20, no. 4 (1997): 597-634. 

 
Week 13: 11/30 – Belief, Ritual and Religion 
 

• Nancy van Deusen, Embodying the Sacred. Women Mystics in Seventeenth-Century Lima 
(Durham: Duke UP, 2017). 

 
• Selections from: Ross Sheppard Kraemer, Unreliable Witnesses: Religion, Gender, and History in 

the Greco-Roman Mediterranean (Oxford: OUP, 2010), ch.2 “Four Short Stories”. 
 

• Serena Nanda, “The Hijras of India: Cultural and Individual Dimensions of an Institutionalized 
Third Gender Role,” Journal of Homosexuality 11, no.3-4 (1986): 35-54. 

 
Week 14: 11/7 – Beyond/Within the Gender Binary: Queer and Transgender Histories 
 

• Kritika Agarwal, “What is Trans History?” AHA Perspectives on History (May, 2018): 
https://www.historians.org/publications-and-directories/perspectives-on-history/may-
2018/what-is-trans-history-from-activist-and-academic-roots-a-field-takes-shape   
 

• Selections from: Roland Betancourt, Byzantine Intersectionality: Sexuality, Gender, and Race in 
the Middle Ages (Princeton: PUP, 2020), ch.3 “Transgender Lives.” 
 

• Selections from: Leah DeVun, The Shape of Sex: Nonbinary Gender from Genesis to the 
Renaissance (New York: Columbia UP, 2021), ch.1 “Introduction: Stories and Selves.” 
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CHOOSE BETWEEN: 
 

• Emily Skidmore, True Sex: The Lives of Trans Men at the Turn of the Twentieth Century (New 
York: NYU Press, 2017). 
OR 

• C. Riley Snorton, Black on Both Sides: A Racial History of Trans Identity (Minneapolis: U of 
Minnesota Press, 2018). 

 
 


