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Feminist Foreign Policy
in Times of Crumbling Liberal International Order

Katarzyna Jezierska*

Drawing on poststructuralist and feminist conceptions of narrative as a precondition for agency, Feminist
Foreign Policy (FFP) is examined in this essay as a political stance within the contested Liberal International Order
(LIO). It is argued that dominant stories about both the LIO and FFP—typically centred on Western authorship
and leadership—obscure the constitutive roles of actors from the Global South and East in advancing liberal
norms, including gender equality. Existing accounts about the origins and support as well as contestations of
the LIO and the FFP are shown. These narratives are expanded by tracing the co-production of the LIO and its
gender equality commitments across regions, examining the emergence, variation, and contestation of FFPs, and
highlighting contemporary Southern-led innovations and defences of multilateralism and gender equality in the
face of intensified illiberal and anti-gender trends in the Global North. Such a retelling of the LIO and FFP stories is
therefore both an epistemic and political act. The essay is concluded by proposing a mode of feminist engagement
with both the LIO and the FFP as that of “critical friendship”, balancing the contradictory performances of support

and critique, resisting illiberal dismantling while being attentive to structural exclusions.

Keywords: Liberal International Order, Feminist Foreign Policy, gender equality, Global South and East, narrative

policy solutions aiming to promote gender equality

|. Introduction
in international affairs. I will position the FFP in

I can only answer the question “What am I relation to the Liberal International Order (LIO)

to do?” if I can answer the prior question “Of and its contestations. Facing an uncertain future,
what story or stories do I find myself a part?” and experiencing more challenges than ever, not
(MacIntyre 2007[1981]: 216). only from the usual suspects of authoritarian

illiberal states, but also from the autocratizing

The Scottish-American philosopher Alasdair
Maclntyre is not a classic hero in feminist
handbooks. Nevertheless, the above quote from
his seminal 1981 book After Virtue will serve to
guide my argument in this essay.

The focus of this essay is on Feminist Foreign

Policy (FFP), a relatively new invention among

United States, it is a critical moment to revisit the
“stories” about the LIO that undergird our sense
of political agency. My claim is that the stories
of the LIO and of the FFP can be retold so that
the entrenched narratives about the Global West/
East/South are questioned, and the contributions

of non-Western states are foregrounded. This
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retelling comes with a call to action. The structure
of my essay follows MacIntyre’s quest - first trying
to identify the stories we can be part of and later
pondering how we can act upon them.

Poststructuralist and feminist approaches
are applied in this essay, by treating narratives,
or stories not simply as a rhetorical device but as
a structure of agency (Laclau and Mouffe 1985;
Wibben 2010). The dominant LIO story organizes
who appears as an agent, a passive recipient,
or a problem to be solved. Retelling the story
from feminist and postcolonial vantage points
is therefore both an epistemic and a political
act. Feminist scholars have repeatedly shown
that dominant narratives about international
politics obscure women, feminists, and actors
beyond the West (Tickner 1992). These narrative
silences reproduce material exclusions. Narrative
correction, in its turn, is tied to material inclusion
— who is named as a historical protagonist
shapes who can set agendas (Enloe 2014). Here,
the retelling decentres the West as sole author
and legitimate authority on the LIO and the FFP,
foregrounds co-creation across regions, and widens
the range of legitimate agents in order-building.

The essay begins by discussing the origins and
support for the LIO as well as its contestations,
showing that gender equality has been central
to both. It then turns to the FFP, tracing its
emergence, variation, and criticisms, again
highlighting the productive role of actors beyond
the West. The conclusion draws two implications
for how feminists might engage with the LIO and
the FFP as “critical friends”

Il. The Promotion and Contestation of
LIO (including gender equality)

The LIO refers to the post-World War II

constellation of norms, rules, and institutions
related to political liberalism (human rights, the
rule of law, and liberal democracy), economic
(neo)liberalism, and liberal internationalism
manifested in multilateral cooperation (Deudney
and Ikenberry 1999; Risse 2024). The dominant
narrative presents the LIO as originating and being
maintained by the US and other Western states,
and often as an expression of Western hegemony
(Deudney and Ikenberry 1999; Acharya 2022).
Indeed, the LIO has been backed by the US and
European powers, and these states have had strong
influence on the content of the LIO. However, this
narrative is also marked by epistemic forgetting.
Those who trace the history of the LIO point out
that many other actors have co-produced the LIO,
including newly independent and decolonized
states (Risse 2024). For instance, Latin American
and Asian delegations had a stark influence on
the shape of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, pushing to include social and economic
rights in the new international framework,
and resisting attempts by the US and UK to
narrow human rights language (Bhagavan 2013;
Jensen and Sikkink 2025). In the 1960s, newly
independent African states shaped peacekeeping
practices and placed self-determination at the
heart of multilateralism and Ghana contributed
to legitimating non-alignment as a pillar of
international order (Siaw 2025). Asian initiatives,
from Bandung to the Group of 77, pressed the
UN system to link development with justice
and redistribution (Ahmia 2015; Umar 2019),
later visible in the UN Conference on Trade and
Development and the Sustainable Development
Goals. Countries such as Costa Rica, Ghana,
Malaysia, Mexico, Senegal, Sierra Leone, and
Vanuatu have played important roles in specific
human rights initiatives in key international

forums. Diplomatic initiatives from smaller
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states such as Liechtenstein and The Gambia have
been instrumental in advancing international
justice (Human Rights Watch 2026: 6). These
developments are not peripheral to the LIO, they
helped constitute it. Multilateralism was built by
states from all regions over decades. To quote
Bajpai and Laksmana (2023: 1380):

Asians want a voice in the construction and
maintenance of international order. They can
all point to their contributions to order building,
and in this sense the current international
order is not a gift of the western powers: it is
important to recognize that it is owned and
operated by Asians and other non-western

states as much as by the West.

A similar retelling can be performed in the case
of gender equality and feminist ideas, which
have influenced and been incorporated into
global governance norms that are central to the
LIO (Tickner and True 2018). Even here, it was
not always the Western states who lobbied for
the initial inclusion of gender equality in the
LIO. Neither have Western states always acted as
defenders and promoters of gender equality and
feminist causes internationally. For instance, it was
a coalition of NGOs and Latin American states as
well as India and South Africa who successfully
pushed for inclusion of women’s rights into the UN
Charter (Skard 2008; Dietrichson and Sator 2021),
while the US delegates as well as delegates from
UK and Canada opposed the inclusion of women’s
rights. We can find evidence that, for instance, the
Soviet Union and its satellite states have promoted
emancipation of women internationally (Towns
2010; Lerch and Ramirez 2024). Another example
is the history of international policy diffusion of
legal sex quotas, which points to the crucial role

of non-Western actors in developing and adopting
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this policy solution (Krook 2006). Legal sex
quotas, promoting a more even representation for
women and men in elected assemblies, were first
introduced during the Cold War by state socialist
countries. This policy solution was reintroduced in
Latin America in the 1990s, followed by African
and Asian states in early 2000s (Towns 2010).
European states were rather late to adopt this way
of promoting women’s representation. Moreover,
historical research on the Women Peace and
Security agenda including the UN Security Council
Resolution 1325 and the follow-up resolutions,
which are commonly treated as a Western export,
shows substantive contributions of non-Western
initiators, drafters, and strategists including
states such as Bangladesh, Namibia, and Jamaica
(Basu 2016). Scholars have also highlighted how
Asian states have long been at the forefront of
introducing feminist perspectives into thinking
about the international system (Parashar and
D’Costa 2017; Singh Rathore 2024). It should be
abundantly evident that empowerment of women
is not a Western or a European phenomenon
(Towns 2010).

We currently witness numerous challenges
to the LIO, some even talk about its decline or
demise (Ikenberry 2018; Mearsheimer 2019;
Steinberg 2022). While the LIO has always been
marked by contestation from the inside and
from the outside (Wiener 2014; Borzel and Ziirn
2021; Wiener at al. 2026), to the extent that ‘crisis
talk’ became internalized into the LIO (Peoples
2024), these contestations have intensified since
the 1990s, disrupting the functioning of the LIO
and questioning some of its foundations. Most
recently, resulting from the international havoc
that US President Donald Trump’s second term has
brought about, the crisis of the LIO has entered
the wider policy discourse and public imagination.

For instance, at the 2026 World Economic Forum
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in Davos Canada’s Prime Minister Mark Carney
spoke of the “rupture in the world order” (Carney
2026).

From the start, the LIO has been criticized for
severe flaws in design and the uneven distribution
of power it supports. A recurring critique has
been that the LIO promotes neoliberalism and
institutionalizes state inequality (Borzel and
Zirn 2021 and the whole 2021 Special Issue on
Challenges to the Liberal International Order
in International Organization). Highlighting the
hierarchical nature of the LIO, scholars have shown
how the LIO works in favour of Western societies
and its elites, and how imperial practices and power
disparities have been central to the LIO (Parmar
2018; Long 2018; Benabdallah 2024). While there
are good reasons for states in the Global South and
East to criticize the LIO, it can be argued that the
LIO is more severely threatened by developments
in the West than challenges coming from the South
and East (Ikenberry 2018). Mukherjee (2024: 1)
contends that “while countries in the Global
South have typically engaged in order-consistent
contestation, it is the LIO’s leading states that
have engaged in order-challenging contestation.”
This has become abundantly clear with President
Trump’s ongoing upheaval of foundational norms,
rules, and institutions of the LIO, including
disrespect for human rights, the rule of law, and
liberal democracy in the US; introduction of tariffs
that hinder free trade; and withdrawal of funding
and participation in multiple UN bodies and
international agreements including UN Human
Rights Council, the World Health Organization,
and UNESCO, with the claim that they “operate
contrary to U.S. national interests, security,
economic prosperity, or sovereignty” (The White
House 2026).

Gender is not incidental to these battles.

Feminist scholars argue that attacks on gender

equality serve as proxies for attacking liberalism
writ large. Gender equality norms symbolize
cosmopolitanism, human rights, multilateralism,
and the autonomy of the individual. Thus, to
oppose gender equality becomes a way to reject
the broader normative architecture of the LIO.
Indeed, contestations of the LIO often invoke
anti-gender equality stances (Cupa¢ and Ebetiirk
2020; Awondo et al. 2022), mobilizing supporters
through appeals to anti-feminism and traditional
gender roles, or the so-called family values.
Complex transnational networks including Russian
state funded NGOs and U.S.-based Christian
conservative organizations have built alliances that
span continents (Edenborg 2023; McEwen 2023).
These networks strategically attack gender equality
initiatives at multiple levels, with documented
campaigns against sexual and reproductive rights,
LGBTQ+ protections, and gender mainstreaming
within the EU, as well as coordinated advocacy at
the UN. Across these alliances, actors consistently
frame gender equality and feminism as Western
impositions or “colonial ideologies”, positioning
themselves instead as defenders of tradition
and “family values”. The intensity and spread of
anti-feminism globally, including in the West,
are undeniable (Graff and Korolczuk 2022); we
are seeing a rise in states “expressing overtly
misogynistic views and denouncing feminism as
a foreign import” (Johnston and Meger 2025: 525-
526). One telling example is the “Group of Friends
of the Family”, an alliance of 25 UN member states,
which coordinates anti-feminist actions within the
UN system.

Simultaneously, new defenders of the LIO
have emerged in support for liberal rights and
multilateralism in various locations globally, often
in the Global South and East. Examples from 2025
include Barbados and other Caribbean states who

have advanced climate justice and care within
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multilateral fora, linking environmental rights to
broader liberal norms (UN Women 2025); The
Hague Group, currently led by South Africa and
Colombia, who formed in “defence of international
law” and in solidarity with the people of Palestine
(The Hague Group, nd); and the signing of a joint
statement defending multilateralism at the UN of
over 70 countries from all regions (International
Service for Human Rights 2025).

Hence, just as the origins and the support
for the LIO, even the contestations of the LIO
transcend the simple demarcation lines between
West/East/South. Yet again, however, the epistemic
dominance of the West has led to distorted
narratives in which the West is portrayed as
originator of the LIO and leader on gender equality
initiatives while the contributions from the South
and the East to the LIO and gender equality
including its foundations and current defence are

being obscured.

lll. FFP as Taking a Stance

Here enters feminist foreign policy (FFP). In
2014, Sweden, as the first country in the world,
adopted an expressly feminist foreign policy.
Since then, 14 states have followed suit. Current
and former FFP states include states in Europe:
France, Germany, Luxembourg, the Netherlands,
Scotland, Slovenia and Sweden; in the Americas:
Argentina, Canada, Chile, Colombia and Mexico;
in Central Asia: Mongolia; in West Africa: Liberia;
and in the Middle East: Libya. The FFPs of these
states differ in many respects, even though they
often focus on women’s participation in the
public sphere including leadership positions,
women’s empowerment in the labour market and
eradication of sexual and gender-based violence.

They aim both at bilateral and multilateral relations
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of these states. While the FFPs of some states
encompass all spheres of foreign policy - security,
trade and aid (Sweden), other are limited to
specific foreign policy domains (aid in Canada and
Germany since 2025) or emphasis on bureaucratic
mainstreaming and institutional transformation
within ministries (France and Mexico). The first
versions of the FFP formulated by Sweden and
Canada were commonly viewed as expressions
of liberal feminism (Parisi 2020; Zhukova
2026). Sweden operationalized “feminism” in
its FFP though the so-called 3Rs: equal rights,
representation, and resources for women and
men, girls and boys (Swedish MFA 2016: 13).
While some states adopted a similar framework
(Germany), others elaborated their own working
definition of feminism in foreign policy, inspired
by other strands of feminist thought. For instance,
Chile’s FFP stresses intersectionality, reflecting
region-specific histories of colonial exploitation
and Indigenous activism. The Colombian iteration
of the FFP puts forth pacifism as one of its pillars,
building on the 2016 peace accord, which is
commonly assessed as being one of the world’s
most gender sensitive (Bouvier 2016). What is
more, Colombias FFP also explicitly links feminist
principles to environmental protection. As is
evident, the varieties of feminism in FFPs span
liberal, intersectional, postcolonial and ecological
approaches.

The FFP was obviously not the first attempt
to incorporate gender equality goals in the domain
of foreign policy. Especially in development
cooperation, many states have had gender equality
goals for decades, conditioning foreign aid with
some gender equality measures (Richey 2000).
Nevertheless, the launching of FFPs came as a
surprise to many. The provocative move to add a
feminist label to foreign policy could be seen in
the light of the broader context of the LIO and
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its contestations. FFP policy documents often
explicitly refer to the spread of anti-genderism in
the world as a reason for adoption of the policy.
In the international polarization around gender
issues (de Silva 2025), states with a declared
FFP position themselves firmly and deliberately
in the pro-gender equality camp and signal
confrontation with states that oppose gender
equality internationally (Towns et al. 2023).
A state’s declaration of an FFP can be read as a
manifestation of adherence to the LIO (Thomson
2022) in the face of attacks on liberal ideas and
institutions and especially attacks on gender
equality. Signalling opposition to international
anti-gender trends through an announcement of
a FFP, however, does not necessarily mean that the
states align with liberal feminism.

Beyond this signalling and identity marking,
or nation-branding (Jezierska and Towns 2018),
the level of elaboration of the policy framework
for the FFP differs widely between states. Some
states, like Sweden, Germany or Colombia,
have developed policy documents and designed
implementation instruments for this policy. In
other states, like Mexico, Mongolia or Slovenia,
the FFP currently lacks a policy document
and concrete implementation measures, which
practically leaves the policy a signalling tool.
This does not diminish the significance of such
commitments in the face of current attacks on
gender equality. Besides, a declaration of the FFP
might sometimes lead to a development of more
concrete policy document at a later stage, as in
France, which declared the adoption of an FFP
in 2019 and issued its International Strategy for a
Feminist Foreign Policy only in 2025 (Ministére de
LEurope et des Affaires Etrangéres 2025), 6 years
later.

Contrary to dominant narratives, FEP is

not diffusing solely through Western emulation.

South-South exchanges have become increasingly
prominent. Currently, it is mostly Latin American
states that innovate solutions for feminist
principles in foreign policy, including tightened
regional collaborations at the state and non-state
levels. Chile and Colombia actively collaborated
through feminist civil society networks before
adopting their policies; Mexico has convened
regional forums specifically designed to challenge
“Northern” feminist frameworks and articulate a
Latin American vision of feminist multilateralism
(Jezierska forthcoming). In a recent “Regional
Manifesto. Feminist Foreign Policy Consensus
and Common Agendas in LAC” (Red Mexicana
de Politica Exterior Feminista et al. 2025), civil
society organizations promoting FFP in Mexico,
Chile, Brazil, and Colombia joined forces to
strengthen “the Latin American feminist voice
that is articulated and influential on the global
stage” explicitly reacting to “the advance of
neoconservatism and the far right, anti-feminist
and anti-rights groups” (p.4) as well as “the
erosion of democratic institutions, the non-
compliance with international law” (p.5). Hence,
their articulation of the FFP for and from Latin
America is clearly positioned in defence of the
LIO. Following this initiative, during the Fourth
Ministerial Conference on FFP held in Paris in
2025, 31 states from all regions adopted a joint
political declaration to defend women’s and girls’
rights and gender equality, referring to the need to
“reaffirm the commitment of the signatory States to
existing international gender-equality frameworks
[...] in an international context marked by a rise in
anti-rights movements and broader opposition to
multilateralism” (France Diplomatie 2025).

Just as with the LIO, the FFP is not without
its critics. Initially it was ridiculed, but later also
attacked by various anti-feminist state and non-

state actors. We saw contestations of the FFPs
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even within the states that had adopted these
policies, which resulted in Sweden, Germany,
the Netherlands as well as Argentina rescinding
their FFPs, renouncing the feminist label under
pressure of gender conservative parties in their
governments (Towns et al. 2024). Apart from
actors denouncing gender equality, FFPs have
also been criticized by progressive feminist
actors within academia and civil society, who
are sceptical about how genuinely feminist these
policies are, accusing states of gender-washing,
as well as pinpointing inconsistencies in their
implementation and gaps between domestic and
foreign policy. One common argument is that
the FFP promotes a (neo)liberal understanding
of feminism (e.g., Parisi 2020; Bell and Wegner
2025; Zhukova 2026). Another recurring critique
comes from feminist postcolonial positions (e.g.,
Achilleos-Sarll 2018; Cheung and Scheyer 2024;
Zhukova 2023; Zhukova 2026; Special Issue in
Politics & Gender 2025), usually portraying the FFP
as a colonial project of saving the women out there
without confronting colonial legacies of the states
adopting such policies. These criticisms severely
question the credibility of the FFP project.
However, yet again, just as with the LIO, it
is important to consider what narrative about
the FFP prevails. The FFP, just as the LIO, can be
retold so that the contributions of Southern and
Eastern states to feminist thinking and solutions
in foreign policy come forth, including pushing
beyond liberal feminist articulations of the FFP.
Likewise, highlighting that the contestations of the
FFP can be found both among anti-feminist and
feminist actors placed in various locations around

the world helps reposition the story.
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IV. Concluding Reflection

There are two broader implications from this
essay, both highlighting the type of engagement
with the LIO and the FFP that is especially urgent
in our current predicament.

First, as accounted for above, the West has
never been the singular originator and promoter
of the LIO. Global South and East have both
been active in promoting and innovating various
solutions for the LIO, including the incorporation
of gender equality principles in domestic and
international affairs. The FFP story should be
understood in parallel. Feminist practices and
objectives in foreign policy can be found in the
South Asian and Latin American contexts long
before the language of FFP was introduced. This
does not deny the policy entrepreneurship of
Margot Wallstrom, the former Swedish Minister
for Foreign Affairs, and Sweden who coined the
term, but neither does it mean that the FFP is
automatically “Western”. This essay aligns with
the attempts at targeting the epistemic dominance
of the West and rewriting the narrative about the
FFP (and the LIO) and where it belongs. Recent
initiatives in Latin America are a manifestation of
such attempts, of grafting the FFP so that it suits
the Latin American context, of redefining what
feminism in the FFP could mean, and of taking
international leadership. Especially when some
European states retract their FFPs and the US
retreats from the liberal norms and multilateralism,
this opens up for creative alliances and leadership
elsewhere.

Second, just as the LIO encounters
contestations from various positions, both illiberal
— aiming to dismantle its norms, rules, and
institutions, and progressive — critiquing the LIO
for its lack of sufficient inclusion and/or equality,

so is FFP criticized from anti-feminist positions —

1
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countering gender equality as a norm, and from
feminist actors who are disappointed with the
unfulfilled promise of feminist principles being
incorporated in foreign policy. This cross-criticism
from so widely disparate positions not only creates
problems for the survival of the LIO and for the
FFP project. It also creates uneasy entanglements.
In the face of illiberal and anti-feminist forces
gaining traction in the international arena, it poses
a dilemma for progressive critics. Observing real
problems with the project of LIO and the FFP,
progressive actors feel obliged to put forth the
critique, but by doing so, they risk inadvertently
joining illiberals in bringing down the LIO and the
FFP. This dilemma is not new in feminist thinking:
how to critique (LIO) FFP without strengthening
(illiberal) anti-feminist forces. Feminist scholars
have long confronted this when critiquing
institutions such as the International Criminal
Court or UN peacekeeping missions (Holvikivi
2021; Dawuni 2025). Abandoning these institutions
cedes ground to illiberals, but uncritical support
risks reinforcing exclusionary, colonial and/
or neoliberal patterns. The figure of the “critical
friend” (Chappell and Mackay 2020) helps to
navigate this tension. It calls for engagement that
is supportive yet demanding, rooted in solidarity
rather than cynicism. In practice, this might
mean advocating for abolition of specific harmful
practices while defending the broader institution
from illiberal dismantling. A critical friend focuses
on the balancing of contradictory performances
of support and critique, here to find a productive
way of engaging with the LIO and the FFP. Both
these constructs undeniably need corrections, they
need to be adjusted so that they deliver on their
promises, and here the contributions from actors
situated in the Global East and South are crucial.
But these projects also need support, otherwise

they risk giving way to illiberal and anti-feminist

actors. While some might argue that the LIO (and
the FFP) does not deserve saving, the question
remains what and who will fill the vacuum once the
LIO and the FFP are depleted. Retelling the story of
the LIO and the FFP, by recentring knowledge and
practice contributions to these projects from actors
in the Global South and East, is a starting point in
this critical but friendly conversation. Next comes
the challenge of reformulating the core rules and
institutions so that they incorporate the critique

from these voices.
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BRI 70 5 AF 2205 [HAR Y 7038 B 2 3609 3244
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ELTRELBND L9127 - 72 (Gill 2016; Gill and
Scharff 2013), = 9 L 7z3fkam & 2865 5 & 9 12,
AR =— < (Bonnie Mann) &, ZAHFEDH AL
PEDS, 7 A A EREO MR BVENE (sovereign
manhood) &, BB ORQUNLFEL W) ZE
DERTOFDLRRII Loz LML TS
(Mann 2014), ZAUZK L. [HEHBEER7 = 3
AL EVOHFERRELZO y T N= T,
Facebook® CEOTH >72 =) v -4 > FoN—=7
(Sheryl Sandberg) 7% &%l & LT, B L URK
JEAECTOMAL L COROERD, 7> 3=
A LEENZ & o TR GEBREINTEHEWDD
EMMWIERICELEND L) IR/ E T, &
I KRER AT 2P M) — O
BT A IREE A BN L IEBEEMR L TWh,
Oy 7 yN—7H L [FERE#R7 2 I=X
LIFT7 232X LTRAEVESVELZEIFL
S, BT T, [HAEWIEROH 72125 b S
To 4 Va ] iZmiyc, 7o I 2 AL ERE
T 5 WM %R Z T\ 5 (Rottenberg 2018), = 9
LzFNRe< >y, Oy T Y N— 7 DOm0 SRk
ENA0E, FHEHIERO [BHEE] o [k £
FNDRZETH S, FRLOT T v Dt B %
5L, FEMERDTR HET L BAIRI T
L [HHEME 2 2B L EHTEAIEICL - T,
[ EAH SN TR D L) ICRZIT N5,
UETERLHBHERD (BN o [&
P O R 8 2 ET 2 B ORI L
T, EFETIE. BEENICEEOBMICE ST Y
T %k DN 5612 B & Ty 5 (Mann 2014
Cornwall et al. 2016; Salzinger 2016; Brown 2019;
Garlick 2023a), 7z& 21X, LX) — - H v
#'— (Leslie Salzinger) (&, A ¥ TZBIFLHHTH
H SR BUR R AR~ oy, =) — b+ JE
I = e BREZHERFNRT T a v ilh
LZREMIGE)LTERHL, =) — MO O
PRPBGE SN B E, ) — b IBIESEEN
REN720Tld7e < RIROBZIZB T BT = ¥ 85—
L3N/ E L Ko7z LiEBEL., €OLET, 2
DOBEEHEBECGEZ 722 813, F/-%HH

HERWBUGR B AR T ORI Th o 72 L U
T\ % (Salzinger 2016)0 AT 4 —7 - H—1) v
7 (Steve Garlick) (&, 29 L7z VI vy H—Dik
SEBIHO T T AT 2019 S IR L 72 [#rE H
FROBEIET] OFTERLZZBABED [1HY ]
(ressentiment) & B3#E 517 T (Brown 2019). ¥ H
HEFRI O ESRE Y A7 L ORI [HFHENT
MM DFG L TVB AN AL EFEHYICL
I ERAATVL, =) v 7I2I i 2o
WAIZIE, SOOI FEIEL TWwb, F—IC,
[FMER S VEE ] (3 B R R B BGAERRE Y A T
LE, ENEHEEL, MR S EEOFEAREICIX
VEATRZEFRTH) ., 2O &L, 72k 21,
FEEREARIE T 2B, RS THEL
L COBBEEMHERTE LW & b4 L SIS
HOEREOMRME L LT, RENICBWT [HEY
B # FRLBE L COEBREEEZHAD
BRRIC Lo THIRSN S, I, F—1) v
3. VT =D L7 AR D a0 &
TE K BHEDFNLERY . b OBz AR
EHEAREFERI SR &80 ) #E S - AN 4
RoEH L LTHL BT, #EENICAZER
I BV CHEICH LTS 2 faba 72531
BEMEATE WEIBR SR — A HEFHT L EHTE
5D, [FHER S EE | 25 CATEFE 2R BlE %
P Vb OIZHMAL L, 235 2 LI2H
B3 opbZlEHLcnb, 7V—=Fy vk -
7 4~ - /N4 T %7 (Friedrich von Hayek) | i
% B C2RIfR O b B £ 2 C (Garlick 2023b)
=)y 2 FrEHFEFRIAE R A TG OB
HRLZD . BIF720) 322 & CHMLT 21
A ), TIUSE ) s E gL LREL 8
U CH®EAGZMBILT 22 L0 E L2 HTE
RERRAZ L Vo IEIE R ST 5 2 LAY HE
LN, ZFORME. 29 LzEmE, LU
WRNZBEIIN 22D T TRFEEREHEEL LD &
THHEEAE OO LT 5, UhxELd
T A=V v 73RO LI IZFH LTV A (Garlick
2023a, 2023b) .
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LOFE GBI AEETHY ., £
72y A =NV 2 B0 ) B AN
FEUEMBAT 27200 FETLIH L, Th
X, AEDEEEIFIZBITA 70— N é
BRSO NE W OBRES AT 7Rk S
NDZ e BRTT 5, B E
HELE & OB RIMET 5 2 & T
INOLORMEHIE, B b0 (A
BV AT LTHD A F NP5 % kAl
95, (Garlick 2023a: 183)

TIIYMOEFLRO Y T UN—T XU EG
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FEROTHEME]E, Bl =y — ey =
¥ — DM S 2AFEREIMEZ . AP
SREE R TS 205, ZOBBIIA
HELESNTWD, S5I2, FomE LT,
VLY 2 v =PRI DT v 7T —
ME TR & B HEERINIC BT L CREER
ENDLDIFTE R, —HoRME, o) -+
FHEAANLZHEICE o T TR 258 L L C
FAREE AT\, WL L OREAFY Mk 2
ZET, Bzl [BHEIICEEL. Ih
RIEHT A LT, BO & (BN 2H Bl T
WEME] & LTHIKL, #8722 EDWHETH
bo THUIxFL. FET ) — MM, BREENRE
RSO N R WHIE L LT, REEWNT [HED
BN ZATET 2L LB THNL, 2D
FEA B, TN L HrE B ERBUGRE
HHENZ BT, BEEGRREATEO [ ] 2
(=24 ] AN S N2 PR 2 REE & L CHALD A,
75Ty RIS, BB B &l U 7By Ao
M FERN 2L TITHEE NS,

COEICEZDHE, IUTAFHPRBLH
HHFEROFEN & HHET HEMA [ BHEME] LB
WLC, ~BEERLHFOITCLL L, 774 v F-
/N—77 x4 (David Harvey) 1%, 20054F |2 IR &

JI VYR F295 2026%F

Gender Politics of the State in a Shifting International Order

Nz [HHER—F OB LAy & B 12
BWT, ZOEMBERICESWBIE 70 Y o
7 b, SRRRAENEEE TG DA ERR
SORMMEN 2 FET -0 cHE L, AT
LIRED Y — VT D & i LT\ 5% (Harvey
2005), 29 L7en—v oA DRMEEEEZ T,
Iy AFE, H BN EROBURRER AR 0%
RBIIHE SN LM ED T 5N HEOBE,S
kg &, REDHERITRTAO/TI % L b—
FHENHR LA s M EFRN TR %K
MThobIEIHEREEZRT, ITTAFIZLIN
X, COMOHHE AT Z A LI1E, HBENE AL
EOMTHASLEE, HALZIIZEIL, £95L
7ZREOBIEIX. YAAT 4 T RE LTSNS
CETHCEAESN, FTHBHERMERIIBIT2
[eE WAEDT S5, XS REHENICIEES
BUBOFEIIS L THEITOND L)%k, I
YAFHEOFWH T, FrEHEREOBRLRE
BHREN BV CRENICHGE L TW2HEIE. [
SN TVB L W) BEEIZE Y | BIjox 5 &
% % (Mirowski 2013: 129-31) .

7o b Eie, FrEHEROBEET]IZBW
T HEMEFROREI N THEB T F0 70 T 1225
HLTWSA, ZoOR, HEPFITEEZIT 5
DIE, AR % CEFDHERD TS, ERE
FEBEAIZEERE L 22 0 AU % & e B ASIRIE T
[ ST ] & L CRRak S5 [RIE] 2597z 3755
TH 5o HEHERBBUGRFEERIZBW T R
Bl AL Bin It EA > S ) BES . fE
MESNTNTG NG BN LBEZ /R LD [
1 70 PR3 S 1725838 | (personal protected sphere)
ELTHMEIND 2T TR L FHN B
RAEHRIRIEBL DN T, ZOHR D 54
NHANCEZHAEL, T8I TLH S
(Brown 2019), ¥gHIIZE 21X, B 122
L7238 B ERBBGEREHRARH ORI, Rikz
HWUCTHERT %, RETIE. &Y EAWIZHARD
TMRICHIL 22236, KiGE BE L THARBERD
[P & ZNDBFERT LETITONT, 512
ERENZ T,
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. Rk FEHHEERNEARAETHRZEF
—HAROREBREEZD

A v % - 27 —s%— (Melinda Cooper) 12 & %
[F O] (Cooper 2017) 1. #rH HEFHAK
TG BEDCE R\ AR I ) B o i & 3 < JEAE
ELTREDSITONE L) ko7 — 7 VB
PR, 7 AU A EREORIGY AT AIBWT
REHHRE SN TV o 2B 2R L, Fram
FRAEAREROMIBOEEIZ BV TRIELARIT
RIGEENZRTLTVWBE I ERREXOIILY
YECH b 77— /3= EL L 7B D AR
EOBENI LGN D72 575, RO 3 HHAEE
Thbo

B2, KM E I, BEEB O HH & A
H=ALOBPEEEERL, ERICLLEHT A
T ANDI A% T B HERR S 2 8 F 32 R
BREFE T, BRI T 2tk — © 204t
KV —EADHR S NDMEIIH Y . ZOFEF,
H%OEFEORE 2 RS 2EEE EALlIZH
LEMHEINDL LI D, ThED, FHiEE L
Tk, 7AVAERED L) 2 EHEROBE
TR CERICBWTh, WAL TRIE] 12
SIS, Thx EFRCRET S 2 L THRG
WREZ ML LRI N D, Z O, [Fik]
. [RERNFS] L LCoc A2, Z0%T)
EFHOMRE LTHBID [36E] 0B A4
O TERBRL, 20 29 L-BEAEDT S
7o Ok E J7 &5 (Cooper 2017), & id\»
Z. ¥ v — 71— A (Kathi Weeks) 37 =
YTA Ty ERBRLRDO ISR L 72
£, RIRPICALED T Sz [EA L,
WIERBENTY = v =& 2w, Yo y—
fbEINFEHELELTITATLHIILEROOLNE D
LD RIELEEPRRS 2 22MIZB W TIIHE
HEZOFERIASKkD 2 [HEMZMEA] & KiEN
To [Hat] & [HFAkk] oo R TR
BED. 29 LRGP L TR s, Z LS
72\ 1 (Weeks 2023: 439) .

B LC. I, ERPEERCHST - A

ORMPSHEE L7222 L ofERE LT, KIEIERE
AL SN AE 2 e — U 2 ZFHE I ICIEE L 727
SHEAEZEERT LI EARDOONDL L)1k
bo Thabb, [RIE]ZEESKE R L. Eif%
WD 7B — CADRMETH 2721 Tld e
Sy EWHOREE T 2 VE— A ¥ T RTERT 58
Ez4) 3572010, BERBRPHBFTO -2 L
OEMEMLTHA L CERET RERTHD . 2
Nxfl U CEmEFIcBI2BHE L 5%
IR, RIEER & ZOREICHT 587 & —
~ v AE, BRoH B EREE R EREH A
EBHNOE ST L, AT A48 LTHY
L, REELE FoICRzLTwihwve Bz
SNBHEE. BEHER. H250iE HEox
Rrhdo 7—8—1k, 7V PUBHEICLS
WALER B ESE L, 7y v aed vz &
FEAEHE LS X o Tl H T & 72 [l 2 70 4 1
(healthy marriage) & [#1T:d % 51k ] (responsible
fatherhood) % F#h & ¥ % U F ISR IE % Wrih
THT AN AEROBORICHY E LEEZRL
FRIZHE7E) . 29 LZERIC L 2REEHET
L72ODOBKA =T T4 T g NEOL D
&0 FALT (BE3%) L HIVIELES AL Twiz
KR T O OMWATE) (£55) IZE2ob 5 E
TN - o8=y 7 et S GREO BRI SCR
2B BRI & U7z EE (biopolitics) & FEIL
& (necropolitics) 23T 5 54 F I XL &
1t L Ct72 (Cooper 2017)
ARENC BT 2 AR ERIE CGEESI N
B O BN R H B RE T 5 7 —
78— DiEm  HARIZ BT 5 ZIEBOR O BB % 7 £
ATCHRET & BBRE VL & AR WL
FTIENTE L, 7V 7 RKPFERFIEZD S
FHHITH o 72 1940 FF R %2 5 1950 FFAHTH D
M, HEARTIX, BUFFET, [FikEHHE] (family
planning) ®%F 2 75 D& K LR STz, T
DFg, [RIEETHE] &) 2 EIEAER L Tnwz
D [HRFAD] MEFBEOBURRE L 7o
TwictA AL T, —HiFIcAEEFNLTF LD
O fllRs 2 [HAEHE M. @) 7% A5
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EAFNVEGIET T RRERE R, &
EICFIHZVCCTrED2MED, BCHEVIE
BRCEM YN EH - EE SNDREOTER A B L
TWiz, BV UL, TRERTW] Lk, RIE
OI#FEIICHETL TGN 2RELERO L
Thh), ZOTAT4TOER%E K- 2BEH A
=TT A TIE WHOACEPFEREETHDFE
W gL CRIE%E (1237 5 ] (enterprise) 728
DHFEAF NV EHIZE TS LIZHS ZENT
Wizo HARBUGIZ, SREORER L B LM
% FEo Tz EBEZREETHE B (International
Planned Parenthood Federation) 7¢ & @ [ 53+ RS
R, BSEIROBUAR . EINO R EME, FaliEbR
Hp & LR < LT, TRIERTH | %02 U hi
L7z TR R & [N EEHER] 28R+
LHERGEE ZHIML L. 29 LEE R SEOR
FEAFREO—BE LT, RIED L) B CTEL
HHEEZERL L) LTHT52RED T H %
HKEAAT, HRLEHTERICEM SNz, 20
fEA L LTy 1950 4R 5 1960 R D12, K
I TEYNC) FE S, EESND2LESH D |
Z) LB TIPS RIS ET L &
W) BRI F > T o 723 (Garon 2002; Takeda
2005a, 2005b; 3K E 2008) .
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& 7= N—=DSkEm Lo L — A BOELIREOHT H
H SR H B AN AT L 72 X D 304R13 &
By [TRERER] 72 5 0N % RRIALED
. RERAREIC, BYICRET L2 2@B LT
SERRBOFERF M D &)\ A BT EIEHA
THIZERENTW 22 RTHDTH L, +
DET, 2512, RO3EOMERZHERT S
EWEETHLIH T3, 2, 7 —/8=D%R
C72EREOBITIE, BiFEO TR & 2
W L 7@ SR R OB REAE IR O LB A & . 1R
M AEEY —EZAORMEE & L TORKEICHED
THREREEOEMD 2 Erko Sz, xFL
T, HARTE, WHERHEOREMA L ) 2 {1k
2 DDV R & #8572 1960 4R 2> 5 1970 4F
RIPTFTDOZ ETH Y, 1973481203 [FEHEER
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TEIPEFTENLD. TOHEHBEDOF AV gy
7 DA K DR % 2 TR o #H]
MIEE D | FEHEER B O KIIRE Sz, DL
B, AR, FRICH A RERM . ERWY
BRBIZBWT—E L TERWAKEIZEE Y (R
2007), ZOMHEIC—EDOEALDIL L DSR2 U
7o DI T RO FEHSCHEN ] (2021 ~2024) 12
L5 [FLwERESR] 21BIT 7 BUREE O A
Thotze 72720, 7 HEMEDBOREIRITHE R,
T EBS NS Z L, Bl A LET
BHEIZ L o THFEDET SN T 5, Thbb,
[RIEETH | OB A =27 7 14 71 RIED
fEAE AR — CADfRME & L COFEME R
FLAD T T2 a3 VAL L % IR ELR IS
KRIEEEZSTZERETIHT V. 29 LzHIENS:
WHARTIEIMH L CEE BT EYTH 5
(KR 1993, 2014)

AT BT, EEREN & v fEErs4e
BCTH o 2IRMIZH > T, HRORE L, BUFL
Fl L - Br B RREE) A 0E U CAEM R REMEHE
BB X ) RSN, SOk, IFE
DHE LTI, R, FBICEE~OHZ &R
PACDEE DR S . T4 7 KR O 5
EREFRICARM R b 0L LCHEBE I, FL
T, ZOEHICLTHEDLNEFEIL. BRORK
FREZFERTA00BARE LTRITOHN
(Garon 2002; Takeda 2005b) , #&i5HE1E DOHizz &
b, BHIETIE, HABUFE S TIFE» S
EA] OFETERATE OLE O LI % EE
L T2, HRORED ) A 7 BRI O 4
AATED, &) b, B0 IR L
T2 (BN 2024)

RIS, EBGE EREBIED ¥ A F 3 7 AFHA
THREZ WU TERL TWE, AREOIR
EDOHIRIZB VT, HATIHAEBG LSRRG % 77
POBRIC, MEFRTIE RV = v ¥ — ERKER
FSE DRI SID L) ICHAZT S5 % 19504F
RURBIE S T BEEHE v TV T %
PR E ER O [FBEHERIE] A5 [#EYIC ] EE S
LEBEGE L THRMAMEY FoTBY ., i)y
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Ty ) LETEERREI DT 4 725 4V Shth
NnNiEibH, iz, [Re—774 4y M (11E
2021: 8) \Z/RUF B HL A Sl iR L O & 1) Bt
7 O A R B R = ASEIBE A 1222 1 LT <L
FEAREAZHETE 22 R B R & LB E 13
T A LT % (IUH 2022, 20233, 2023b) .

Dibkxglowns, HARTIE, [R¥ERN] R
W% B E L 728G Fh%8 B 3028 At
FINIRFE B LHIPOIEH SN TE /22N, 22T
HIE SN TV KRR LR O BERE VAT
TR X ERER] 725720 19804/ LI, H
RCHEFEBERTEL Y AT LA DRHSRA b -
T =T A4 ALBINEBATT L TR, &
72y WAL - PO R & RIEDOT A 7 A
FANSEAL, e d, RiEED D]
FElx. 1980 4F M1 [ £ | 12 X 2 RIENEE
T e L EREENOHBREFBET S
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2002). BIFEIZE S £ CEEER M | O FR
ORI E X 5 AT ORAHNTB Y, i
JED [MEAL] 23D S N JoseE & 1357 2%
BIEE RS TW 5B, 2020420 BIAETIE,
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FOMBINET Y =AM E L TR
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WZ EDERE Lo T D,
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FRECEDRET L] LT HERREC
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i (0 2015) 2B 2 C5, BEEED T L RIS
T-HT2016 4E 2> & 2020 4 L2 22V THT - 72 R B AE
FEORMAMESS xR e LizA v 5 Ea—7
HORENS, HRORBEOEFEEKE 2 TR
T2V y—ICMlbIEIERICONT, &K
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4-5%8), I, RELMLHRD LIFRFERL
WD BREN OB 7 B OFHELF v 1) 7
TEBUZBE S 258 A5 < KE DFELRBERE
LG B SN (ibid.: 255
), FHIC2 M HOREIZE LT, A LRI
TR 2 2L 2036, RENZ [FEO T THEEN
OREF] & [LROEMMEI PBESIND Z L 2R
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Difam & el LT AR SRS X0 eSS 2 37
2 5 BUSHHHERWEREICBNT, REN
TR 2385 2R BV ISR S A
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NREBUG D E BT 2 5 & AIGH G H Ay
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[ % HEDBEIL ] (Family Abolitionism) 1X3T4E, v/
7 4 — + )b A A (Sophie Lewis) 7 )77 - T
v ¥4 (Alva Gotby). M. E. #7747 >~ (M. E.
O'Brien) &\ o 725 12 £ o THRAIZER S
TW ik Tdh 5 (Lewis 2021, 2022; Gotby 2023;
O’Brien 2020, 2023) , Abolitionism & \» 9 HFEH7R
T L, [RIEQOBIE] E, 7 2) 7 &KED
SUR IR SR B 2> S T RS FTBE A E B~ & 5l
L7z OBREE) & UH B2 S5 H 25T
0 HBTEEEER) DR FERFRE TH ) IFEIZR T
bHHT VT Y. F—E X (Angela Y. Davis)
RPN —=A - 740 Y- FILET (Ruth Wilson
Gilmore) 235 ¥ L T & 72 & 9 12 (Davis et al. 2022;
Wilson Gilmore 2022). BUATEE) O FE ik #H 25 M i
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RS [RIEOBEIE ] fi %+ 1 BEfE S 5728
12, CoOREB X OEGRERH & LR —
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LICHEELTHLHOLES DS, TOEKRT, [K
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Abstract

Untangling the Manliness of the (Neo)Liberal Capitalist State:
The Family as the Foundation of Socio-Political Reproduction

Hiroko Takeda*

The primary purpose of this paper is twofold. First, it examines how the “manliness” inherent in the
(neo)liberal capitalist state, reproduced through the institution of the family, becomes an indispensable
part of authoritarian governance. Second, it explores in what ways counter-politics to such a governance
system could be developed by referring to both academic discussions and political practices in the US and
Europe. Drawing on feminist political economy, the paper attempts to articulate how the neoliberal “homo
oeconomicus,” while ostensibly gender-neutral, renders invisible and exploits women’s unpaid care labour
within the family, provoking divisions within both female and male populations and fostering violence
against the socioeconomically vulnerable.

Building on this analysis, the paper examines Japan’s modern and contemporary governing practices
— which locate individuals as “entrepreneurial subjects” within the family and encourage them to build and
maintain a happy family life — through the lens of biopolitics and necropolitics. Finally, it takes up family

abolitionism and new municipalism as cases of counter-politics against authoritarian neoliberal governance.

Keywords: neoliberalism, capitalist state, family, entrepreneurial subjects, feminist political economy

* Professer, Graduate School of Low, Nagoya University
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Understanding the World as a Family:
A Feminist Exploration of Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam

in Indian Foreign Policy

l. Introduction

The Indian philosophy of Vasudhaiva
Kutumbakam, which broadly translates to “the
world is family;” has been invoked as part of Indian
foreign policy since the time of independence. Its
popular revival under the Narendra Modi-led
government (since 2014) is evident in the use of
the term during India’s successful campaign for
an elected seat on the United Nations Security
Council in 2020 (Government of India 2020)
as well as its identification as the guiding theme
for the country’s G-20 presidency in 2022-2023
(Government of India n.d.). As has been noted,
“this narrative allows India to frame its foreign
policy as one driven by inclusivity and cooperation,
particularly in the Global South” (Panda 2026: 6).
In a multilateral setting, it works as a normative
antidote to the asymmetrical configurations that
allow powerful states, primarily from the Global
North, to dominate deliberations and the writing
of international legislation and norms.

India’s foreign policy has traditionally been
associated with moral leadership (see Miller and
Sullivan de Estrada 2017: 30), alongside Southern
solidarity and critique of international policies that
undermine Southern agency. In the increasingly
fractured international domain of the twenty-

first century, its adherence to these principles

Soumita Basu*

has been uneven; Indian foreign policy has come
to be associated with approaches such as multi-
alignment and strategic autonomy. It has, however,
been persistent in challenging the hierarchical
nature of contemporary multilateralism and
contributed to the presentation of alternative ideas
such as Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam and institutions
such as BRICS. It is debatable, however, whether
these contributions have or can transform the
international order.

This essay focuses on the understanding of
relationality that underpins India’s invocation of
the idea of the “world as a family” in its foreign
policy. By examining specific ways in which the
government or Prime Minister of India have
brought Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam into the
country’s foreign policy discourse, it examines
the scope and limits of this relational concept in
global politics. The essay does not engage with the
ancient philosophy of Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam
per se, which emerged from and spoke to a very
different polity and society. Instead, conceptually,
it draws on insights from feminist International
Relations, that have contended with the tensions
between relationality and autonomy in foreign
policy considerations, to examine its value in these
times.

The discussion here is divided into three

sections. Section I sets the international context

* South Asian University
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within which emerging or rising powers like
India have offered alternative imaginaries of
international cooperation. Section II presents
a case study discussion of the use of the term
Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam in India’s G-20
presidency, primarily during the summit held in
October 2023. Using feminist lenses, section III
discusses the understanding of relationality, and
subsequently an assessment of the normative
approach to international politics that is presented
in India’s narratives. The concluding section
highlights the limits of realizing the notion of
the “world as a family” in contemporary global

politics.

Il. Setting the Context

In the decade between the end of the
Cold War and the beginning of the global war
on terror, from 1991 to 2001, a different world
seemed possible. This was a world in which
international order was to be upheld through
multilateral cooperation on a wide range of
issues, informed by concepts such as human
security, human development and sovereignty as
responsibility. That progressive gender politics
was integral to this emerging international agenda
is evident from, among others, the recognition
of “women’s rights as human rights” at the UN
Global Conference for Human Rights in Vienna
(1993), the adoption of the Beijing Platform for
Action at the Fourth World Conference on Women
(1995), the identification of gender-based violence
as a “crime against humanity” and a “war crime”
in the Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court (1998), and the passage of Resolution 1325
on Women and Peace and Security (2000) by the
UN Security Council. Such developments were

built on decades of feminist advocacy. These were

also made possible by majority of states being
willing to arrive at negotiated compromises on
such issues, and were bolstered, later on, by the
decision of select member states to adopt feminist
foreign policies.

Terrorist attacks against the United States in
2001 marked a return to geopolitics. Furthermore,
donor states began limiting their funding of
multilateral initiatives due to the 2008 global
financial crisis. By the following decade, the world
was “re-nationalizing” and “shifting towards right
wing and personalized ‘strong-man’ decision-
making” (Goetz 2016). Taking note of Brexit
and the migrant crisis in Europe at this time,
Anne Marie Goetz commented that the political
processes were “sharply gendered, encouraging
belligerent and even violent expressions of
masculinity and invoking idealized visions of
nation and family based on restrictions on women’s
rights” (ibid). By 2025, relationship between states
— more broadly, the international (dis)order —
appears to be shaped simultaneously by inclusive
ideas of “feminist foreign policy” as well as gender
backlash and exclusionary strongman politics in
the international domain.

For countries of the global south, the optimism
of the nineties had a distinct darker side. The end
of the Cold War had fuelled hotter conflicts in
many parts of the world, including genocides in
Rwanda and the Balkans. Not only was it not a
peaceful decade, the international normative
and policy responses that came up to address the
complex challenges of these times appeared to
undercut state sovereignty that was already being
eroded by economic globalization. The women,
peace and security agenda that developed around
resolution 1325, adopted at the end of this decade,
is illustrative of these concerns. The resolution
presented a deeper understanding of the ways

in which international security is gendered, and



highlighted the need to account for and respond to
women’s experiences of war and peace processes.
However, as evidenced in its deployment in
Afghanistan post-2001, the agenda — to some
extent — also provided cover for militarized
international interventions by a group of states led
by the United States that were ultimately harmful
for the people of Afghanistan (see Duncanson
and Farr 2019). Such international interventions,
direct or by proxy, were not new. But countries
like Brazil and India that sought to address these
asymmetries in international governance now had
the economic strength to back up their alternative
vision of international politics in the 21st century.

Brazil, for instance, conceived of Responsibility
while Protecting (RwP) after it became evident that
NATO’s intervention in Libya in 2011, sanctioned
by the UN Security Council for “protection of
civilians,” focused instead on regime change.
RwP sought to prevent the “misuse [of the
Responsibility to Protect doctrine] by intervening
countries” (Hindawi 2021: 50). Furthermore, in
contrast to the more militarized and top-down
approach adopted by its Western predecessors,
Brazil’s leadership of the UN Stabilization Mission
in Haiti from 2004 to 2017 exhibited a more
horizontal relationship with the host country
whereby the Brazilian soldiers were presented
“as brothers who were there extending a hand [to
the Haitians], instead of as a disciplining father”
(Rossone de Paula 2019: 61 fn 8). While these
initiatives do not necessarily foreground gender
or speak the language of feminist foreign policy,
their attention to principles such as relationality,
solidarity, respect for diversity are compatible with
feminist vision of global politics. The exploration of
India’s invocation of Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam in
this essay is placed within this larger international
context. As mentioned earlier, the analysis

focuses on narratives presented in India’s official
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statements during the country’s G-20 Presidency
in 2022-2023.

lll. One World, One Family, One
Future: India’s G-20 Presidency

The Group of Twenty or G-20 is made up of
member states that “account for more than 80% of
world GDP, 75% of global trade, and 60% of the
global population” (MEA n.d.). It was set up in
1999 as a forum for Finance Ministers and Central
Bank Governors of major economic powers in
the aftermath of the Asian financial crisis and
raised to an intergovernmental forum for Heads
of State or government in 2008 during the global
financial crisis. While the G-20 focuses primarily
on economic issues, it has also come to consider
related issues such as sustainable development
and climate change, and indeed issues relating
to international peace that have bearing on the
global economy as well. For instance, a statement
on “Preventing Exploitation of the Internet for
Terrorism and Violent Extremism Conducive to
Terrorism (VECT)” was released at the 2019 G-20
Summit held in Osaka. While such statements
and declarations are not legally binding, these
consensus documents emerging from deliberations
among the most powerful countries in the world
have normative significance and can be used to
send messages to entities such as the UN Security
Council that have authority under international
law. With neither a Charter nor a Secretariat,
states take the lead in organising the meetings of
the G-20. The state holding the Presidency of the
forum, with support from the Presidencies before
and after it, set the agenda for the annual summits.
The Presidency is an opportunity for the state to
showcase their leadership, and contribute to global

discourse and policymaking on macroeconomic
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and related issues.

India took over the G-20 Presidency from
Indonesia in December 2022 and passed over the
reins to Brazil a year later. In keeping with the
institutional norm, the three countries worked as
a “troika” during India’s Presidency in 2022-2023.
The theme for this Presidency was identified as
Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam or “One Earth, One
Family, One Future” The explanation for this
selection is presented on the Presidency website:
“the theme affirms the value of all life — human,
animal, plant, and microorganisms — and their
interconnectedness on the planet Earth and in
the wider universe” (Government of India n.d.).
The phrase was used often in formal speeches,
statements and press releases. At the annual
summit held in New Delhi on 9-10 September,
2023, the three main sessions of the Summit were
titled “One Earth,” “One Family” and “One Future”
A review of formal documents, primarily the text
of speeches made by the Indian Prime Minister
Narendra Modi, available on the G-20 website
suggest that the theme functioned primarily as a
rhetorical device.

Surprisingly, there was no reference to
“family” in the opening remarks presented on
September 8, 2023 (see Modi 2023a). But later, in
his opening remarks at the Virtual G20 Leaders’
Summit held in November that year, the Prime
Minister proclaimed: “The clouds of crises that we
are witnessing today, as One Family, we possess
the strength to work towards peace” (Modi 2023d).
It is his remarks at Session 2 on “One Family,”
held on September 9, 2023, that draw out some
implications of understanding the world as a
family. First, the Prime Minister suggests: “Just like
every family has its own support system, we need
to build a global support system together...When
we think as One Family, we also keep in mind

how to empower each member” (Modi 2023b).

His second key point is that “we must also keep in
mind the challenges that lie ahead for our Global
Family” (ibid). He illustrates this by pointing to
the disruptions in the global supply chains during
Covid and calls for building these in a way that
“promotes trust and transparency” (ibid). As is
to be expected, the Prime Minister’s remarks give
many instances of India’s domestic policies and
international initiatives geared towards capacity-
building and addressing the identified global
challenges. He concludes with three specific
policy suggestions, including a public-private
partnership for building “sports infrastructure for
women in countries of the Global South” (ibid).
More generally, interests of the developing world
— the Global South — are foregrounded in these
remarks. One section of the remarks focus on
women, presumably in keeping with the attention
to “women-led development” during India’s
Presidency. In the only instance of recognizing
different roles within a family, it is noted: “In every
society around the world, mothers are the driving
force of the family” (ibid). The Prime Minister goes
on to illustrate women’s leadership in India across a
range of sectors. Aside from this particular session,
there is very little in the policy documents that
develop the ideas presented in the Prime Minister’s
remarks.

Commentaries on the use of Vasudhaiva
Kutumbakam in Indian foreign policy also mainly
highlight the idea of interconnectedness that
comes through in this philosophy. Shyam Saran,
former Foreign Secretary to the Government of
India, writes, for instance: “In one sense it is a well-
chosen theme reflecting the compelling truth that
we live in a densely interconnected world and our
destinies as humanity are intimately interlinked”
(Saran 2023: 463). The only exception is an
article by Waheguru Pal Singh Sidhu (2017), an

International Relations scholar, in which the idea



of family is explored in relation to its Indian roots:

First, the ‘family’ is regarded as an ideal
and highly functional unit with equal rights
among all individuals. Nothing could be
further from reality; most families tend to
be dysfunctional...Second, assuming for
a moment that the one world family might
be less dysfunctional than a normal family,
there is still the question of who is the head
of the family and how power is shared? More
importantly, how will disputes be resolved
and decisions enforced? Given the patriarchal
nature of most Indian families, who does
India consider as the leader of the one world
family? Alternatively given the emerging
multipolar world how will power be shared
among the various leaders and centres? Or is
the expectation that vasudhaiva kutumbakam

can thrive even if it is headless?

Sidhu (2017) calls upon the Indian foreign
policy establishment to apply a realist lens and
recognize the dysfunctionality of the world as a
family; he points out that “developing the political,
economic and military wherewithal to implement
and enforce the concept will be the real challenge”
From a feminist perspective, the concept can
potentially offer different foreign policy pathways.

This is explored in the next section.

IV. Relationality in Vasudhaiva
Kutumbakam: A Feminist Exploration

The questions that Sidhu raises about the
operationalization of Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam
are pertinent, especially in the second quarter
of the 21st century when even the veneer — let

alone the legal principle — of sovereign equality
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has worn off. But, relying on realist principles for
answers to “implement and enforce the concept”
(Sidhu 2017; emphasis added) would reproduce the
existing international order, even if the ordering
within the hierarchy changes. Alternatively:
“while recognizing that the moral aspirations
of particular nations cannot be equated with
universal moral principles, a feminist perspective
seeks to find common moral elements in human
aspirations which could become the basis for
de-escalating international conflict and building
international community” (Tickner 1988: 438).
Indeed, Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam resonates
with the southern African concept of Ubuntu;
additionally, in his speech at a G-20 event in India,
Purohit (2023) finds similarities with concepts
from South Korea, Madagascar, China, and
Ecuador. As such an intersubjective understanding
of the “world as family” that is built on notions
of interconnectedness and shared humanity is
not inconceivable. But the idea of foreign policy
itself that centres the interests of sovereign states,
which prioritize autonomy over dependence,
appears to contradict the spirit of relationality that
underlies these concepts. As Robinson points out,
“a feminism that is deeply relational troubles the
idea of state sovereignty and of the ‘international’
as a discrete [policy] space” (Robinson 2024: 171).
From this vantage point, no foreign policy can be
feminist.

Without necessarily resolving this tension
between autonomy and relationality, however,
feminist scholars have sought to conceptualize
feminist foreign policy (FFP). Aggestam et al (2019:
23), for instance, relate FFP to “ethical foreign
policy and international conduct” and highlight, in
this regard, the significance of “relational ontology”
that privileges narratives of “marginalized groups
at the receiving end of foreign policy” In spite of

feminist critique of the state as an institution, it

37



38

HRIEH | Understanding the World as a Family

remains a crucial agent through which relations at
home and beyond are mediated for — and ideally,
by - such groups. For postcolonial societies that
had to contend with the imposition of international
relations by imperial powers, autonomy and self-
governance through state institutions has been
valuable for transforming their relations with the
“international.” From calls for decolonization to
advocacy for reform of international organizations,
the foreign policy of several Global South countries
has been directed to critique and potentially
transform the asymmetrical power relations that
shape global politics. The principles underlying
some of these initiatives such as the Non-Aligned
movement resonate with FFP.

In India, much of the recent feminist
discussion on foreign policy speaks to the global
discourse around FFP that has emerged in the
last decade or so. However, nascent feminist
scholarship has also looked into some early ideas
from India’s foreign policy establishment that
appear to be “blueprints” for a more organic
evolution of FFP in the country. For instance,
Rathore (2024) has highlighted India’s strong
anti-imperialist stance as well as its leadership
role in the non-aligned movement. The concept
of Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam, which is the focus
of this paper, is not nearly as well known in the
international domain. However, it has had a
number of iterations. In an early invocation in
1989, former Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi had
used the term “to challenge the concept of first,
second and third worlds, revive the idea of ‘One
World, and put forward the vague notion of an
‘Earth Citizen™ (Sidhu 2017). The Modi-led
government uses the concept “as a bridge to narrow
‘gaps and distances, referring to the divisions in
world politics primarily the North-South, East-
West, and the democracies versus autocracies
divides” (MEA 2018 cited in Panda 2026, 11). The

G-20 statements too highlight this oneness, but
recognize the need to address asymmetries. Prime
Minister Modi’s remarks at session 2, outlined
earlier, emphasized specific needs of the developing
world. At the same session, President Lula da Silva
of Brazil contended that “our family is increasingly
disunited” due to growing inequality (Lula da Silva
2023). For many delegates, the key take-aways
were about inclusive growth and collective efforts
towards addressing global challenges. The solutions
lay not only in state initiatives but also partnership
with private actors and international organizations.

The rhetoric of “world as a family;” however,
appears to have been undermined at both
domestic and international levels. First, at the
G-20 University Connect finale held a few weeks
after the annual summit “family” is mentioned
only once in the Prime Minister’s address to the
youth. They are asked to sit with their family and
make a list of everyday household things and
their origins. The Prime Minister cautions: “You
might not even know that the comb in your pocket
might be from abroad. Friends, such foreign things
have entered our homes and our lives. It is very
important to save the country” (Modi 2023c). The
line between the domestic and international is
clearly drawn here. Second, at the inter-state level,
China reportedly objected to the use of a phrase
in Sanskrit, a non-UN language, in formal G-20
documents. Following this, India clarified that
“it uses only the ‘English version’ of the phrase
— ‘One Earth, One Family, One Future’ — in its
summary documents and outcome statements”
(Haidar 2023). In the shadow of negotiating
accepted vocabulary regarding the Russia-
Ukraine war for the G-20 New Delhi Leaders’
Declaration, China and India also negotiated “to
put their own philosophical imprint on the final
summit declaration” by including language on
One Belt One Road and Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam



respectively (Roy 2023). Both compete to present
themselves as the leader of the Global South and, in
this case, their contention lay in determining whose
language of inter-connectedness would appear in
the G-20 document. The two instances suggest
that the transformative potential of Vasudhaiva
Kutumbakam is yet to be fully embraced even by

its advocate.

V.. Conclusion

In view of the questions raised for the
symposium, this brief exploration of the theme
identified by India during its G-20 Presidency
in 2022-2023 offers two main insights. First,
rising powers from the Global South that have
been at the receiving end of power asymmetries
in global politics have an interest in reforming
— while upholding — the post-World War II
international order. India’s proposals are directed
especially towards addressing challenges faced
by its Southern counterparts. It calls for a just
global order, built upon values such as “trust
and transparency, that also takes account of
specific needs and contributions of groups and
communities. The rhetoric of interconnectedness
in Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam is, however, frayed at
the points where gains can be made for national
interest. Second, India’s aspirations fold in
recognition of, and support for, roles that women
play in various domestic sectors. “Women-led
development” became an oft-used mantra at the
G-20 meetings, and mothers were identified as
“driving force of the family” across the world.
At a time of global gender backlash, even such
instrumental understanding of women’s roles
can counter anti-gender advocacy by other
states at the international level and any domestic

backlash. However, transformative gender politics
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would require a more fundamental critique and

reconstruction of the existing international order.
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Queering the Koseki: Marriage, Family Registration and
Queer Alternatives in Ekuni Kaori's Twinkle, Twinkle (1991)

Shannon Welch*

The institution of marriage in Japan, including the Koseki Seido (Family Registration System), stipulates that
marriage be a union between a man and a woman. This legal framework systemically reinforces heteronormativity,
including its set of traditional gender norms that places expectations of reproduction and childrearing on women
in service of an idealized “happy family” Ekuni Kaori’s 1991 novel Twinkle, Twinkle, however, disrupts this logic by
illustrating alternative ways of living intimate and familial relations beyond the conventional model of a husband,
wife, and kids. In the novel, a gay doctor named Mutsuki and a woman diagnosed with mental illness named
Shoko enter into a marriage of convenience with one another, as two people who would otherwise be considered
“unsuitable” for marriage in Japan. The arrangement allows them to appear to fulfill society’s expectations on the
surface, while they continue to live according to their own desires in private. Reading Twinkle, Twinkle through
a queer feminist lens, what is examined in this article is how the novel both critiques the heteronormative and

patriarchal logics underpinning marriage in Japan and invites reflection on the possibilities and limitations of

queer kinship enacted from within the institution of marriage.

Keywords: marriage, family, kinship, heteronormativity, disability

l. Introduction

On October 21%, 2025, the Japanese Diet
elected the country’s first female prime minister,
Takaichi Sanae, sparking anticipation around the
world that her leadership might serve as a positive
force for advancing gender equality. However,
like past leaders of the Liberal Democratic Party,
Takaichi has expressed conservative values—
particularly related to marriage and family—
that align with longstanding patriarchal and
heteronormative traditions in Japan. While she is
open to the use of former surnames on various
documents, such as passports and driver’s licenses,

for convenience purposes, she opposes amending

Japan’s current Koseki Seido (Family Registration
System) that requires spouses to share the same
surname. Similarly, she has stated that “same-
sex partnerships are fine,” (Sankei Shimbun,
2025) but is against the legalization of same-sex
marriage. Her opposition to changing the Koseki
Seido reflects the consistent stance of her party
that “traditional family values must be protected”
(Nikaido, 2025).

This stance exemplifies a familiar refrain in
Japan to “[p]rotect the family tradition,” which
Japanese feminist Ueno Chizuko (2009: 3)
identifies as “a conservative discourse that has
always been heard in times of change to represent

a reactionary view...People are frightened by

* Researcher, International Peace Research Institute, Meiji Gakuin University
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the very fact that they do not know what may
be waiting for them after the change” In other
words, it is a fear of the unknown that drives
some people to insist that there can only be one
way to “be a family”— having a husband, wife,
and their children living together under one roof.
While some people have found this way of life to
be fulfilling, others such as queer individuals have
pointed out that it does not meet the wants and
needs of everyone. These people’s nonnormative
perspectives help question if the traditional model
of the family is, in fact, a “universal good” or if
alternative forms of social relations might also be
good in the ways they foster support, care, and joy
among community members.

Ekuni Kaori’s 1991 novel' Twinkle, Twinkle
offers its readers one such imagination of a
possible intimate familial relationship beyond the
heteronormative husband/wife model prescribed
by the current system of marriage in Japan. Told
through a series of chapters that rotate between the
first-person perspectives of the story’s protagonists,
Mutsuki and Shoko, the book details their entrance
into a marriage of convenience with one another
to appear to live up to their parents’ expectations
that they marry and start a family. As two persons
considered “other” in 1990s Japanese society—and
therefore, unsuitable for marriage—they come
to this creative agreement to help each other
out. Specifically, Mutsuki, as a gay doctor with a
boyfriend named Kon, is “othered” for his sexuality,
while Shoko faces the stigmatization of being a
woman living with mental illness (depression and
alcoholism), understood here through a framework
of disability. Their arrangement, therefore, allows
them to appear to be a traditional husband and
wife on the surface, while they continue to live
according to their own desires in private.

However, despite their creative solution to

societal pressures, as a married couple, Mutsuki

and Shoko confront new expectations from their
parents, friends, and even Shoko’s therapist about
having children. Their relationship is further
complicated by Shoko’s development of romantic
teelings for Mutsuki. Eventually, Mutsuki—worried
about Shoko’s worsening depression—seeks help
from Shoko’s friend, a woman named Mizuho,
and tells her the truth about their marriage.
Mizuho subsequently informs Shoko’s parents,
which triggers an intense confrontation with both
families. In the aftermath, Kon decides to separate
from Mutsuki for a while because he believes he is
the root of all this conflict. By the end of the novel,
however, Shoko arranges for Kon to live in her and
Mutsuki’s apartment building, so that the three of
them can be together as a kind of queer “family”

In this article, I read Ekuni’s Twinkle,
Twinkle through a queer feminist lens to critically
reflect on how it questions the social norms and
expectations interconnected with the Koseki
Seido, while imagining possibilities for alternative
forms of intimacy and kinship that might be
more inclusive of individuals who do not fit with
the traditional Japanese family model. Because
Shoko and Mutsuki cultivate queer relationships
while legally registered as a married couple,
the novel offers an important perspective on
possibilities and limitations of queer subversion
from within the institution of marriage. Through
closely examining the significance of Shoko’s and
Mutsuki’s marriage of convenience to each of
their experiences, I argue that Twinkle, Twinkle
envisions forms of queer relationality practiced in
private, yet ultimately reveals the fragility of these
alternatives in the absence of structural change
to the heteronormative, patriarchal, and ableist
institutions of marriage and family in Japan.

The article’s interrogation of these institutions
through literary critique both draws from and

contributes to scholarship at the intersections



of Gender Studies and Queer Studies. Through
bringing into conversation theorizations by
Michel Foucault (1978) and Judith Butler (2004),
I read the Koseki Seido in Japan as a mechanism of
biopolitical power that shapes which ways of life
receive broad social recognition as legitimate and
which are rendered “abnormal” or “undesirable”
Because the system recognizes only heterosexual
marriages, it plays a key role in legitimizing and
naturalizing heteronormative relationships and
family structures. Upon contextualizing and
disentangling these workings of power, I trace how
they operate within the novel itself. While previous
queer critiques of the Koseki Seido have focused on
the legal rights that the system denies LGBTQ+
individuals, I highlight how Twinkle, Twinkle
offers an important perspective on the everyday
affective violence that the system imposes on non-
normative subjects like Shoko and Mutsuki.

Alongside this critique, I also consider
how the novel adds to queer conceptualizations
of kinship that disrupt and denaturalize the
heteropatriarchal norms underpinning dominant
notions of family. In their recent volume Queer
Kinship: Race, Sex, Belonging, Form, Teagan
Bradway and Elizabeth Freeman (2022: 2) rethink
kinship as a “bodily practice” within “a radical and
open-ended field of relational experimentation.”
That is, rather than limit kinship to forms of family
supported by state authority and resources, they
theorize the term encompassing possibilities for
alternative forms of belonging that provide care,
dependency, intimacy, and desire. My reading of
the novel then extends this project by showing how
Twinkle, Twinkle illustrates concrete examples of
possible alternative kinship practices that Bradway
and Freeman theorize, while also clarifying the
limits of their liberatory potential when enacted
from inside a system of marriage.

Finally, I characterize my approach to queer
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kinship as specifically feminist due to its centering
of intersectionality. Following Cathy J. Cohen
(1997), I understand “queer” not as a singular
identity opposed to “heterosexuality,” but as a
plurality of identities and social practices that
defy and/or are marginalized by heteronormativity
due to their articulation through certain gender,
sexuality, race, class, disability, and/or other
categories of difference. Queerness in this sense,
as Cohen shows, extends beyond homosexuality
to include other non-heteronormative people
who have historically faced systemic oppression,
such as single mothers on welfare, interracial
couples, Black and Latina women stereotyped as
“hypersexual,” and women pathologized through
diagnoses such as hysteria. This understanding
of queerness enables me to read Shoko as queer
not for her sexual orientation but because of
her disability (her diagnosis of depression and
alcoholism).

From this reading, I turn to Queer Disability
Studies frameworks to help me attend to
differences between the two protagonists. I work
through how the intersection between Shoko’s
disability and her marginalized gender identity
produces forms of vulnerability and constraint
that Mutsuki—despite his queerness—does not
face as a neurotypical, able-bodied man. Their
differences, I argue, reveal the limitations of queer
kinship practiced within the Koseki Seido and, by
extension, suggest a need for structural change.
Through this analysis, what is ultimately offered
here is an interpretation that brings disability to
bear on existing critical scholarship on the Koseki
Seido and prior queer readings of Twinkle, Twinkle
that have both focused more on questions of
gender and sexuality. In doing so, it foregrounds
the multiple facets of heteronormativity and its
intersections with patriarchy and ableism, asserting

that queer kinship should be imagined and
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practiced as a coalitional project across difference.

Il. Contextualizing Japan’s Koseki
Seido (Family Registration System)

In Japan, one’s individual civil status (birth,
marriage, divorce, death, etc.) is recorded within
the Koseki Seido, which identifies that person
within a family unit under a head of household
(hittosha). This system requires that all other
family members take the surname of the hittosha,
while it also maps them in relation to this person,
designating them with terms such as “spouse,”
“eldest son,” or “eldest daughter” The type of family
permitted by the Koseki Seido, as Vera Mackie
(2014: 204) succinctly summarizes, is limited to
“a heterosexual couple of Japanese nationality
who produce children by biological reproduction
of children genetically related to two parents.” To
this T would add, its specification of biological
children, differentiated from adopted children,
reflects a broader assumption of able-bodied
parents capable of reproducing children in their
image. Historically, such ableist presumptions were
supported by other legal frameworks, including
the 1948-1996 Eugenic Protection Law, which led
to the mass sterilization of people “with certain
hereditary physical, psychiatric, and intellectual
conditions (Article 4)” (Homei et al. 2025: 224).

Although operations of heteronormativity
and patriarchy in Japan exceed any single
administrative system, the Koseki Seido plays a
key institutional role in shaping and reinforcing
gender and sexuality norms. In Foucauldian terms,
its regulation of kinship and reproduction can be
said to be an instrument of the state’s biopolitical
power concerned with “the biological existence
of a population” (Foucault 1978: 137). Because it

legitimates only one family form defined through

heterosexual marriage and shared surnames, the
Koseki Seido (re)produces subject positions defined
according to their conformity or nonconformity
with heteronormative family roles such as
husband, wife, father, and mother. In this sense, it
operates as a process of subjection that pressures
individuals to take on these dominant roles. As
Judith Butler (2004: 2-4) suggests, what is at stake
in such processes is the desire to be recognized
by others as “grievable lives” or “socially viable
beings”—meaning as fully human. It thus can be
inferred that, in Japan, the social norms articulated
through the Koseki Seido shape the possibility
of such recognition, insofar as they provide the
frameworks that make certain ways of life more
legible than others. In this way, the system of
family registration participates in structuring social
acceptance and intelligibility, rendering those
outside of heteronormative forms of marriage and
family in more precarious positions vulnerable to
social marginalization.

Historically, the Koseki Seido emerged from
Meiji political reforms at the turn of the century
that drew from both Confucian traditions and
newly introduced European ideas. These reforms
culminated in the Meiji Civil Code (1898), which
redefined the structure of the Japanese family (ie).
Prior to the modern era, family formations had
been more flexible without the requirement of
blood-based kinship (Garon 2010: 320; Mackie
2014: 203). Yet through implementing the Koseki
Seido, the code gave new privilege to direct
lineage and primogeniture, while emphasizing
the household’s hierarchal patriarchal structure
with the father at the top as the head of household
(Toshitani, 1994: 67-68; Endo 2013: 117). At the
time, the explicitly male term “koshu” was used
to designate this role as opposed to the gender-
neutral hittosha.

As historian Hayakawa Noriyo (2014: 39-



40) has described, the Meiji Civil Code was
informed by the Confucian doctrine of the “three
obediences,” which reinforced the expectation
for women to be submissive first to their fathers
before marriage, then to their husbands, and finally
to their oldest son if their husband passed away.
European notions of marriage imported during the
Meiji era further influenced the husband-and-wife
dynamic stipulated by the code, as they confirmed
the husband’s authority in the family and the wife’s
role below him as his assistant in the household.
The codification of these ideas within the Koseki
Seido then contributed to reinforcing social
norms that tasked Meiji women with the duty to
serve their husbands and take responsibility for
childrearing and other domestic tasks.

Following World War II, the Civil Code was
revised under the US-led Allied occupation of
Japan (1945-1952) and the implementation of a
new Constitution in 1947. These changes shifted
the Koseki Seido from a multiple-generation
registry to a two-generation record to strengthen
the nuclear family and, at least on paper, lessen
the burden of caring for multiple generations of
family members (White, 2018: 16-18). US leaders
also sought to “democratize” the family by granting
women equal rights to inheritance, custody, and
divorce (20) and allowing them to serve as the
head of household (amended to hittosha). Yet
despite these changes, heteropatriarchal norms
have remained strong in Japan: not only do the
majority of families still register with a male
hittosha, but also postwar Japanese families—
as Ueno Chizuko has shown (2009: 68-69)—
continue to be defined by patriarchal relations that
perpetuate socioeconomic inequalities between
men and women. Moreover, Japan ranked 118
out of 148 countries in the 2025 Global Gender
Gap index, the lowest of all the G7 nations (World

Economic Forum 2025). The persistence of this
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inequality suggests that further systemic change
may be needed to help transform the gender
norms that are reinforced by the Koseki Seido’s
heteronormative prescriptions of husbandry and
wifehood.

Japan also remains the only G7 nation that
does not legally recognize same-sex marriages.
However, in the wake of such inequity, over 230
municipalities—starting with Tokyo’s Shibuya
Ward in 2015—have started issuing partnership
certificates to same-sex couples that acknowledge
their unions as equivalent to marriage. While these
certificates grant symbolic recognition to same-sex
partnerships, they do not have any legal power and
therefore, do nothing to change the Koseki Seido.
Persons in such unions then continue to face
systemic marginalization, as they are unable to
qualify for tax concessions, inheritance of property,
medical visitation privileges, joint child adoption,
spousal visas (if their partner is not of Japanese
nationality), among other rights (Maree 2014: 193;
Shimizu 2020: 95).

Additionally, as queer and feminist cultural
studies scholar Shimizu Akiko (2020: 98) argues,
the partnership certificates further risk getting
in the way of systemic change by making it seem
that same-sex marriage is already “accepted” in
Japanese society. These actions can then be seen
as part of a larger history in Japan, in which the
growing visibility of gay and transgender persons
in the Japanese media since the late-1980s has
created the perception that Japanese culture is
more welcoming toward nonnormative gender
and sexuality identities. Yet Shimizu, as well as
linguist Claire Maree (2014), have pointed out, the
claim that Japan is more accepting of queerness
does not adequately reflect the tensions within
contemporary Japanese society between cultural
tolerance and legal restrictions toward same-

sex couples. That is, the visibility of queerness,
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especially transgender women and gay men,
has largely been limited to the entertainment or
nightlife scene—a place often regarded as separate
from family life. Such non-heteronormative
practices may be tolerated or overlooked since they
do not appear to radically disrupt the traditional
family values of Japanese society. This especially
serves the interests of the national government,
which “can demonstrate, to the international
community, that it is making efforts to protect
and promote LGBTQ+ rights and diversity,
without actually making any effective legal or
systemic changes that may offend the conservative
constituency” (Shimizu 2020: 96).

Moreover, the partnership certificates limit
the Koseki Seido’s problematics to the issue of
same-sex marriage without considering the
harm it causes persons practicing other forms
of non-heteronormative kinship. In a United
States context, Judith Butler (2004: 5) has shown
how movements for gay and lesbian marriage
ultimately (re)make marriage into a norm that
may bestow social legibility to certain homosexual
relationships, yet “render illegitimate and abject
those sexual arrangements that do not comply
with the marriage norm in either its existing or its
revisable form.” A similar dynamic is at work in
Japan, where debates around same-sex unions also
leave out other members of the queer community
who are not gay or lesbian and restrict kinship to
state-sanctioned, monogamous marital forms. Yet
in turning next to Ekuni Kaori’s Twinkle, Twinkle, 1
show what other forms of queer kinship the novel
sheds light on that underscore the necessity for
structural change to the Koseki Seido that move

beyond mere tolerance of same-sex couples.

lll. Queering the Koseki Seido in
Twinkle, Twinkle

1. The Affective Harm of Heteronormative
Marriage

Although the Koseki Seido is not named
directly in Twinkle, Twinkle, its power to shape
and reinforce social norms becomes palpable
through Mutsuki’s and Shoko’s experiences of
“othering” throughout the novel. By delineating
what is “normal” and “abnormal” with regard to
marriage and family-building, the system fuels
societal pressures that permeate everyday life,
including interpersonal relationships. Mutsuki’s
and Shoko’s narration points to such instances,
as they share times when friends, family, and
other community members have pushed them
toward heteronormative ways of life. Reading
these moments of social pressure through a
queer feminist analytic then opens up a way to
not only denaturalize the social norms guiding
their articulation but also gain insight into their
affective consequences for non-heteronormative
individuals.

Nowhere are the social pressures stemming
from the Koseki Seido more apparent than in
the circumstances driving Mutsuki and Shoko’s
decision to marry one another. As Shoko reveals
in her first segment of narration, neither she nor
Mutsuki can readily fulfill the societal expectations
of a “normal” marriage (Ekuni 2003: 4-5). Mutsuki,
as a gay man, deviates from the heterosexual
identity sanctioned by the Koseki Seido, while
Shoko’s diagnosis with mental illness complicates
her ability to live up to the ableist ideals of a
wife and future mother. These differences from
dominant constructions of normalcy, especially
from heteronormativity, are what permit both
Mutsuki and Shoko to be read as queer within
Cohen’s (1997: 438) expanded theorization of the



term as encompassing a range of “nonnormative
and marginal position[s]” outside heteronormative
institutions and relationships. Yet the couple’s
strategic navigation of social norms through
a marriage of convenience suggests that their
queerness is not only a site of marginalization,
but also one of agency as they choose to be “real
partners in crime” (6) to lessen societal pressures
while continuing to live as they desire.

With this initial understanding of Mutsuki’s
and Shoko’s queer vantage points, it becomes
possible to trace the heteronormative logics
that mediate their later interactions with other
characters who judge them to be “abnormal.” For
example, when the truth about the protagonists
and their marriage becomes revealed to their
parents, Shoko’s father reacts by calling Mutsuki a
“man-woman” and “not a real man” (137). When
read through Foucault’s (1978) theorization of
subjection, her father’s response illustrates how
the subject position of “husband” produced by the
Koseki Seido is not a neutral title, but rather one
constituted through a set of normative expectations
that cover even sexual behaviors and desires.
Furthermore, the emphasis he places on Mutsuki’s
“manhood” shows how being a husband is also
about performing masculinity—a masculinity
defined by adherence to heterosexualism. In this
way, Shoko’s father’s reaction reflects not simply
an individual homophobic attitude, but a mindset
produced by his socialization into a society where
heteronormativity is unquestionably the norm.

Mutsuki’s mother makes harmful comments
about Shoko that align with the normative view
of society after finding out about her daughter-
in-law’s diagnosis. His mother exclaims,
“Homosexuality is a question of personal
preference, but mental illness! Mental illness is
hereditary” (137). Here, she insinuates that mental

illness is a problem of the individual, which will
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grow worse if people with such a flaw irresponsibly
have children and pass down their disorders to
their children. As with Shoko’s father, Mutsuki’s
mother’s logic mirrors dominant understandings of
“wifehood” reinforced by the Koseki Seido, which
in this case encompass not only behaviors but also
manifestations of the female body (and mind).
Thus, her remarks make visible how the subject
position of “wife” includes the duty of reproducing
a socially productive population of able-bodied
individuals.

In addition to these blatant expressions of
prejudice by the protagonists’ parents, the novel
also provides illustrations of softer or more
subtle ways that certain characters reinforce
heteronormativity in everyday life. In particular,
it explores how marriage and having children get
presented to the protagonists as unquestionably the
“right” path for everyone. For example, when Shoko
calls her friend Mizuho, upset over Mutsuki’s
failure to call her during his night shift, Mizuho
tells her:

«c

If you have a baby, everything will be
fine. I used to get really lonely when my husband
went away on business, but once I had Yuta, things

£2)

got fine” (63). Her advice presents having children
as a “common sense” good that she assumes will
bring Shoko happiness as it did her.

Queer feminist Sara Ahmed (2019) offers
a useful framework for understanding how
this association between heteronormative
practices and happiness is made to seem like a
natural progression. In her book The Promise of
Happiness, she differentiates between the true
feeling of happiness (which may not be definable
or objectively measurable as it looks different for
everyone) and the promise of happiness—a social
discourse that tells us what will make us happy. As
Ahmed puts it:

Happiness functions as a promise that directs
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you toward certain objects, as if they provide
you with the necessary ingredients for a good
life. Happiness involves a form of orientation:
the very hope for happiness means we get
directed in specific ways, as happiness is
assumed to follow from some life choices and
not others” (54).

Historically, happiness, as Ahmed (29-42) shows,
has reflected the dominant viewpoint of society and
has created a singular path toward finding the good
life. Across cultures and time periods, happiness
has largely been associated with heteronormative
conduct: things such as romantic love, marriage,
children, or simply, “the happy family” In turn,
these associations have created what Ahmed calls
“scripts” or discourses that tell us what we should
do to be happy and construes deviations from these
scripts as bad or causes of unhappiness.
Including Mizuho’s advice, Twinkle, Twinkle
provides many examples of “happiness scripts”
through the words of advice given by the novel’s
heteronormative characters. One character who
frequently uses them is Shoko’s psychologist, Dr.
Octopus, whose name connotes his exercise of
meddling and control over Shokos life. In fact, his
speech appears exaggerated to the point of satire in
the novel, which helps call attention to his medical
advice as a socially constructed discourse and not
an unquestionable truth. For instance, Shoko
describes how when she first went to see him about

her depression and alcoholism, he told her:

“You aren’t not suffering from mental illness.
Don’t worry, though—it’s no more than a
case of emotional instability. Your drinking is
probably a manifestation of it. I'm sure youd
start feeling better in no time if—and I say this
just for instance—you got married’ (Ekuni,
2003: 5).

Then when she visits him after she gets married
to consult him about the continuation of her
emotional struggles, he responds: “I think the best
advice I can give you now is to start thinking about
starting a family. Everything will be fine once you
have your first child” (66).

Dr. Octopus’s advice clearly lays out a path to
happiness, which is characterized by taking part in
a heteronormative lifestyle that includes marriage
and kids. Yet because half of the novel is narrated
from Shoko’s first-person viewpoint, the reader
witnesses how this script does not translate into
happiness for her. This especially becomes apparent
when Shoko expresses to Mutsuki, “Why do they
[Mizuho, Dr. Octopus, her parents] all have to tell
me to have a baby?’.. T just wish we could stay
like this™ (85). Yet despite her hope not to have
children, the pressure continues to build and cause
Shoko distress until she reaches the point when
she decides to consult a doctor about artificial
insemination.

Mutsuki, too, expresses feelings of anxiety
caused by other people’s opinions about his
“unhappy” marriage. Before finding out about
the fake marriage and Shoko’s disability, on the
question of children, Mutsuki’s mother tells him:
“I'm sure her [Shoko’s] parents are hoping you’ll
have a child soon, too.. ‘When I think of all the
happiness youre depriving Shoko of, it makes me
so very unhappy”™ (75). Here, her remark loops
together Shoko’s happiness with that of both
Shoko’s parents’ and her own happiness, and hence,
places a large burden on Mutsuki to supposedly
guarantee all of their well-being through his
actions. From Mutsuki’s narrative viewpoint, it
becomes apparent that this takes a toll on him
mentally and emotionally. In a later chapter, after
Shoko’s and his parents learn the truth about his
homosexuality, Mutsuki shares such distress:

“Memories came back to me: the strident tone



of Mother’s voice, my father-in-law’s angry glare,
the pattern on my mother-in-law’s tear-stained
handkerchief, my father with his head drooping”
(141). He paints a vivid picture of the list of people
that he feels he is harming, which continues to
haunt him by playing over and over in his mind.
Eventually this stress causes him to oscillate over
whether or not to break up with Kon to make
everyone else besides himself happy.

These depictions of stress, anxiety, and
depression from Mutsuki’s and Shoko's perspectives
help to clarify their experiences as queer persons in
1990s Japanese society. Yet rather than simply show
how their identities as “others” cause them to feel
as if they do not belong, the novel portrays how
conforming to a heteronormative lifestyle does not
bring them happiness. In this way, Twinkle, Twinkle
queers the notion that marriage and reproduction
constitute a universal good for everyone, exposing
how these ideals—reinforced by the Koseki Seido—
operate as regulatory norms rather than guarantees

of happiness.

2. Imagining Queer Kinship within
the Institution of Marriage

Yet because Shoko’s and Mutsuki’s queerness
encompasses a sense of agency, their vantage
points become not only a source of critique, but
also a means of imagining ways of living beyond
oppressive norms and systems. The relationships
they cultivate thus exemplify the kinds of
queer reworkings of kinship that Bradway and
Freeman (2022) discuss, demonstrating practices
of care, love, and belonging that reconfigure
heteronormative models of family. In particular,
their marriage of convenience functions as a
subversive practice that undermines the authority
of the Koseki Seido, while simultaneously becoming
a site of connection and mutual support between

persons otherwise marginalized within Japanese
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society. Their arrangement allows them to be
identified as “husband” and “wife” in legal
discourse, but day-to-day they continue to
inhabit identities composed of a variety of gender
and sexuality practices—some which fit these
categories and others which exceed their normative
boundaries.

For example, Mutsuki and Shoko decide “that
it didn’t make any sense to say that a particular job
was the husband’s or wife’s. Whoever was better at
it would be the one to do it, whether it was cleaning
the house or cooking the meals or whatever” (10).
From this agreement, Mutsuki ends up doing the
majority of the housework, which exemplifies a
reversal of traditional gender roles. Additionally,
Mutsuki takes on more care work within the
home, as he attempts to soothe and comfort
Shoko throughout her struggles with depression.
This mutability of domestic and affective labor in
Twinkle, Twinkle resonates with Butler’s (1990)
theorization of gender as a set of performance
practices that constitute identity rather than innate
characteristics tied to a male or female-sexed body.
Hence, by calling into question the presumption
that gender traits—including attraction to the
opposite sex—are inherent characteristics aligned
with biological sex, the novel also helps to queer
the marriage system in Japan that relies on such
normative alignments.

Moreover, while their marriage itself is fake
and sexless, the two protagonists demonstrate a
kind of queer intimacy between the two of them
that deviates from traditional forms of romantic,
heterosexual intimacy. One key moment in the
text that demonstrates this connection occurs
when Shoko has an emotional breakdown at an
amusement park and Mutsuki comes to pick her
up and take her home. At this time, Mutsuki lifts
Shoko off the bed in the park’s infirmary and
Shoko thinks to herself: “I could feel his warmth,
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his heartbeat. I felt comforted, like a child.
Even though we had never made love, his body
seemed to fit mine naturally” (99). The moment is
characterized by close physical intimacy, as Shoko
narrates the bodily sensations she perceives while
in Mutsuki’s arms. Though Shoko does, at times,
display a hopeless love for Mutsuki in a romantic
sense, here the text paints a blurring of romantic
desire and a different form of comfort than that
between friends or platonic partners. However, it
is because of this ambiguity that the reader is given
the opportunity to give up on the categorizations
of romantic/platonic or heterosexual/homosexual
love and see this practice of intimacy for what it is:
physical closeness and comfort without an identity
label.

In analyzing this scene in the novel, Japanese
literary scholar Grace En-Yi Ting (2021: 11)
posits that “Ekuni clearly wishes for us to see this
embrace—this marriage, including the couple’s
lack of sexual intercourse—as entirely unnatural
by society’s standards but also fitting and right”
Her reading, therefore, further sheds light on the
queerness that underlines Mutsuki and Shoko’s
relationship, which in its defiance of normative
forms of intimacy and kinship makes visible an
alternative form of connection and dependency
beyond heterosexual marriage.

Furthermore, despite Shoko’s unreciprocated
romantic feelings for Mutsuki, the novel illustrates
that she understands their current relationship as
it exists—platonic/sexless—is worth defending.
When the couple is confronted by their parents
about Mutsuki’s homosexuality and Shoko’s mental
illness, Shoko is the one who stands up to them
to protect their current way of life, including
Mutsuki’s ongoing relationship with Kon. When
she is presented with the option to have Mutsuki to
herself, she asserts: “If Mutsuki leaves Kor'... ‘then
I'm leaving Mutsuki™ (Ekuni, 2003: 138). In this

moment, she attempts to return the kind of care
and unselfish love that Mutsuki has repeatedly
given her during her struggles with depression.
Shoko, therefore, demonstrates how fulfillment
can be found in a queer relationship defined not
by sexual exclusivity and possession but by mutual
support, comfort, and safety.

Notably, Shoko also arranges for Mutsuki’s
boyfriend Kon to live in their apartment building,
so that the three of them can be in close proximity
to one another and become a queer “family.”
Earlier, Kon had decided to go away for a while
after witnessing the emotional toll his presence
took on Mutsuki and Shoko, particularly in light
of their parents’ reactions. However, the novel ends
with a reunion of the three characters and a final

toast:

‘Here’s to Kon for coming back safe and
sound, and to the three of us, for our first year
together; Shoko said.

‘And here’s to the happy couple, for becoming
independent at last!” added Kon (170).

Shoko’s mention that they are celebrating their
group of three helps us to interpret Kon’s use
of “independent” not as Mutsuki’s and Shoko’s
independence from him but rather their
independence from their concerns over what
others think of their relationship and their
individual “abnormalities” In other words, their
small “family” offers each queer person shelter and
comfort from the harshness of the world around
them that does not accept them for who they are.
It, thus, can be considered an alternative model of
kinship, which fosters reciprocal care, belonging,
and joy for Kon, Mutsuki, and Shoko in ways that

a heteronormative lifestyle cannot bring them.



3. Disability, Gender, and the Limits of Queer
Kinship without Structural Change

Yet at the same time, the novel also reveals
the structural limitations to such forms of queer
subversion. In particular, because the couple
challenges gender and sexuality norms from
within the institution of marriage, their defiance
does not have an effect on the Koseki Seido and
subsequently, the heteronormative ideologies and
expectations perpetuated by it. In other words,
though Shoko and Mutsuki can live as they please
in private, their true selves are still not accepted
by mainstream society, which severely impacts
how they participate in the public sphere outside
the home. However, I turn again to Cathy Cohen’s
(1997) intersectional theorization of queerness to
call attention to important distinctions between the
two protagonists’ access to this space. Following
her assertion “that differentials in power exist
within all socially named categories” (452), I trace
the significance of gender and disability to Shoko’s
queer experience.

Spotlighting Shoko’s difference especially
sheds light on what is at stake when the system
itself does not change. While Mutsuki as a queer
man is still able to enjoy a large degree of autonomy
in being able to work as a doctor in the public
sphere and keep his sexual life separated within
the private sphere, Shoko, in contrast, continues to
confront obstacles to accessing the public sphere as
a woman. The difference between their experiences
can be traced in part to the Koseki Seido, which in
its reinforcement of heteronormative husband and
wife roles, contributes to upholding a structural
division between the male public sphere and the
female private sphere. As a result, Shoko feels
particular pressure to act as a capable housewife
by managing the space of the home. In one scene
when Mutsuki announces that his father will

be coming over to their apartment, Shoko frets
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over having refreshments to give him and says to
Mutsuki:

‘Mizuho told me I should. When people come
over, you have to have something to give them.
That’s the kind of thing that would never
occur to me...’She told me I need to be more

considerate. To be a good wife’ (106).

At this moment, Shoko illustrates how she takes
her friend’s words to heart and internalizes the
heteropatriarchal expectation to oversee the
domestic sphere. Despite her usual arrangement
of household tasks with Mutsuki, the power of the
social norm seems to drive her deeper into the
space of the home and narrows her participation
outside it.

Moreover, rereading the ending of the novel
with a focus on Shoko elucidates the additional
obstacles she faces to finding liberation from
normativity—not only heteronormativity and
patriarchy but also ableism. What should first
be noted is that the story ends with a segment
narrated from Mutsuki’s point of view, which
leaves Shoko’s internal thoughts obscured from
the reader. Although it is clear that Shoko loves
Mutsuki and Kon and wants to live with them, it
is less certain if this arrangement will ultimately
provide her with a life that she finds fulfilling.
Regarding the ending, Grace En-Yi Ting (2021: 14)
comments, “After the tears and struggles of Shoko’s
efforts to protect the marriage, the lighthearted
tone of the ending feels jarring and inappropriate,
suggesting that this happy scene is only a hastily
plastered solution doomed to fall apart” In other
words, despite the possibility of finding joy and
safety within her queer “family;” the arrangement
appears to do little to alleviate Shoko’s anxieties
over how she fits into mainstream society.

As the novel pictures Shoko’s development
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over her first year with Mutsuki, it describes her
increased isolation, irritability, and feelings of
loneliness. Mutsuki especially notices Shoko’s
separation from outside society, as her friends’
and parents’ expectations appear to be too much
to handle. In one chapter, he narrates: “Slowly but
surely, she was isolating herself from the world
in which her parents, Mizuho, and all the people
she had ever loved lived. I wondered if she even
realized what she was doing” (Ekuni, 2003: 113).
His remark attributes Shoko’s isolating behaviors
to her emotional instability, assuming that she is
entirely responsible for cutting herself off from
mainstream society. However, he fails to consider
the barriers that society creates, which make her
feel incapable of being able to live in the “normal”
world just the way she is.

In fact, Mutsuki’s assumption calls to mind
a larger history of confinement within the home,
not just for women, but also “mad” persons and
especially “hysterical” women. As scholars of
Disability Studies have shown, pathologized
disorders such as mental illness and madness—
similar to the category of queerness—are social
constructions, which stigmatize certain persons
and deem their bodies and minds as inferior
to able-bodied and neurotypical individuals.
Historically, these categorizations have supported
inequitable structures—not unlike the gendered
division of public/private—that have prevented
persons with disabilities from freely accessing all
segments of the social world. In Japan, persons
with mental illness have historically been treated
in “the private space of the family [that] assumed
the role of care, control, and confinement,” (Suzuki,
2017: 247). This tradition, therefore, illustrates a
key practice of separating persons with mental
disabilities from mainstream society rather than
working to create a more equitable world that

would include these persons.

Additionally, feminist scholars have been
on the forefront of tracing connections between
social constructions of femininity, emotionality,
and madness through the diagnosis of “hysteria.”?
As Cecily Devereux (2014: 25) explains, the
modern invention of hysteria in medical and
psychoanalytical discourse in the late nineteenth
century is inseparable from the invention of
modern femininity that affirmed women’s essential
function as reproducers within industrial capitalist
nations. Women who deviated from this function
were pathologized as hysteric, justifying their
restraint in “spaces of confinement—madhouses
public and private, the clinic, the hospital,
prisons of one type or another, attics and closets”
(Rousseau, 1993: 175). Read together, these
histories clarify how both disability and gender
nonconformity have been grounds for social
exclusion, making disabled women particularly
vulnerable to the violence of confinement.

This context allows Shoko’s experience in the
home to be read in a new light, seeing her isolation
as more than a symptom of her depression. Rather
than be a space of retreat or comfort during
difficult times, the home repeatedly appears as a
site of suffocation and restlessness for her. In one
scene while looking around the house, Shoko asks
herself: “What was it that was making me feel so
anxious and ill-at-ease, in this perfect space that
Mutsuki had prepared specially for me?” (Ekuni,
2003: 115). Her uneasiness can be read as a sense
of entrapment in a space that society sees as her
proper place, yet she finds to be unsettling. The
home thus echoes her insecurities, reminding her
of the pressures she feels to be a good wife, have
a heteronormative family, and conform to other
norms reiterated by her parents, in-laws, Mizuho,
and Dr. Octopus.

In this way, a queer feminist disabled reading

of the novel’s ending suggests that its solution may



not accommodate the distinct needs of women,
persons with disabilities, and especially disabled
women in terms of making strides away from the
home. Without altering the Koseki Seido and the
gender, sexuality, and ability norms it upholds,
the home continues to be constructed as the
proper place for a person like Shoko—as both a
woman and someone diagnosed with a mental
illness. That is to say, the structural barriers
remain in place that condition Shoko’s isolation
and feelings of entrapment. While the novel
imagines an alternative model of kinship through
Mutsuki, Shoko, and Kon’s living arrangement,
Shoko’s perspective underscores the necessity of
systemic transformation alongside it. Without
such change, their community remains separate
from mainstream society—confined to the private
sphere—rather than in a world made genuinely

inclusive, equitable, and accessible.

IV. Conclusion

Through a queer feminist analysis of Twinkle,
Twinkle, I have offered critical reflections on
the Koseki Seido in Japan and how it impacts
the everyday ways that individuals navigate the
world they live in. While some people do find
happiness through heterosexual marriage and
family-building, Mutsuki’s and Shoko’s queer
perspectives remind us that this is not a universal
experience. These two characters find these same
heteronormative practices to be contradictory to
their desires, so when the identities of husband/
wife and father/mother become expectations, they
confront nothing short of stress and suffering.
Yet Ekuni shares their stories with us, so that
we, as readers, may engage in a critique of the
heteronormative structures and norms that oppress

Mutsuki and Shoko and reimagine ways of existing
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in the world that might allow queer persons the
chance to experience joy, love, and belonging.

At the same time, I have been careful
to note the importance of intersectionality
when performing queer feminist critique.
Intersectionality provides us with a lens through
which to see liberation from heteronormativity
as not just a matter for homosexual persons like
Mutsuki, but also for queer, disabled women like
Shoko. With attention placed on the entanglements
between heteronormativity, patriarchy, and
ableism, the significance of systemic change
gains clarity. It pushes us to imagine what forms
of equity and justice—not to mention joy—that
might follow by transforming the Koseki Seido in
Japan and supporting a plurality of kinship forms
through which persons can live true to their self-

determined identities and desires.

Notes

1 The English translation of her novel was published
in 2003.

2 For examples, see Catherine Clément and Héléne
Cixous, The Newly Born Woman (1975); Luce
Irigaray, Speculum of the Other Woman (1974) and
This Sex Which Is Not One (1977); Julia Kristeva in
New French Feminisms (1980); Charles Bernheimer
and Claire Kahane, ed., In Dora’s Case: Freud—
Hysteria—Feminism (1985); Sander L. Gilman,
Helen King, Roy Porter, G. S. Rousseau, and Elaine
Showalter, ed., Hysteria Beyond Freud (1993).

In 1979, Sandra Gilbert and Susan Gubar broke
critical ground in their book The Madwoman in
the Attic: The Woman Writer and the Nineteenth-
Century Literary Imagination, which examined the
Western literary trope of the “overly emotional” and
“hysteric” woman who must be locked up because
her “insanity” makes her unfit to interact with
society. Such representations have been common
in Japan as well, where emotional distress linked
to “madness” and female “spiritual possession”
can be traced as far back as Murasaki Shikibu’s

eleventh century Japanese classic, The Tale of Genji.
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Numerous kabuki plays, rakugo storytelling, joruri
songs, as well as modern literary works by Japanese
writers such as Higuchi Ichiyo, Shimazaki Toson,
and Yamamoto Michiko, have further drawn on this
trope (see Suzuki 2017: 248).
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How Women's Parties Decline:
The "Diffusion Dilemma” of the Women'’s Alliance in Iceland

Jun Shiota*

This article analyzes why and how women’s parties decline and ultimately come to an end, using the case
of the Women’s Alliance in Iceland. While existing scholarship has primarily focused on the emergence of
women’s parties, this article argues the mechanisms underlying their decline. The Women’s Alliance achieved
electoral success in Iceland’s 1983 national election. The party generated contagion effects on other parties in both
descriptive and substantive representation, promoting gender mainstreaming in the party system. As other parties
increasingly nominated women candidates and co-opted gender issues, a multiplication of political channels
for women’s representation emerged. This resulted in the erosion of the competitive advantages enjoyed by the
Women’s Alliance within interparty competition, which precipitated the party’s organizational decline. Finally,
participation in the realignment of left-wing forces set the Women's Alliance on an irreversible dissolution pass.
Drawing on this case study, this article advances the concept of “diffusion dilemma,” arguing that women’s parties,

through their impact on the party system, lose the key conditions necessary for their organizational maintenance.

Keywords: women’s parties, party system, women’s representation, diffusion dilemma, Iceland

l. Introduction

Studies on women’s parties have opened up a
new frontier in the realm of gender and political
parties. Women’s parties, which prioritize women’s
political representation and are organized and
operated by women, have long been overlooked.
However, in recent years, scholars have increasingly
treated women’s parties as a distinct party family,
uncovering and theorizing women’s efforts toward
gender-equal politics (Cowell-Meyers et al. 2020;
Cowell-Meyers 2025; Luxton 2025).

Existing research on women’s parties has
primarily addressed their emergence (Cowell-
Meyers 2016; Evans and Kenny 2019; Ishiyama
2003). It has examined the ascending phase of

womens parties in detail, exploring questions such
as the conditions under which women’s parties
emerge, how they campaign during elections, and
the impact their entry into electoral politics has on
other parties and the political system as a whole.
Women’s parties can be traced back to the
early 20th century. These have appeared globally
and usually remained small, short-lived, and
marginal within party systems (Cowell-Meyers
et al. 2020: 5-6). Societies have repeatedly witnessed
the decline of women’s parties. Nevertheless,
existing scholarship has paid little attention to the
descending phase of women’s parties. Although a
few studies have noted the challenges and decline
of women’s parties (Cowell-Meyers 2011; Ishiyama
2003; Jonsdé6ttir 2007), much of the research

* Associate Professor, Faculty of Humanities and Social Science, University of the Ryukyus
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remains largely descriptive and insufficiently
theorized. In the lead article of a special issue on
women’s parties in Politics & Gender, published in
2020, Cowell-Meyers et al. (2020: 19) stated that
the “analysis of the demise of a women’s party is as
important as exploring their emergence”

Using the Women’s Alliance (Kvennalistinn)
in Iceland as a case study, the concept of the
“diffusion dilemma” is developed in this article to
explain why and how women’s parties decline and
ultimately dissolve. The focus in this article is on
how women’s parties reshape party systems through
their contagion effects and how those changes
undermine the viability of women’s parties within
the inter-party competition.

In the next section, a diffusion dilemma
framework is developed to elucidate the
mechanisms of the decline of the women’s party.
The rise of the Women’s Alliance and its effects on
the Icelandic party system is examined in Section
III. Lastly, the decline and dissolution of the
Women’s Alliance through gender mainstreaming,
internal conflict, and left realignment within the

party system is traced in Section IV.

Il. Research Framework

1. Theorizing the Decline of Women’s Parties

A gender perspective to the party system
theory is introduced this article. As Giovanni
Sartori argues, “a party system is precisely the
system of interactions resulting from inter-party
competition” (Sartori 1976: 44). This perspective
emphasizes sustained interactions between parties
and the institutional structures that govern them,
moving beyond explaining the characteristics of
individual party organizations.

As feminist institutionalism shows,

institutions embed existing gender norms and

relationships rather than being gender neutral
(Kenny 2014; Krook and Mackay 2011). Recent
scholarship has argued that party systems can
also be understood as gendered institutions, and
much like other political institutions, they have
often been male-dominated, historically excluding
women (Beckwith 2025).

Feminist institutionalism also emphasizes
that male-dominated institutions can be reshaped
through interactions between institutional
arrangements and political actors. In this vein,
Beckwith (2025) argues “newness” as a condition
of institutional uncertainty and fluidity produced
by transformations in party competition and in the
types of parties that effectively contest elections.
During this process of institutional transformation,
new opportunity structures that are more open to
women may emerge.

Building on this understanding, women’s
parties can be seen as carriers of party-system
newness because their emergence can disrupt
existing patterns of inter-party competition.
Scholarship has empirically and theoretically
shown that women’s parties, even when they
fail to secure parliamentary seats, can generate
contagion effects on other parties (Cowell-Meyers
2020, 2025; Evans and Kenny 2019; Levin 1999).
Women’s parties potentially reshape the gender
configuration of the party system. Specifically, such
parties may introduce into male-dominated party
systems three sources of disruption: (1) the supply
of women candidates, (2) politicization of gender
issues, and (3) symbolic legitimation of women’s
political agency.

In strategic terms, women’s parties can
leverage the same sources of disruption as
competitive advantages for survival within the
party system. They supply women candidates who
are not readily available through other parties,

politicize gender issues as a distinctive domain,



and embody the symbol of women’s political
agency that mainstream parties cannot easily
replicate.

However, gender mainstreaming through
contagion in the party system may negatively
affect women’s parties. Cowell-Meyers (2011:
428) argued, using the case of the Northern
Ireland Women’s Coalition, that the leaders of the
movement designed the party’s actions to pursue
policy change and accepted the risk of their own
co-option by other parties. In this context, women’s
parties may face a diffusion dilemma. By diffusing
gender equality across the party system, they erode
the factors that provide women’s parties with a
privileged position in inter-party competition,
undermining their viability as political parties.

Figure 1 illustrates the sequential mechanism
of the diffusion dilemma. When party systems
are male-dominated, women’s parties potentially
possess various advantages such as issue ownership
over gender equality, symbolic legitimacy as

representatives of women, and a distinctive

S,

. Diffusion dilemma .
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position as a supplier of women politicians. By
leveraging these, they can emerge and sustain
themselves in inter-party competition. As the
contagion effects generated by women’s parties
advance gender mainstreaming within the party
system, the competitive advantages of women’s
parties may erode. This erosion depletes the
organizational resources necessary for party
maintenance, including electoral support,
political networks, and public visibility, while
simultaneously bringing latent internal rifts to
the surface. Such organizational weakening may
reverberate through inter-party competition,
further marginalizing women’s parties within the
party system. Finally, when a trigger—whether
external (such as the realignment of the party
system or institutional changes in electoral rules)
or internal (such as the failure of organizational
leadership or the collapse of the party’s founding
ideological consensus)—coincides with a
sufficiently weakened organization, the dissolution

becomes irreversible.

Gender mainstreaming
advances within the party
system

Women's party emerges,
leveraging its
competitive advantages

organizational
resources deplete

Competitive advantages
of the party erode

e ——————

-

S

External trigger

Party system realignment /
changes in electoral rules

Internal trigger

Leadership failure /
ideological collapse

Y

Dissolution

{

Figure 1

Mechanism of the Diffusion Dilemma.

Source: Prepared by the author.
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When examining the reciprocal impact on
women’s parties through changes in the party
system, it is necessary to examine the political
opportunity structures and the changes in the
women’s parties’ strategies and structure in
response to those opportunities. The strategic
shifts in the Women’s Alliance are also analyzed

in this article.

2. Analyzing the Icelandic Case

The Women’s Alliance in Iceland was a
women’s party established in 1983 by a group of
women from the Womenss Slate (Kvennaframbodio),
a local party in the capital city of Reykjavik
(Dominelli and Jonsdottir 1988). In the national
election held the same year, the Women’s Alliance
nominated candidates in three of the eight
electoral districts and secured 5.5% of the vote,
winning three seats in parliament (out of 60 seats).
Subsequently, the party maintained its legislative
presence through three elections.

The Women’s Alliance emphasized “women’s
politics” (Kvennapolitik) that placed women’s
experiences at the center of politics. It advocated
policies for addressing the gender pay gap,
expanding pregnancy and childbirth support,
reforming parental leave arrangements, developing
political responses to sexual violence, championing
the rights of sexual minorities, and promoting
peace-oriented foreign policy and environmental
protection.

Women’s parties tend to be short-lived;
however, in this respect, Iceland is an exceptional
case of a comparatively successful women’s party.
Nonetheless, in the first half of the 1990s, internal
rifts within the Women’s Alliance began to surface,
leading to its dissolution through a merger with
other parties in 1999. The dissolution signified that
women who had initially achieved a certain degree

of political organization as a single party were no

longer able to do so. This article demonstrates that
this outcome emerged against the backdrop of an
overall increase in women’s political representation
in Icelandic politics.

As a successful women’s party, the Women’s
Alliance has a relatively large body of research
regarding its emergence and organizational
structure compared to other women’s parties
(Dominelli and Jénsdottir 1988; Schneier
1992; Jonsdéttir 2007; Sigurbjarnardottir 1998;
Styrkdrsdottir 1999). Nevertheless, systematic
scholarly analysis of its dissolution has been
limited. However, it is particularly well suited for
theory building regarding the decline of women’s
parties. Unlike the typically short-lived trajectories
of women’s parties in most cases', this case enables
a continuous analysis of party system re-gendering
and subsequent organizational transformations,
including strategic adjustments, internal conflicts,
and dissolution, within a single institutional and
political context. Therefore, the Women’s Alliance
provides an appropriate case for developing and
testing the concept of diffusion dilemma.

A process-tracing approach is employed
in this article to analyze the Women’s Alliance’s
trajectory, from its emergence to its dissolution.
Specifically, starting from its entry into the
national parliament in 1983, how the competitive
environment between parties and the positioning
of gender issues shifted due to its contagion effect
is demonstrated. The subsequent period of decline,
from the 1990s, is then analyzed focusing on
internal rifts and the reconfiguration of the left as
an exogenous shock.

Primary sources are drawn on, including
party congress resolutions and manifestos of the
Women’s Alliance, coverage in major newspapers,
and policy discourses within and beyond the

parliament.



lll. Re-gendering the Icelandic party
system

1. The Rise of the Women’s Alliance

The Icelandic parliament, generally called
Alpingi, as of 1983 comprised 60 members in total,
divided into a 40-seat Lower House and a 20-seat
Upper House. All members were simultaneously
elected in a single general election, with voters
casting their votes for a party list rather than for
individual candidates. The country was divided
into eight multi-member constituencies, each
returning members through party-list proportional
representation using the D'Hondt method. Parties
could field open lists and voters could formally
reorder candidates or strike names from their
preferred party’s list, although, in practice, the
ranking set by each party largely determined which
candidates were elected.

At the time, many major parties introduced
internal primary elections to determine the
ranking of candidates on their lists. However, since
these primaries were conducted under majoritarian
rules, male candidates held a structural advantage,
given their established electoral bases, greater
access to campaign financing and public name
recognition, and comparatively fewer constraints
on their public activities. As a result, existing
parties were unable to place women candidates in
the upper ranks of their lists. Audur Styrkarsdottir
(1999: 92-93) identifies this as one of the obstacles
impeding women’s political advancement in
Iceland.

Two primary factors can be identified for
the success of the Women’s Alliance in the 1983
election. First, as its name suggests, the Women'’s
Alliance fielded only women candidates and
directly confronted the difficulties faced by
Icelandic women. Empirically, in the 1983 and

1987 elections, 80% of voters who supported the
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Women’s Alliance were women, indicating that the
party’s support base was overwhelmingly female
(Hardarson 1994: 31).

This development was based on Iceland’s
specific context. As in other Nordic countries,
women’s participation in Iceland’s labor market
expanded substantially from the mid-20th century.
However, unlike in neighboring Nordic cases, this
economic empowerment was not accompanied by
women’s political inclusion. Mainstream parties
remained largely unresponsive to gender issues,
leaving women underrepresented in the political
arena despite their growing socio-economic
presence, a condition conducive to the emergence
of women’s parties (Cowell-Meyers 2016).

These tensions became symbolically visible
in the 1975 nationwide women’s strike, which
demanded gender equality (Témasdottir 2009).
However, as of 1981, women accounted for only
5% of the members of parliament (MPs), and their
interests remained largely unrepresented within
established party politics.

Second, the Women’s Alliance benefited
from the realignment of the party system during
this period, particularly the fragmentation of
established left-wing parties (Hardarson and
Kristinsson 1987: 219-223). The 1970s witnessed
the destabilization of Iceland’s traditional party
system. Traditionally, Icelandic party politics
have been structured around a four-party system,
consisting of the conservative Independence
Party (IP), the agrarian Progressive Party (PP),
the center-left Social Democratic Party (SDP),
and the Socialist Party (later the People’s Alliance
(PA)). However, from the 1970s, the cohesion
of established parties began to erode due to the
professionalization of public administration, the
loosening of ties between parties and interest
groups, and the expansion of mass media,

accompanied by increasingly critical coverage.
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During this period, Iceland’s traditional party
system increasingly destabilized, while multiple
new parties emerged.

The left-wing PA initially benefited from
party system realignment, expanding its support
during the 1970s as a critical opposition. However,
its participation in government from the late 1970s
to the early 1980s proved decisive in eroding its
support base. By assuming responsibility for policy
implementation, it abandoned its oppositional
stance and became associated with unpopular
economic measures, including wage restraint
and austerity. These policies prompted backlash
from the traditional working-class supporters. A
significant number of women voters defected from
the PA and shifted their support to the Women’s
Alliance in the 1983 election?.

The electoral breakthrough of the Women’s
Alliance was closely linked to its mobilization of
women voters, as it presented women’s political
representation as an alternative at a moment
when the traditional party system was undergoing
heightened volatility. It was a challenge by women
against the Icelandic party system, which was

extremely male-centric.

2. Influences on Descriptive and
Substantive Representation

This subsection examines the changes in
descriptive and substantive representation brought
about by the Women’s Alliance’s entry into the
Icelandic parliament. Regarding descriptive
representation, the numbers of women candidates
and the women elected to national office increased
markedly following the emergence of the Women’s
Alliance.

Table 1 shows that women accounted for only
26.7% of all candidates in the 1979 election. This
figure rose sharply to 35.1% in the 1983 election
with the emergence of the Women’s Alliance. By
1995, half of the candidates were women. In the
roughly two decades following the emergence of
the Women’s Alliance, candidate nomination in
Icelandic politics dramatically transformed. Since
the Women’s Alliance only nominated women, the
party pushed up the overall numbers. As they did
not field candidates in the 1999 election, the total
number decreased.

From the 1980s through the 1990s, other
parties proactively promoted the nomination of
women candidates. Table 2 presents candidate
nomination trends among the major parties (IP,
PP, SDP, and PA) from 1979 to 1999. The total

Table T Women’s Representation and the Electoral Performance of the Women’s Alliance.

1979 119 (26.7) 3 (5.0 — —
1983 195 (35.1) 9 (15.0) 5.5 3 (60)
1987 437 (45.6) 13 (20.6) 10.1 6 (63)
1991 469 (45.6) 15 (23.8) 8.3 5 (63)
1995 425 (50.4) 16 (25.4) 49 3 (63)
1999 312 (40.2) 22 (34.9) — _

Source: Hagstofa [slands (n.d.).



number of women candidates from the four major
parties was 98 in 1979, before the emergence of
the Women’s Alliance; however, it nearly doubled
to 198 by 1991. A particularly sharp increase was
observed in 1987. This could be attributed to an
overall increase in the number of candidates due
to institutional reforms, such as an increase in the
number of parliamentary seats and the lowering
of the voting age, along with the proliferation of
new parties due to the flux in the party system.
Nonetheless, when comparing the differences in
the total number of candidates and the number of
women candidates in the 1983 and 1987 elections,
the latter (62.4%) showed a larger increase than
the former (26.5%). Subsequently, while the total
number of candidates showed a slight increase, the
number of women candidates rose steadily.
Since Iceland employs a proportional
representation system, being nominated at the
top of party candidate lists significantly impacts
electoral success. An increase in the number of
women placed in top positions on candidate lists
was also a crucial indicator of progress in women’s
political participation. As shown in Figure 2, the
number of women candidates ranked first through
third on the candidate lists of major parties

exhibited an upward trend over time. In 1979, the
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proportion of women placed at the top of the lists
remained low. An average of the share of women
among the top-listed candidates in the four major
parties amounted to only about 7%. However, this
figure increased to 23% in 1987 and 37% in 1999.

Beyond descriptive representation, the
Women’s Alliance also spurred significant changes
in substantive representation. In the 1983 election,
the major parties did not entirely ignore gender
policy. For instance, the SDP included gender
equality in its campaign agenda, calling for
investigations into and addressing the gender
pay gap and the expansion of housing loans for
childcare centers. The party highlighted one of its
women politicians, Johanna Sigurdardottir, as a
leading figure in this effort, explicitly presenting
her as a “representative of women” (fulltriii kvenna)
(Alpyouflokkurinn 1983: 7).

Additionally, the major daily newspaper,
bjéoviljinn (The Will of the People), which had
close ties to the PA, published an article titled “The
PA: The Party of Equality” just before the election.
It reported that the party called for measures
such as the elimination of the gender pay gap, a
reassessment of the value of women’s labor, income
security for single-parent households, extension

of maternity and parental leave, and expansion of

Table 2 Total Number of Candidates and Women Candidates from Major Parties.

Total number of candidates SIZ?:;%)(; f(z/(z)m previous Number of women candidates S\Zi;ii f(;))m previous
1979 392 — 98 —
1983 392 0.0 17 19.4
1987 496 26.5 190 62.4
1991 496 0.0 198 4.2
1995 498 0.4 203 2.5
1999 502 0.8 227 1.8

Note: Candidate statistics are drawn from data for the number of candidates nominated by the IP, the PP, the SDP (after 1999, the

SDA), and the PA (after 1999, the Left-Green Movement).

Source: Hagstofa [slands (1980, 1983, 1987, 1994, 1995, 2002).
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Figure 2 Proportion of Women among Top-Ranked Candidates in Major Parties.
Note: Candidate statistics are drawn from data for the number of candidates nominated by the IP, the PP, the SDP (after

1999, the SDA), and the PA (after 1999, the Left-Green Movement).
Source: Hagstofa [slands (1980, 1983, 1987, 1994, 1995, 2002).

childcare facilities (Pjodviljinn 21 Apr. 1983: 13).
These accounts indicate that left-wing parties were
proactive regarding gender policy at the time.

In contrast, the manifestos of conservative
parties contained no references to gender policy,
clarifying their relative reluctance to engage with
gender issues. However, by the 1999 election, the
conservative IP advocated for specific gender
policies. For instance, its election manifesto
called for the introduction of individual and
non-transferable parental leave entitlements for
both women and men, an extension of the leave
period, and an increase in benefits (Gislason 2007:
8-9). The Women’s Alliance had continuously
championed these proposals in the parliament.
Such changes within the IP underpinned the
growing influence of women in the party. In 1994,
a women’s organization, “Independent Women,”
was established within the IP. This organization
advocated for defining women from the perspective

of individual rights and obligations, instead

of prescribed gender roles (Kristmundsdéttir
1997: 8). Thus, the rise of the Women’s Alliance
empowered even conservative women, creating a
political environment in which they could voice
their opinions within their party. In an interview
conducted in the late 1980s, a woman MP from
the IP remarked that the presence of the Women’s
Alliance “had even helped in our party by opening
the eyes of the men. They cannot ignore women
anymore” (Edgar 1987: 36).

Icelandic politics have long been characterized
by the overwhelming dominance of the IP, which
has consistently maintained its grip on political
power as a cornerstone of the ruling coalition
(Kristinsson 1996). Thus, changes within the IP
signified that Icelandic politics had taken a major
step toward addressing and ameliorating gender
inequality. Moreover, the 1999 election manifesto of
the Social Democratic Alliance (SDA) (previously
SDP) articulated gender policy in a more far-

reaching manner than in 1983. For instance, the



manifesto stated that “the perspective of women’s
liberation should be integrated into all major
governmental decision-making,” and proposed
concrete measures, such as the establishment of a
Ministry for Gender Equality and the enactment of
a new Gender Equality Act. Like the IP, it addressed
the reform of parental leave (Samfylkingin 1999:
54).

3. From Success to Decline

Undoubtedly, the rise of the Women’s Alliance
generated contagion effects on major parties,
enhancing women’s political representation, both
descriptively and substantively. The party catalyzed
the transformation of the previously male-
dominated Icelandic party system. However, this
transformation created conditions for the diffusion
dilemma: the success of the Women’s Alliance in
reshaping the party system began to erode the
foundations of its organizational survival.

In the following section, the process of the
Women’s Alliance’s decline and dissolution is traced
by analyzing three variables. First, the erosion of
the Women’s Alliance’s competitive advantages,
specifically, the diminishing distinctiveness of its
descriptive, symbolic, and substantive dimensions
is examined. Second, how this erosion brought
latent internal rifts to the surface and depleted
the organizational resources necessary for party
maintenance is analyzed. Third, how an external
trigger—the realignment of left-wing forces within
the party system—coincided with a sufficiently
weakened organization to render dissolution
unavoidable is considered. Together, these three
variables illuminate the sequential mechanism
through which the diffusion dilemma occurred
in the Icelandic case. Particular attention is paid
to when and in what ways the Women’s Alliance’s
long-held position as “the party representing

gender equality” was relativized.
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IV. Reciprocal Impact on
the Women’s Alliance

1. The Downturn of the Women’s Alliance

From the early 1990s onward, the Women’s
Alliance clearly entered a period of decline. This is
evident in its electoral performance. The vote share
for the Women’s Alliance peaked at 10.1% (6 seats)
in 1987, but declined to 8.3% (5 seats) in 1991 and
further to 4.9% (3 seats) in 1995 (Table 1). Behind
this erosion of support lay the fact that other
parties increasingly engaged, both descriptively
and substantively, in enhancing women’s political
representation, accompanied by a corresponding
decline in the competitive advantages previously
held by the Women’s Alliance.

By the 1990s, the necessity of going through
the Women’s Alliance to send women to parliament
had markedly diminished. As major parties
expanded the nomination of women candidates
and increasingly placed women in top positions
on their candidate lists, voters could support
other parties while expecting an expansion of
women’s representation. The Women’s Alliance’s
key advantage was that voting for them guaranteed
an increase in the number of women in parliament.
However, options for achieving women’s
descriptive representation were now relativized
within the party system. Moreover, once major
parties began to proactively nominate women,
voting for larger parties, whose higher vote shares
translated into more seats overall, was more likely
to result in an increase in the number of women
legislators than voting for the Women’s Alliance,
whose seat gains were structurally limited.
Following descriptive representation, this dynamic
likely incentivized voters to avoid supporting the
Women’s Alliance.

Additionally, in 1995, a new party called the
People’s Movement (PM), which split from the
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SDP, entered the political arena. PM was the first
in Iceland to formally appoint a woman, Jéhanna
Sigurdardoéttir, as its party leader3. She had made
history as Iceland’s first woman cabinet minister in
1987 during her time in the SDP and symbolized
women’s representation. Following her defeat in the
SDP’s 1994 leadership election, she left the party
and founded the PM. In the 1995 election, the
party fielded candidates nationwide. It explicitly
advanced gender policies and prioritized women in
the top positions on its candidate lists (Jonsdottir
2007: 229).

As gender mainstreaming in Icelandic politics
progressed, arguments previously championed
by the Women’s Alliance, such as the insufficient
number of women legislators, or how some elected
women did not have feminist ideas, either failed
to resonate with voters or no longer exerted
significant influence (Kristmundsdéttir 1997:
5-6). The Women’s Alliance lost its advantage
in descriptive representation and found itself
in a structurally disadvantaged competitive
environment.

However, the decline of the Women’s Alliance
cannot be solely attributed to quantitative changes
in women’s political participation. If support for
the Women’s Alliance declined simply as a result
of other parties’ more proactive nomination of
women candidates, its electoral support should
have eroded in 1987. In the 1987 election (Table 1),
the total number of women candidates increased
by roughly 10% compared to the previous election,
and the number of women placed in top positions
on the candidate lists of major parties rose by an
average of about 9% (Figure 2). Nevertheless, the
1987 election witnessed the Women’s Alliance
record its highest vote share. This suggests that the
increase in women candidates in other parties, by
itself, was insufficient to account for the Women’s

Alliance’s decline.

In 1987, the PA, the party whose policies
and political stance were closest to those of the
Women’s Alliance, was in the midst of decline and
harbored critical internal rifts (Hardarson and
Kristinsson 1987). Consequently, the Women’s
Alliance was the only party to present gender
equality as a political issue systematically through
its manifesto and campaign. Therefore, in this
moment, the party’s distinctiveness as a route for
producing new women legislators, together with
its ownership of gender issues, was maximized.
However, as the gender issues monopolized by the
Women’s Alliance increasingly came to be shared
by other parties, the party’s decline progressed. In
other words, changes occurred in both descriptive
and substantive representation. The increasing
women’s representation across the political arena
relatively diminished the Women’s Alliance’s
competitive advantage within party competition.

As mentioned, during the 1990s, gender
policy came to be articulated explicitly by the
social democrats and the conservatives, with
gender equality transforming into a shared issue
within inter-party competition. Moreover, major
parties, with a higher likelihood of entering
government, were more likely to realize gender
policies in practice. For instance, the reform of
the parental leave system, long advocated by the
Women’s Alliance, was introduced as a government
bill by a center-right coalition led by the IP and
the PP and was enacted in 2000 (Adalbjorg et al.
2022: 371). While the co-optation of gender issues
by major parties led to the diffusion of gender
equality across the party system, for the Women'’s
Alliance, it represented a loss of competitive
advantage. The decline of Women’s Alliance was
the result of the re-gendering of the Icelandic party
system from the 1980s through the 1990s. As other
parties increasingly nominated women candidates

and co-opted gender issues, a multiplication of



political channels for women’s representation
emerged within the party system. Consequently,
the Women’s Alliance found it increasingly difficult
to sustain its competitive advantage rooted in

women’s political representation.

2. The Emergence of Internal Rifts

As the competitiveness of the Women’s
Alliance declined, the internal rifts over strategy
and identity intensified along four partially
overlapping lines. Particularly, from the 1990s,
differences among women in the party increasingly
came to the fore.

First, internal divisions emerged over
attitudes toward cooperation with other parties.
The most salient point of conflict concerned
whether the party should pursue cooperation with
other parties, including participating in coalition
governments. After significantly increasing its
parliamentary seats in 1987, the Women’s Alliance
became a key actor in coalition negotiations in
the summer of 1987 and in the autumn of 1988.
However, in both instances, the party declined
to join the governing coalition. The central
issue leading to the breakdown of negotiations
was the failure to reach an agreement regarding
the expansion of wage guarantees, including an
increase in the minimum wage (Halldérsdottir
1988: 15). This decision was criticized both
externally and internally, where it was framed as a
failure to “take responsibility””

At the 1991 party congress, cooperation with
other parties for potential coalition participation
became one of the central points of debate.
Kristin Einarsdéttir, who was serving as an MP,
stated that “we have always said that we want
to enter government, but not at any price,” and
argued that the party should not join in such self-
denigrating discourse (Morgunbladid 6 Nov. 1990:

24). However, her view was in the minority within

VI VIR H295 2026%F

the party at the time. In the final resolution of the
party congress, while reaffirming that the Women’s
Alliance would not abandon its fundamental
positions or policies in exchange for cabinet posts,
it was explicitly stated that “the Women’s Alliance
seeks participation in government” (Kvennalistinn
1990).

The issue of cooperation resurfaced during
the 1994 Reykjavik City Council election. The
Women’s Alliance submitted a joint candidate list
with other left-wing parties under the “Reykjavik
List” This proved successful: the four parties
participating in the Reykjavik List formed the
governing coalition in the city council, long
dominated by the conservatives, and Ingibjorg
Solran Gisladottir of the Women's Alliance became
the city’s first woman mayor.

While this victory marked an important
advance in women’s politics in Iceland, it also
intensified the internal rifts within the Women’s
Alliance. As discussed below, Ingibjorg Sélrun
Gisladottir, a former Women’s Alliance MP who
later became mayor, often departed from the
party’s official position. She represented Reykjavik
and that facilitated her pursuit of an independent
course. Since the Women’s Alliance originated in
the Reykjavik Women’s Slate and drew its strongest
electoral support from the capital, the Reykjavik
group held a comparatively strong influence
within the party. Despite internal criticism that
cooperation with established left-wing parties
would abandon the Women’s Alliance’s principle
of remaining outside the traditional left-right
spectrum (Kristmundsdottir 1997: 7), the
Reykjavik group proceeded with the alliance.
Paradoxically, this municipal electoral victory
deepened internal rifts and accelerated the party’s
organizational decline.

Second, divisions emerged over whether

Iceland should join the European Economic
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Area (EEA). The EEA Agreement, which entered
into force in 1994, enabled the member states of
the European Free Trade Association (EFTA),
including Iceland, to access the European Union
(EU) market while remaining outside it. The
Women’s Alliance was divided between women
who were skeptical of economic cooperation
with EU countries and those who favored a more
internationalist orientation.

Disagreements over the EEA surfaced
at the 1992 party congress. Gisladottir called
for a revision of the party’s opposition to EEA
membership, arguing that non-participation
in European integration would be detrimental
to Iceland’s interests. In contrast, Kristin
Astgeirsdoéttir, an MP, argued that the EEA’s
centralized and male-dominated framework
was incompatible with the party’s principle of
“sustainable development,” defending the existing
party line. The party congress resolution reaffirmed
that the party’s position on EEA membership
would not change. The resolution explicitly stated
that “this decision shall serve as a guideline for the
Alliance’s activities within and beyond parliament,
at the same time, it does not require women in
the party to vote against their own convictions”
(Kvennalistinn 1992: 8).

As Kitschelt (2006: 278-290) argued for
movement parties, the pressure to take positions
beyond their once-distinctive agenda can produce
coordination problems, and the EEA issue did
precisely that in the Women’s Alliance.

This applied to the internal conflicts within
the Women’s Alliance over the EEA issue as well.
In the parliamentary vote on EEA membership
in 1993, one of the Women’s Alliance’s five MPs
abstained, defying the party line (Halldérsdottir
1993: 26-30). This marked a moment when
internal rifts became publicly apparent.

Third, the second point was rooted in the

divide between rural and urban areas. Women
in urban areas, such as Reykjavik, were more
receptive to internationalization and worried
that rigid opposition to the EEA would cost
the Women’s Alliance support in the capital. By
contrast, women representing rural areas, where
farming and fishing remained central, feared that
Iceland’s participation in the EEA would bring
stricter regulation to these sectors. Some rural
women warned that, if the party reversed its
position, they would refuse to nominate women
candidates from rural constituencies (Stephensen
1994: 31).

Fourth, a generational divide emerged
within the party. According to Jonsdottir (2007:
224-225), who produced a comprehensive study
of the Women’s Slate and the Women’s Alliance,
the party emphasized “sisterhood” and solidarity
as women since its founding. This emphasis
was characteristic of feminism in the 1970s and
1980s. However, younger women influenced by
postmodernism, from the 1990s, placed greater
emphasis on diversity among women than on the
bonds between them as a singular group.

Bjornsdoéttir and Kristmundsdéttir (1995)
argued that the Women’s Alliance retained
elements of essentialism, which treated women’s
ethical and moral distinctiveness as rooted in a
“women’s culture” (kvennamenning) shaped by
gender roles and reproductive capacities. Younger
members, however, rejected this view, emphasized
diversity among women, and reflected a more
postmodern feminist orientation (Stephensen
1994: 31). During the 1990s, these differences
increasingly outweighed the commonalities that

once held the party together.

3. The Demise
Gender mainstreaming did not directly bring

about the dissolution of the Women’s Alliance, but



undermined its internal integration. In the 1995
general election, the Women’s Alliance secured
only 4.9% of the votes, which was below its
founding level, and was left with only three seats.
Simultaneously, within the party system, initiatives
intensified the reconfiguration of political power
relationships through electoral cooperation and
integration among the fragmented left-wing forces.
This situation pushed the party toward a strategic
choice between maintaining an independent slate
and joining a broader left-wing alignment. At this
juncture, internal conflicts became even more
acute.

Immediately after the 14th party congress in
1996, Kristin Halldérsdéttir, then an MP, stated
in a newspaper interview that “if it is possible to
achieve our goals in a way different from the path
we have taken so far, then of course we should
consider it” (Morgunbladid, 5 Nov. 1996: 10).
Furthermore, the success of the Reykjavik List
in the 1994 municipal elections gave momentum
to the pro-merger faction within the party. They
frequently justified the merger in terms of scaling
up the success of the Reykjavik List to the national
level.

Notably, at this juncture, the gender issues
advanced by the Women’s Alliance had already,
to some extent, diffused across the party system.
At the time, left-wing parties included politicians
with feminist ideas and even within the Women’s
Alliance it was difficult to categorically deny this
reality. A prominent example was Sigurdardottir, a
veteran social democrat and the leader of the PM.
Similarly, regarding Margrét Frimannsdottir, who
became the leader of the PA in 1995, there were
voices within the Women’s Alliance expressing
trust in her leadership (Halldorsdottir 1996).

The perception that cooperation or merger
with left-wing parties, whose members included

such women and which were actively committed

VI VIR H295 2026%F

to gender equality, would enhance the feasibility
of realizing the Women’s Alliance’s principles
and policy goals rendered the party’s continued
existence as an independent organization less
necessary. Hence, the reconfiguration of the left
was a decisive factor that made dissolution a
politically meaningful option for the Women’s
Alliance and enabled it to operate as a realistic
political choice. The 15th party congress in
1997 constituted a critical juncture that led to
the dissolution of the Women’s Alliance. At this
congress, contentious debates took place over the
participation in a joint candidate list with other
parties for the 1999 election. The most symbolic
moment occurred at the outset of the discussion,
when Hulda Olafsdéttir, a pro-merger figure,
proposed that those in favor of merger stand up,
and more than half of the attendees rose to their
feet. This was a profound shock to the opponents
of merger, who reportedly could not comprehend
what was happening and were left stunned
(Astgeirsdéttir 1999)4.

The proposal to participate in negotiations
for a joint candidate list was put to a vote and
approved by 38 votes to 16, with six abstentions
(Kvennalistinn 1997). The three MPs were
completely divided: Gudny Gudbjornsdottir
voted in favor, Halldorsdoéttir abstained, and
Astgeirsdottir voted against the proposal.
Following this decision, many women from the
anti-merger faction left the Women’s Alliance,
including several members from the party’s first
generation and founding members.

Subsequently, at the 16th party congress in
1998, participation in a joint candidate list with
left-wing parties for the next election was formally
ratified. This agreement stipulated that one of the
top three positions on the candidate list in every
constituency must be allocated to a candidate from
the Women’s Alliance (Jonsdottir 2007: 233).
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At the 17th party congress in 1999, the final
congress of the Women’s Alliance, it was agreed
to form a “new political force” together with the
SDA (Kvennalistinn 1999). This decision amounted
to a merger. Although the Women’s Alliance did
not formally declare its dissolution, this congress
decision marked the end of its existence as an
independent political party. The dissolution of
the Women’s Alliance was determined by an
“exit” in the form of a merger with other parties
through the reconfiguration of the left against a
backdrop of deepening internal rifts due to gender

mainstreaming within the party system.

V. Conclusion

It is argued here that the decline of women’s
parties must be understood relationally through
their interactions with the party system. In Iceland,
the Women’s Alliance contributed in transforming
the male-dominated party system, but its success
encouraged other parties to recruit more women
candidates and adopt gender issues, eroding its
competitive advantages. Finally, participation in
the realignment of the left set the Women’s Alliance
on an irreversible dissolution path. In sum, its
demise was the outcome of successive internal
conflicts among women as the party came under
sustained pressure from structural changes in the
party system. These findings support the diffusion
dilemma that describes a sequence in which the
success of a women’s party promotes gender
mainstreaming, eroding the party’s viability.
Dissolution becomes irreversible when an already
weakened organization is hit by an external or
internal trigger.

However, as the Icelandic case demonstrates,
the success of a women’s party generates a diffusion

dilemma only under specific conditions. First, the

issues and forms of representation advanced by
women’s parties must be absorbed and shared
by established parties. Second, the competitive
distinctiveness of women’s parties must diminish in
the eyes of voters. Third, the erosion of competitive
advantages must interact with other organizational
vulnerabilities to generate a sustained process
of organizational disintegration. The diffusion
dilemma should not be understood as a linear and
inevitable link between a women’s party’s success
and demise.

A mechanism similar to the diffusion
dilemma can also be observed among other
types of niche parties. For instance, in the case of
issue-based parties such as green parties, the co-
optation of policy agendas by mainstream parties
can erode their competitive advantages. However,
the competitive advantage of women’s parties
rests not only on their policy claims (substantive
representation) but also on their capacity to supply
women candidates and enhance the visibility
of women in politics, that is, descriptive and
symbolic representation. As a result, diffusion into
mainstream parties does not merely reconfigure
policy competition; it also transforms the structure
of political representation by reshaping those
recognized as legitimate political representatives.
The diffusion dilemma reveals not only the
mainstreaming of a particular policy domain
but also reconstitution of gendered patterns of
representation within the political space. Precisely
because the diffusion dilemma is derived from
the analysis of women’s parties’ decline, it offers
broader theoretical leverage in capturing how
diffusion affects inter-party competition and the
structure of political representation itself.

The diffusion dilemma framework offers
comparisons beyond Iceland. The Japanese party,
Seikatsusha Nettowa-ku (Netto), for instance, has

survived longer as a “proactive women’s party”



that prioritizes women’s practical interests while
to some extent accepting dominant gender roles
(Shin 2020). In this case, the diffusion of Netto’s
distinctiveness has been more gradual, while a
locally rooted organizational base was maintained.
The way and speed at which the diffusion dilemma
operates may vary according to the type of women’s
party, the issues it advances, its organizational base,
and the structure of the party system. Therefore,
the diffusion dilemma is useful as an analytical
framework to compare such variations across
cases.

The framework is also useful for shorter-lived
cases, where a decline may reflect limited diffusion
or weak receptivity within established politics
rather than successful mainstreaming. Comparing
the lifecycles of women’s parties using the diffusion
dilemma framework helps clarify the extent and
limits of the institutionalization of gender equality
demands across political communities.

The diffusion dilemma serves as a starting
point for theorizing about the decline of women’s
parties. This concept offers a perspective to analyze
the emergence, decline, and dissolution of women’s
parties in theoretical terms. Moreover, it may
provide a framework for capturing the process
and limitations of the institutionalization of
gender politics. Further research should examine,
through a broader range of comparative cases, the
conditions under which this mechanism operates

and the different forms it may take.
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Notes

1 There is a small number of women'’s parties,
beyond the Icelandic case, that have demonstrated
a relatively durable organizational presence with

sustained electoral success, such as the Gabriela
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Women's Party in the Philippines and the Japanese
local party, Seikatsusha Nettowa-ku (Cowell-Meyers
et al. 2020: 6-7).

2 Yet, the Women’s Alliance attracted a non-
negligible share of support from women with more
conservative orientations (Hardarson 1994: 64).

3 The Women'’s Alliance was officially a party without
a formal party leader.

4 The pro-merger faction called for this declaration
of positions at the beginning of the debate because
they feared the persuasive power of the opposing
women, anticipating that a significant number of
members might be swayed toward the opposing
camp once the discussion was underway (Jonsdottir
2007: 232).
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—EH T YWY EMNIZIR - YHGHIIEHRI ETHD - YT FIZLTOIEERS]
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alll hE”

AiiE, HR7 A 7 MEReY T - Y POREMAG[ I A - AT FE3] (1950) LT H 3 - v~
F OB Z LTS ] (1977) 2RI, T EHEND BRI &7 b1 E i s i o B
ME 74 THROBLD O AT 5o WM Tl EFREEHA S B L 72 W72 6 [HA] OKE*
HENb—F, PRIBEERHIERRPLEEIE, FRiE, 7)Y X)) vy FO[ LA T vk
BLUOVaTA A - NI =D AT 0a) -V =¥ —|arBH L. 2L 5ORGERIEEI RS
RS & > THE SN FABBUSHMAR E N T GERZ FiAMH o S OIS, [Hi) R % Bk 2 WE O
BELTTRAEL, BRT AU D AZER LD 2 1 7 2 B8R A A A S 5 28 & L CHEMT %,

F—TJ—R:HRZT7AVAAXE, YT - Y<Eb, UhT YU F, LAET VEGE X503 —1

Ty —

. [ZFC®IC

T . ¥ ~-E b (Hisaye Yamamoto, 1921-
2011) &7 4 3 - ¥~ 7 F (Wakako Yamauchi,
1924-2018) (&, &b IZRELHO—HOMB O
T AN T ANV TISHELZZHART A A
HDVERTH B0 5B RIEFREAIZT V) VI
RA L YOHANEFICRES N, €2 TZA
13 H ¥ [#] Poston Chronicle % 564734 A7 & L TH
RO, HEIZES LT FORKBEREF A
T2 EFRAMOFEETHL ), Fuy—-) v
I - < %7 FJF )UK (Dorothy Ritsuko McDonald)
Exydy o

#%“Both [Yamamoto and Yamauchi’s works]

= 2 —<  (Katharine Newman)

show the deterioration of the family, the changing
role of women, the bleakness of farm life, the
transformation of Japanese traditions into Japanese-
American culture.” (McDonald and Newman 1980:

22) LARIET 200 . T AO R I3 B AT

HHENL. YT MOFEME /A & — V—[alf]
(“The High-Heeled Shoes, A Memoir” 1948) (Z(% "/
NALEVIUDFX T8 =08 L, £727~
TFLYYEFDOEMEDP L OB RO TV 5,
HRII2=7 1%, JHEL DX Z LR 22
IR 2o T Y~ E M. HROEHKR
LEZEHRL I 2=7 1 ORI S OHEMETH <
YYTFE, AY VALENIH L LOD, WH
E7 T RT AN AR B\ THEST &
N2 EBLIFLIETHD

ATV~ DOFRAG I A - FH T
F 1zt ] (“The Legend of Miss Sasagawara” 1950) &
Y~ FO[Z L TOIZE 5 ] (“And the Soul Shall
Dance” 457 1966, i 1977) % B Y FIF, Had$
5o WIEIEE RIS iR EE T, RE
TEETO HARRE & 2SN OE G LRI
RBpbb00, MOV OFEY OHIZ [HEK]
EIRESND N EH L, H)F-breEE

* RFRTKRZEFHEA
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D F A, 2 FF - F)3— b (Sandra Gilbert)
L A —H - Z/—/3— (Susan Gubar) O The
Madwoman in the Attic (1979) 1X. 19 DI
(y¥y—uayb-Tur7Oldefr - TT7]R
VA F—=AT 4, TVa—TY - ITYF v}
5 OVEaR) 1281 5 LA TR LEROH
KL & o THRWIZH FFEBEY 12D [ER
FEINEBORON)FIEL) § 58z 55
Wi %o CONEREDEZ NG T > a7 2
77232 A NCEHEFOMEIZB W THER
THhbET AV ¥ -7 (Sau-ling C. Wong)
LT 71)— -4 %7 (Jeffrey J. Santa Ana) 1
“...Asian American women’s writing has its share of
madwomen, whose insanity may be read as a product
of society’s repressions.” (Wong and Santa Ana 1999:
203) LA RLHS | R2EmE KM LB L LT
B TWho R TRY LIF st b b e
NHHIR B EANBER L . HAT 2 ) 7 AAb &R
HEFEfEL LT 2 WEOR T IR ] & LTl
PNBIZE o7z, LV DAER L o TWw5 3,

A% v - 3 (Stan Yogi) 1&, B E o
B2 B4l CTERDFE ) 2RO &9 IR AT
5o

[R] eaders discover the Issei women'’s defiance
in much the same way as do the daughters who
observe their mothers: through indirect actions
and perceptions that often defy definitive
explication. These narratives... subtly suggest,
through the reactions of Nisei daughters to
their mothers, the transformations of the very

standards the mothers violate. (Yogi 1992: 132)

ORI £ 912, AL bOBEIERAL
D N2 72 DR $HRBTR I A BV (2 2
5L DTIERL, 9 o 72BN R
BHEE G 2T A MEICH L. K THE L
WOIE, INHE2EMOHARANTI 2254128
W] LR S KAORHIZLZIS
A BN DRSS, Bl BN & b MEEIE &

biE LEWEEAT TR HThHL, TN
PRI HIGH S OUREDORRFIZ I E > T
WHOD, FO[7 4 T 1 DS, HaHE 2 %
il Lo B & AR 9 5 AT R & R L C
WAHITIIEREICE DN S, DU HIFEERFEIC
BLOAD Y [ 725 b EMiR & L TORER
WAZMZ TW54Y L ThRILERL =T
BN BB S A M2 DIFENE, TR
LOHERRL LT 227 ) T 4 DBEUEFE LA D
HTHEUALER, RESND I LML
TWhHDOTHh b,

M OBRIEL R U5, BRI 2 3Lk -
X MHEREERT L[V A — - Ty F
(Sisterhood, Zr 4[4 o #a4r) | Ok & 13 %
ThbrH)e LOLARTEITFIZY X Yy
7 (Adrienne Rich) @533 % [ 5 il 19 5 1% %% |
(compulsory heterosexuality) . [ L X ¥ 7 > i 5
{£] (lesbian continuum) & ¥ 274 A - /N } T —
(Judith Butler) O LA [ ATy —MY =~
% — | (melancholy gender) D& IMKIL . ¥~
EFEMDO[IA-FHHTIIEHIBLITY~YTFO
BEHR T2 L Ui 2] 2505 %0 AREIZT
IS OEEME AT 5 01E, ) 24FmIZ
55 R L O BARYEDS & 2 IC BUE B EF O
Ve 2 72 & 2 A TR S L WH B4k
2. BUENTTHREOIN R T A5 Th b,

DR ZEH T3 M) & LTRSS b
[IA - I HTIEH] O~ (Mari), [Z LT
AM3HE 2] o3 3 (Emiko) % [HL] %5 L5
LIZEH L. BRSO ZHEANEBNR > TR
1t - - SWREE OB % Bl 2 & THRA B
MOBEREHET D, £DH) 2T, Y IZFHES
D TF 7 (Kiku) OB LRRE, TI22/ED
~ ¥ (Masako) DIFFF L LWV oz ZNEND
AT REES I LTHFEZ, EHEO S
L) MaSEoN500EHL2II LoD, i
VeI BT 2 ZVEF-L DO BIRIED & o\ & T i
WTW{, ZRETIZE, [HER]IFRXEHPR
EREPMEOEHE E LTRRDE L 5N T &7,
L2 Ly AFTIE, [ 1§Z2 0 b O OFFEHL



EEFELT. ML BICIREL 2 50—
ThbLiEN)TFTHALF 7R~ a—LOMR

W [ &R SN L% 7215 Tk <,
29 L ICEE DI o b i b o1t
THIBT 2 LDTELRWIFER KD, LD L9
WIS, F280 X IHEEn T oRr
AT A Z & T AR T F 5 E Ko
FHREHERHTDITTHRABET Z L 2H A b,

. FHIEFArD [T ]
—ER B Y4 —HE

MR R O BART A ) A ANOTRENE
FixHeEed5IA- T T3] OfE0 F
ThoHF71E, EEVY~E MPERICNE ST
V72 BIEE D AR LE & SO S & 72 20 CRTE O Lot &
LTHRESN TV D, L72So THLLl v 4L
B ETVWLO7EH, #HREBRS Z L wHARRH
LWV T, KEICRAYY L b ET 5,
BEEOLMEL L TOF AT 2 B E 2050
K THIT X7 ORNIELT5IA - 4T
Z (Miss Sasagawara) = & < 1) 1&, LU 2R % JEBH
DiEHZETE LR RIRLTENIIH LT EF
ARDY - L LTOMELTHLTNRLHTDH
MRS &9 72, JTlTmid~) ok s v a
TUTFAIZDNT,

...... vy THEGOLRNT, BEHINLE
Tholz, HliZiE, L HET 7714 X
ADETHAEXNES5To TIA4T 7 =D
N %8 T NT v 7 AN OB
&5 To F v r FaZ SR 5k
FIZEoT, IAX-HHFTFEALNDD
IF T 7z, (JTIL 2001: 286)

EER L. BEHEROME LTAT 1 rvfbsh
TVt 35, 2L OHRADEDS LTz Ef
T & L. BRI AR E O R WINERT T
M DR RV B 2 & OWEEIZEIR AT NS,
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INLYY) ZEHRT L0, ez R
ILDOWESEBIT 5L 2FS aWigd & L
THEREL . TR DOFMICATE & 723, e
BROMFESTERMT 5 L )12, ~VICHT 250
HIEE, NT v 7 OEANTZEOMTREbENZY
ORHATEKANTIIVY =BFXF 7B 22 DTH
D, BABEFoTRALOBALLEEZ AL TR
EIND ZOEIIEEIEICKRITE 2 EAVRIE S
TWwas,
FUHRE, TO LD RIEEEED L s
BEADICHET ., & DFREEMRN A&
DL BBERLRE > TV b, FU <) ZE%
TLEEIE. ROBIHIZHD L)~ ) OFENA
E2 ) DAL DTN T B ENDHE 5
AN S o

Her daily costume, brief and fitting closely to
her trifling waist, generously billowing below,
and bringing together arrestingly rich colors
like mustard yellow and forest green, appeared
to have been cut from a coarse-textured
homespun; her shining hair was so long it
wound twice about her head to form a coronet;
her face was delicate and pale, with a fine nose,
pouting bright mouth, and glittering eyes; and
her measured walk said, “Look, I'm walking!” as
though walking were not a common but a rather
special thing to be doing. (Yamamoto [1950]
2001: 20)

BXFRENS LAWY OIRERIES #HW»
Z. NV —F L LToORBEICHRL, £IE L
LCOEMWZZEROTERTHY . ¥ 71320
EHBEL TS, L2 LINEFORFEMKIZ. <Y
DIDEI)BRR|RFRLEEFZLSELTTIEL,
MW S L720 S ERBMITZIT RS, Bl S
DPEE N D AT 4 < EHILT B, PhD
FEHbDAR=VIZH U DT R IE 2 EZ Tk
Ty, RoTwaPiEYa— - av 74
(Joe Yoshinaga) D¥LICTZEDEHE RODH Tz

77



78

®Bigmx | Dl CiEonBRALes

ED) [BIAHAT L, EDT AT AT 54 X —
TVERMEL TV FET 2 MMEOHIE, K
DIRD NI T 2HAD S OPERICK L THIE
BLCTHY, IHEREEL LD LiX L%\,

Fo, YUIER L NG v 2 1IEGREN R — A
AW TRIEOFENER LIS & KEFOHE
THAZY . RFARERTARE L 2B IS E A 5
DO E BN > TR L) b5, WHTFOFT
R TNIR— AR o T ) OBBRICAY At
BYEDIT A, O FANZER & FRN H O
BAZMES ST, MR RS &, Efio
[fi7% (“pawing”) | (Yamamoto [1950] 2001: 26)
HERNFOEIP ZOT e LSOz R
B %, o s 07BN, o H kIR
AL &) ET2HUAOEITEHIEIZR L T 5
IEYV—-FThb,

INAEFNTHAENDE I NLDIE Y — Nid,
L3 LAMRPHETHE V) DI TIE R L, v 1EH
HREEEC N ORI T8 2 EERIGEZ L7z T
HbHHo LT EROFTEH,SIE, HHIZ
AF 08 A A L. BARIEFEAEISKH LT
FHIRER 72REEC [ BE2E T2 MY v
o AT —UNFEPT L5 TL Do Fr v hYR
WL, vV EEEOWEZZT TV,
FENHET bbb, K262 5I1RE LTOH
JE. I I2=27 4 D5%2F 5 RERMEE LTo
£, HEINIANLDO—BE L THE»L2T 5
WEITHY ., <) OFFEIEZN S D5 [kl ] 3
BAftE LCo[HR] &) 1T TH S (Cheung
1993=2015:114), €9 9% &, HLHHE D &k
NOBRAEHA, HEDOX 7 227 5 14 %8R
EERBT AL, MEEOEMAE LS 2 L Tl
FRRE 2GS 287 + —~ 7 1 7P &
AbNb, $1-HAZ[RONLIHFHELELTHR
THEELIEL LT, FFAORMEEZSIED
T 5o Y VIIHEER S HEO HAZEL LA S
b, MWAEOHRKE LY . B 2 WEHGO
AR T 5D TH L.

= KRETLDHEEZZAZT L L7 id, <
VICBS BIEZRD X9 R S,

... I, who had so newly had some contact
with the recorded explorations into the virgin
territory of the human mind, sagely explained
that Miss Sasagawara had no doubt looked upon
Joe Yoshinaga as the image of either the lost
lover or the lost son. But my words made me
uneasy by their glibness, and I began to wonder
seriously about Miss Sasagawara for the first

time. (Yamamoto [1950] 2001: 32)

WL OFRIL~ ) 128 L CTHIENTH 57215 T
<y oW A S o LIRCHD 72w & v )
ELTChEw b, FFE, FriE~v) LoRLNT
BHROHT, ZAZV I rHEcHRL L%
WLATWS, HDHWE, F7I3RHIIT) &
NEY) TEHEALD L 2L THEICHT AN
LR ET A LI T B, TS ANREE
LLWEHARD L7E—0EETHY . ko
BwBRWIE Y — FE LTFAISN TS, i
BV BUAT, pOBERETOHRB LR &
DI KEINC TR [ 2 L0 % I 25
2O REMLTWmEEML, vy aT vk
SEPEYDENTVWE, LTV [HTOE A L
WEBEIIAEE R EHDH LI, FriEv
DS ERADZ EIZE 5T B ITHA
DRWFE A FIE L 3 2 BEAF ORI AHT T L
D72 VRO A D 5 5. TNSFHFONIZD
HOLMREEEEML 72 EBRL TV D,
COZANOBRMEIL. ROMY ) v FORET
LILACT v #Eifk] oL v A% @3 2L T&
DESEDSET DL ICEDbN S,
LXET Vit & v HEC . KAOH
CRZEORBORE L UOAD) — — A—
ANOTDOAFE D9 U, BREEkET D 56<
OB %5 AIGEERNIDTH > T,
72 AN DD I b DT BRRIRRE D b
L LCIEERNICZ) WIOBMEEZNWECEn
AEELZ T ELTWVADTIE RV, FNE
OB C, ZREDL -2 %L DMzt o—



R LENE DO E 2 AR AT, D2k
WG OLA . BOEHNISILT 48, 52
FHY CEOAI 2 XFF D52 o\ 2 @ L Ta
I B 29 3L, BB IRE
FHTRE SNZOERO BT T, BT
ERVETAHICEINTE L LOREE &L
DHEOPWIZ, R BIEfliE Lo s L9 1
% %o (Rich 1986=2025: 85-6 i 5 30)

2DV v F ORI, Y RITACEREO S E
2D LR oML L) KE SHE TR
HIEEEBTHLLDTHD, Vo Fld%ELm
VEDS VLD BRI HE RS % HEFE S 2 BEFZHIE (=
Rl OFIZH > TH, FEICHT 25k~ i
AWEL TV A DT Tk < TEAR]? (Rich
1986=2025:96) % # ATV 5 LR L 720 Ik
T ORI IR F 2 BB, SR, SREAT A
A A T T BMEE AR 35 3b
BV TREMOBESATHAL S N L HEEE IS
UHY Ly 3 S V7B TR 20 B O I8 % A4 &
LI ERHARTZDTH S,
RENCTHRF LT 22 Ao BWTE
PRI 70 2CHE 38O TRRERI T b . MPEZ R
AHREICHRE LD, BT ATy T4 74120
WCHE-720 b L, TNELZDY) v FOH
JER T LT, RME L SND <) I
FHN5F 7 ORI, BEEFLTRCHEE
LS N A A S I 2 IENED SR VIR
TEIBI R RREE RIS 2 EAREIC 2 b, F 1
) v FARER S S [HORMER., #FEEN. 1§
TR TR T 5 FERE LT, Z~DHEM%
Z DR | (Rich 1986=2025: 83) |2 Sl & % 48 <
DL RMERPIR L TR 205 TH b,
713, FFZERET <) QBRI TRF
BREIFR IR ATEN O T S, Milclc & 5128
FL7ZWEW) BB X HZ 5. L LEFIZEW
2SR B2 B LT T NNy A %H
HRICED LW BFOMBNEEHE T
%o W H G ORE & I FEEHEOMEE & DM
WZIENEIC . FEEZEISALEEORAIEZ) v F
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OF ) EHRAEO—HEr R L TWwAHEFL L) L
72 o THERMOFBIZHN SN DY) O
. F e o THEZ RS> THASNSE Y, 20
Fix, KBS D S OB EHEDOD L LED
AT G2 £ 1) . A& EATHEH AR L
TRIREANE BB S TLEoE, 7TAU=Zv Y
WZFEDLDTH 5,

This man was certainly noble, the poet wrote,
this man was beyond censure. The world was
doubtless enriched by his presence. But say
that someone else, someone sensitive, someone
admiring, someone who had not achieved this
sublime condition and who did not wish to,
were somehow called to companion such a
man. Was it not likely that the saint, blissfully
bent on cleansing from already radiant soul
the last imperceptible blemishes (for, being
perfect, would he not humbly suspect his own
flawlessness?) would be deaf and blind to the
human passions rising, subsiding, and again
rising, perhaps in anguished silence, within
the selfsame room? The poet could not speak
for others, of course; she could only speak
for herself. But she would describe this man’s
devotion as a sort of madness, the monstrous
sort which, pure of itself, might possibly bring
troublous, scented scenes to recur in the other’s
sleep. (Yamamoto [1950] 2001: 33)

FHATVIL, FBHEWEE S ERLERA T4
FoIlE L SN XBOBEMI 24, HE
WELMELZ [HER] TH1 e, ikt 2o
BENTNOFFH 2 IR L THAEL T, T
DB B EROIT & A EDIEBLEMIRTTE LT
WL, ZOFZFINEr MG S T
Sl EVIBHETBHMAT)HEORELZDOTH
%o EMOMEEXERERT 5 2 OFILEFE T, F2
AENF TR LAz A &) 2SI BER 255
5o ZIUIMER D F 72 AR HE OFEF A 8 L
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TLAMRZFHABN VL BBV SRS T
HDo TOMFATEEIDZ . ZOFIF 7 %
IS EOD L HHOWN % 2 RBIEIE I filh S
LR LDOTH DL, Z L THHEIIZZ
(2 BRI TS LAD SN L L)
T A A B OIE BT Z 2 F S [E v
A7) =] L WIHER] TH B HEMITIMZ S G
H2004: 211), ER., 4. TLTCRELLOH
EENTYOHNMMIZONWT, ZOEHL2HErZ L
TG TR NIE LIS72F 713, ME—EK
DR Z o TROD T2 2okt
NEEDOSF D —EM LD TR ZWES)
2,
CIZTL)—DOHMALZVOIEIN T —DFH
[(AFra)—WPzry—]OMaThib, 7
o A  (Sigmund Freud) 25 [$8& 25 > 3 1) — |
(1917=2018) THE/R L 7= [[A]—1L ] (identification)
ICBWT, TlidEbhdg B -k
L CHBAREER L. HEHERED S
WETEATEHEEND, 701 b2 HERLAT
71~ (Jacques Lacan) 13, FERIZFEELME~D
F—1b% L TR SN DD, Z0HCILHE I
TEEEN - AEBE (BB TabB X
DHIICREING L) RRLENHR) ITKF L
BN TAEERFETH L L Lz /N b
=t [V x> %— - bF 7)) (Gender Trouble,
1990=2018) 2B VT, IS % HWH MY RMEE
(heteronormativity) ZHift & L72ET NV TH S &
Al Ly F—(LIZEENRERY v ¥ — 5 Et
DIFTIERL, G LARENZANERTH S &
it IO INEEN R T AV N A N G B =
L%V x>y —0[{75%171% ] (performativity)
OB, Vo v F—%EE SN REOUE
WZaE—tTH 2 LT HHENDH L, ThbE,
FIFAUEANORLELEEL & N7 RO RS EL
ERRbNARE L TbN S, BEEAICTE
IR T S EDFFENLNVEDOMEIEI AT a3 —
M BTN L. AL L CEKIERb M
MR EFA—LTHIETIHLLE R[S L
SlEvolT oy —HEEARHT L LR

b, EVIHBOT, IHA[ATya) -y =
V=] LIS,

¥ 7 1392F%. “T hoped my body would be as smooth
and spare and well-turned when I was thirty-nine.”
(Yamamoto [1950] 2001: 22) & RT3 X 9
2 BEIICE <) DL B v v F—
LD 2RI L T\ b A< ) OFZHA
7205, “It was ... erratically brilliant and, though
the first readings, tantalizingly obscure” (Yamamoto
[1950] 2001: 32) &3~ % & 9 (25 B & R
[ZHENEY ARIE, B 2 B RO RN T 7
v BHSD) BIZE U225 BIHE RN 2 &G
~DEE - BRORAGIRETH L LR DL LN
T&5%, $bb, WKOBEHRS 2A4%1E, M+
SNTHEDHELEZ DS DND/IS=Zy 7 TH) |
BROBHKFA—-MEwELG L. 714 T 2FHEZH
CEoPFERDIDTH Do fFEVEMIA ¥
FEa2—I2T, HHOH S AW HIZow TR
FIHD X9 125ES.

I'm what you call a humorist manqué. Every time
I started a story I would try to be funny, and it
would always end up kind of tragic sometimes,
so I don’t know what happens between my
intention and the outcome. Those characters
take over and go down to destruction. (Cheung

2000: 347)

T<E MERICEL T A2 REANW B, 41
LT L SZERE KD - TB ), RELSCER
RIEE o TEYT 5. iU, RETTHE L
2l IA - FHTTFEFLITBWTH KT,
(L] L SNV T TR EVFEXFZ0H
BENZITIUE RS RV, F Y UHEHMT A L9
2. F 7 OPIEZFE D ASUCHEE . WEEOER
ThsWEMAEY & IEF] 22 %2 5 &
9 12 (Cheung 1993=2015: 105) X #FE X L Tw
LHDTH5B, B, WALHH, a3 2=71%&
MHEDEICEY . ‘mad (FE->TWw5) 127> Tw
(=) OEIRAFRINTH A5, AEMITIER



MOXEEBEL THAE L, HENLERET O
DFEFZ L F, ROIEFE< VI LT mad (DIF
FEHRoTnD, EFIILD) THYRNELED
T AT R BRI S5 2 E R WIRRT
WZhole [IA -V HT IEH] 1T, ERPLL
LHESHEL S OBRBIZ L VEIF SN2 26 D,
HOoo&IZBFIES L) & Ltk
&L ZTOEBAROWEETZEL TWEEER b,

. BHICHES 3]
—HRTHOBEHEO DX

Y~YEM, YT FOMEOVERIHEKT 5
B LT IROFED % L TR M o Rl R 72
R WREBIOHENH S 2SN L H T, FHo
s a7 ) TANELELN TV S (BFE
B 1997:245) T EDTRF SN TR 205, AR TH
I 2MEmIZd BT IR S DS EEIEHEAL
DLWz DE 7 227 1) T 4 1B GRS T H1H
PHAEIND, WHOHRANORY; 2 I 2 =7 4
D2FEEAZRDWFEIZ L CLIEM2) 1. FA
NHIBEADI LA - 4 (Mrs. Oka) = &
I3 aDOBIEELEREELTWES &) EADS
WHNTW D, BIEERITARIER Z [— O KER
[ E 2 HEASEIGE L AR & o THIREIL L T
Tk C Vv RERLTWA ] L v T, [98
WMo [oOFFEY )] Th 5 BT D (i
B 2001: 102), AEICTIX AL RT R EL &
DECHED TS Bl E i 2o
DL JEER D FEICH VT, IR IS
RTDERGBEIRLBOICEIN T
MY %o

5T % (Murata) &4 7 (Oka) K&V ) 2K
T&B O RDHNEY S A ARERI, oY ~E
MERE LKL T, ZERLOZROPICHEE
R, B B2 %% L) % CHR
LTW5b, #E /) (Hana) 1%, A0
ICHEARSRABMOREZEEZFH LT (=T
% & FXEMMOWAFR OB ERILICH S L
PREVEIIICHD ITNED), BRI OMKER

VI VIR H295 2026%F

2D S BETOH N NV KL L) &
The FlonFlE, FIT (FARVPHAEATEHH
F728) ORAICEICRNZRS ) IAY — - F
7 (Mr. Oka) (2K LChH, 1 E5IXHRET 27
FTCROTERBOI LA EZTIRLE) L9
IZEBEOLT Do PUPOHRANOBENIZH
H¥FFadb, Nt EEHoZD, I LoKG
OILEREZN T, b4 Ao 24
DLW BIE, FFLERITLEH12, Hkd
TR AR W N B2 288 2 72 [ Ak B o 72
(“interwoven”) ] (Yogi 1992: 134) PAfRME% $#7R L
TWwb,

BRELTOBLVAFOT, EFEfEE LTH
WIZBITE ) HARADEDFEFNICE S b 072
B ZOINRICAER T S NDL DN, T T L
LANOHLERTYT A THD 2ADE7 T2
7T A MO KRN OB, MEE, AR 1E
CHPLICE S THE - HESN TV, ¥Ha
HLIINOBLEINIT 2 ERBIIGEEEZZE 2

X o T “saru shibai” (Yamauchi [1977] 1994: 180) &
RSN, Fhkibidhwiz, #FEREOE
IR 720 FICAD L) BIIENLZ LR
LT, RXELE LTOHE S OREREHER: L 7
B x% TR BT 2 _LB#E A LE D S
FEANAXTTE—WHOWHEOT, ) 71 )=
THA R TUINNL—IZES LTV BER O
Thbo I IANWEBLE DOBIRIZ BV T %
LTV AICIEFERTRETH L, HDE, L
) o) AESHTRYZRILTLEW. A
LEMEL N PLED LN, BOIZELE TV
5o TCRFBLLBIISTBE, BT~ a2
WERLMODFEL L (T2, FHELZEWE
BOSEL, HRPL T A ROWEF T APk L
TL B e, NFRIE~Y ol Bl & ZE Il
REREO, v IOBHIVEIE—ERT 5,
PEE)2-0BAT D ROMEEHICHRDL LT
EL ] EiREN A I atoEEArEEns
DD, TN L) —BHENOEHEIES D1
HTH D ABEETH B HIIRRIZE Lo B
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AFRBAZBELT, vHIEFTITZMYELL
CHEFWREIZZD TN DTH b,

R TR I TN T— PRSI S HADHK
ZHIZLTHIZRERZBMODLERC, BAO—HD
RALFED LRI PERFEEZSMD 53, kI
REIZARELZNWI LD DT L%, I ZLOHELD
“insane” 22 D TIE R W EFF LAY X OEIED
H 18 % “unusual” (&5 5 b Yamauchi [1966] 1994:
20) THAHLFHET 5. LTz, v IEMKL
DA S FE EFE % “unusual” % H AR FIZE L T
bBh (FIRIE, TER, MR ) 2 v -
AT AEH, F AV MEEOBREM) ., Ia
B DIFFRLHFAETHLEEHRATLEID D
LA RO DIRLEE DRI &
LTHELTVWEZEZRON T, BET I,
IITORBFERTHRVE W) HEM ISR L
23 Mo L i > TR B A)s, v ale -
THE—EZ A7 5725 L, T —Bif&0%
CFLoTRBDTHL, LT, 2Iadp~Fan
BLz s CEFREBE LT,

I T a QIR B O 2 [ B
FEI~ DB A (“a step into the realm of men”
Yamauchi [1966] 1994: 21) ] £ 3E3 % DD, “In
spite of her masculine habits, Mrs. Oka was never less
than a woman. She was no lady in the area of social
amenities, but the feminine in her was innate and
never left her.” (Yamauchi [1966] 1994: 21) & &5
120 Do FEEORAOE T 07 2 BH T
Bo LAPLHanEABRRKADLEIFLTH
MNEERLTWEDbIFTIERWI &, Eho
‘unusual” T/ LD LR, S AY—FHD
HiZE (LI Thsb) LOMIZETHIRY
FAPPER L TEZBRIC, KADTE 2 LHIFFL
T2 S b 6 FEBZ ISR L R L
R HIZLTRERZHEA TV L LN L S FAN
Nbo TITOLREHIIFRLZLDEALTOT
37 L oML 3R HIE) T2 BET 5~
Y a0, BEEP AR OIERISEES 2
LA L DTEBRHRE O & DEFF O X9 125 A
N5,

FRFER D S, AR IEE Vo T2 &
s, FFRH T Z RO 5T 3 a)s, <
L REFEETEHY— VIZEREN, T oY
FaAPFS L a— Froimnd [Z L L
WolzHIZL, ERLCEY2E). 2O
ZEONTIZZALTOETEEFE Y, T3 3l
HIZDEDLLWEBIZOWT, < T ZEET R
IZFTEL, KOGIHIX. WHPIAY— -
5RN72H OGN DO S % & DR OV
Wz~ ans, 22 CHdbTIIatTbTs
HCH Do

EMIKO [softly]: ... Masa-chan, do you have a
boyfriend?

MASAKO: I don't like boys. They don't like me.
EMIKO: Oh, that will change. You will change. I
was like that too.

MASAKO: Besides, there’s none around here
... Japanese boys. There are some at school, but

they don't like girls.

EMIKO: You'll have a boyfriend one day.
MASAKO: Not me.

EMIKO: You'll fall in love one day. Someone will
make the inside of you light up, and you'll know
you're in love. Your life will change ... grow
beautiful. It's good, Masa-chan. And this feeling
you'll remember the rest of your life ... will
come back to you ... haunt you ... keep you alive
... five, ten years ... no matter what happens.
Keep you alive. (Yamauchi [1977] 1994: 186-

7)

IITNZEPOTELE ) BEIHFLEL, &
OHEVNEDL L 2wl sEosLizdlf
(Vv TOBIBCL72MiOF LAFBES &5 NPER L
T2l WD D Do BORVGEEEAEFTOT, »
DOHPHARIZEY PO TOBANETRET L LN
IR HPELDEMGHREL 2o THD DT, I
ATHEETIL. T2 a0 Pk UETo by 4 S



RO EH L Tnd, Thbb, A4
BEWEEZIT TV &R, 1920FE DTS
BHO LARDSH BIEREAZHA S Nl —
B2 b o> TWwiz, Wb BT ]
TH A 72 (FEH 2002: 37) o WCKJR O 5 DO #R
BELLREITOHWEERBEIrSL—EL, 7
AN ORGTHNIEDORWREEZLQIELES
BWE vy FTRHERIE, oy X igE
WCLCLES72DTH L, TDOLI) R EE
A LITPBEOHES LRI ETHD
M YT TEFOTFEHETL RV, HHLH
GERIFOTI NS Z Lk, CEBIYE LG%E
& SIND UG E R T BT 12O~ T4
BrbZ L, BRETORLWEDS LIZHES LW
BUIBELHBEORIEGEZ REL Thbwnvy, L
LTI IR B R % B LR THIS R —
ATV RPETELI LR RV] En) L)k
Y IOSFEE, BROBEME~OENEE 203 D
IRIELCWb EEZBND, BFEOHSHIC
FIREND Z e xiEAEZILS NI T~
IOYZ, IR O E  —FR LR
W, FEE, BREFEORE——Oo 0 O0Eihs
SR 2 LR LOFMEEZEREL TV E ),

FLHLBEOHOI L, vV an— Nl x4
WCTWwb e, (ERZDbDEFLEY A PV TH D
HH (2 LCTLIdH2 ] oty v a7 VG %
AFSELIIandEsMIzTL b, =V
FIRDL, IATYTALEVLRSHH) T3
TOSITFEIZOML . ZOLRIFOHOES &
ELEBALEYHT IR L2R0T, Ao
TWbZ IRV ok, Mg tolts~
PP TS LB HES T, ZAD
ZHiE, R FEHBOEVIIHNED BV E Eik
IS N WBREDOH 2 RETw 5,
FINSHBA BT Ik, KA
HLDIAI 2T AIZAY) ENGnwIT Ok, £
AU A 2 T b, SEko@ Y . Rk & 3
WZHEDS LSBT A~ 3 23U 72 oG
BLRDHE L < UL g A b Hedafii 2 T
HP— 2L ITOHFIZHB LTV, TXY I

VI VIR H295 2026%F

HFNEE F 272~V 30 HARFERED o X0,
HARSALR B3 5 KRR BRI, T E D
BRERHEICT A, TAYAANELTORY a0
fiifE®ELL. (B4 & LTl bRmg AR
DFERVWIITDOFNE INHIBL ) B0, TD
Y IORHREGRE I 2L OBRMER, 22T
T ORI AT 5 & X D ARIC RS
I o FMILBHFHEAIENIC /2784 MR T =0
MRl RO L) IR,

...... FARIZEL L 72D 0% HOONEIZH
DA, [W—bd5H & THEEZHZ LD
e I = O i Y e i e A P GARE X N
Y= T SICFETEANOREDTEL WD
AR L, [Very—oF—tid—HEo
AT ra)=Thl). 2L 5N ROMN
k& L CNTEIL &L 5] (Butler 1990: 63),
Fl—IbDOx 2 TS 52 LN TE HVEMEE
FZ, BRI AT >3y v 7 REEOTT
HEE TS, (K11 2022: 76-7)

SRR SNEFIN T LEELLILE L
FIATDOFHIZEDY [T R IR] & L CLE
FFonTng, ek, HEfizonb
ANEEWR BT RERIL LR E LT
2t BEDOBMRIIAST Y a) v 2 THY, <
FIDOFHEEBIEZOEEDOFTIES VTV LD
Thb, )L kozF R THL~
Faid, LI aERBEhnTRbNIZEEANDE—L
OB E LTI L T Lo 22 TIRFEERC
PIE SN FAERES T I 2ICHE SN T L0
ES. N T —OREEICHRS TR 51, FAUEE
Tl  EREROBRAR 28/ & L CHEL
BENDLDOTH b,
BlmEETIE, T332k Yok2E-
THNLDBLER L, v alZ&Go 2Dk
hito THWVwODOE ST, v I
WP, T asEA iR RO Twb,
9 & T #k 5 “Aoi sake nomya / Yume ga odoru. . . ."
(Yamauchi [1977] 1994: 208) 2S/RIES % X 9 12,
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HARNOIRERBN L OFEAM bR nI%E
WX C & eV I TTE & SR A O E X
FT5Z 8 LATERV, HIZ. =T an
IIaDFEE LR/ ETS &) [HEK]
il L CIRDPRASIEZE) L Lz [Ebo7z] &
Wots 2774 bAHLLFEHNATNIH
L) TR o E R GREH 2002: 42) % R L
TBY., vV a0 h I T S IR OIEEME:
B REBOHEFAEEZRHBL TVDEEF R 5.
ST ANOMTRZITHEIND £ — D%, 56
WA AT 47 - 7 A LIE LI [EAL]
DIZDICHNTWIERTH L, HEIZh L [
WZHEWERDIED S [0k )%, T3 a0FE S
REFEORGEEE)ET LW IITAIE, ALK
LIEmB TR R o 72 b 72~ a o
BHRTHY ., BPIBWEEE T L EDFO
HbZ D A O—BTH H 5, [H—b] TIZ
TER DS G A A2 o 723 B % 3 L TR SR & — AL
LTw<, fRE LTHAL L 7281350 5 dafif o v
COPDOBETHED L) IZELED . VI
#4790 MUBZTICT B E WD) Bl 2@ 1L
T RAHHHTIEHOF I 057 ) DL H I
BOWEo-EHI) v abnIankd
BRI Tn DS &) A— L % FAR S
ZENTEDLOTIE RV AFRTIE, 3
FLIalto—HEOILE Y — F245RkL LR L
EWEIZ R o 72304FE B LICEE L TW5D Ev )i
R E Do MBOHAARELTTITHLE LT D
L THEHINIHIRICE > TV A LD Z L& B
Mok, WO THEOIMMAE L7225 Th S
I BHAWIEYFIAGL IO L) IIMHD
BB RE L 7207259 ho TOHEAITHIA L
L, ZOHIRE LW S, 2T 2
Vo 2 aHEEL TS ES 2 L),
DE#BTzzE, ZOb—YOMZHVET
HEVH)YHaOFHEX. T3 a0EDOWEE R
RIZZD [38] 2 NTEAL T 2 B O IR D
ELTHRiD 5, HTI I IDLIMEZ 51,
B L7z~ a3 B b IR oREICH) B h
5 L) IFT AR, FEMARI 2D KR X E

B 5B O RS (queer lineage) HMEB)S 2 HELAY
B A O T — 7 & L THEMTONE725
Vo Thbb, BRINIHREAOR LA T K
DA E BT 5 &) TR LA
Y7 A ARAR T LR L OBRDIL AT
ETAHZET. Y ITI DAL (=51) ]
EZHE . BYOWNEIZZ DEDES) % R
HLEDTH b

2 LT MR LKA 4 S 7z g otk
DEE, MAFTHEWTD 2o 1 7 kA
Hrlo T, PROFEERLED ) BIZAE L,
COMERE L CORBIYIHEIL, SIEEm A E
WHILL oAk 2 &, v ook
TS B OFMEITIT DN D IR Z R LT
%o AMERMZ. BRA BIHEIC L) BB S iz
P72 B AMROARE LI X o TEDZHUY K 5580
EH—bo#RE ERT 5, 5.0 (=30 ] &
E. T I a0FENZF TR L ETICHET S
WD NEZFIZAATEEDLZYIORTLDH
bo ZANOLWORD, — T OkE AL TG
LGOI TWEDTH S,

V. BV Ic—EUEREZBA 2
HRLMoitoTaeH

AT L2 ERTIE, EDICHEVEA
“HOLLAFEYFLELTERSN, [HoTw
5| EIEENDRANDOLEZEPIZEROD L LW
VRS EAEE NG DLl br i Z2DMIR%EL
. B3 A O L TIFR A gk v—FF
DIHWE ] #IEHATVD, TRIIBERIER
PR & LTI BRI 22 b TE RV
BRZIEEHTH) . L2l bZ0BRICZ
F. MHFOREERENREE Y 73 =05k
BT 2k EZ RSN TNE EWVR b,

Vo F e U7 [EBIEEE] BLOTL X
C7 Rk L MEICs LTALE, C
I L7z b oE IR, BHIRBERRP KB Vo
72 IR 2 AR L O BIARSE § B TER 2 IR %
D&k, BUFNRIEET VAL RGO %



Blog L &9 &3 A3 5/ & KT
DILL & LTHMABRL Z EDTRETH B0 MTEM
HIEE - FER I NT21950, 604D T 1) 771,
B ILE RIS LAUTEA O RIS H V) s 57
IR REMERZ RO TV vw), 22Tl
[—R—I@lILd BEAAMROREDOH ) Ji &%
2B, RN TEHE. FEREXEONLTHS
TV ERE % ¥ ) A P EMEBIZ . A4 1d
RBL &9 & LT GFrrill 2022: 41) W=D TH
5o Ku{HEM SO A A LHEKRE T IV T
ERIHENELD T A ) 5 DIk EF 5 2 & 2 FR
U ROk ey, BRESE 1R % b T o
7oo L72D o TAMTHRET L2 L9 2. HHZR
R ROFEOHEEIZLFBILEFG L v
PEE L] &) TR 7 2 mnigd | Tttt
ZOEMESNTLE)IDTH S, L TIHK]
IR B b ORE LIk, BENREOIMI
LB St b o E O e & BB
W2 D EZER R LTV,

— TN T =Rz &) IC, FhE 3T T
Wb F—Ab R AAZHFLETHD . ZD
REDHUIAE SN L > T BEIZ 7 B & [
WCHED SN Twbd, PR7EOENE) IEH)
k. F SICEEFHEORNTIIATE LA EEZR
REOWEHOTEY ., A—LEHEDO AT
VSRl L CERT A ER0H ) L9 AR
LTV, sk ) FobA L TH S DREDLXHI
TRELHRVWI L, FRVBRNIEZ0L 0N, H
#iz» & OBPLO T M 2 B IRFE L 22 ko
O E LT b5DTh b,

HAFLOT A AHEDHIEHRANE V) 5
TETIEBILEN TV RS, E5ICHAT
ST A WNEBTH AT L S5 [JEk] 25
L FRIRELEZMIT 2000 D - bk, &
BREDIE T IE TR Lo REE 2 L LT
5o TOEMRTHMERME, BUEEHHE PR R
Bz 3oL, WL L) &35 R
VB &2 T B B e iR 2 727
IANTHHLEE R DS

ARRPBHS 2 L7z &K 912, T ] 72 HIdHIC

VI VIR H295 2026%F

WEOFRE L THIBR SN AHFETIE R AR
72 b OFEIGHN R B E 52 DAL LT
FELCWd, ShFE TR 2 IEBEORE
PHELENSORBEL LT LT a7 E R
BLoo AfEciMELicmr 5 s 2ol
LR, B L AN S Lo EIEORBIC
HHT 22 & T, LWL OBRYEATEA Y E
RITRIY 2 WS & 3R 2T TR ST
WREEBET L7z Thbb, [ £R % %S
5 - PSR SR L e\ 1 T R E B O R
AEAMTRSE LTHENT 2 L E2RAD
DThb, EZRETZ 5L, TO2{EMAILE
L&D DIEHL 2 CFHEEOBEMIC L 5721 T
Eve HARTH ML L CHIE & B bofkEs
RIEEL, SHIERE L TRBEZBALY Y
FLYYEMOTAD, WHEFLOREL &2 L
THEOIMINZ S B AEOT M Z & L Tz
B2 2, ZOBUEHDLEERDEH) Uy
FENPT—OHGREBELCHOGLE, INHH
AT AN A NV A A [ ] 5%
RO CDHWFEL V) MR A . RS EEICIE
L 7 Wie R Lo BREA S O 2 i 7% %
P BRI A L L TCHO TEP LA S
DTH 5,

B

REGLJSPS BFERse B Ay - 5 F0h7e GRET
525K16223 [ HREFE L FIIBIT S 7 4 TER L
IAZYT A4 DOKE]D) OMBEZ T Cwb, 72
KRS REHEPOBELZ CHE 2 W22 nW/z
FEE OFRRIZE ELH L RIS,

NE
ARGIE20244E1THIH A ¥ T 4 » Thlfi
ENTITRT AU A LFEREISE &
(Wakako YamauchiZE #E 100 & Fit 43 = 2 v K
U7 5 —— Wakako Yamauchi i 0 SC 224 7K Bik
%7:8%) TOOEBE[ZMALEEEZOITS
‘Mad’ 7z %1472 £ —— Hisaye Yamamoto & Wakako
Yamauchi @ H8 ] O JFAR I KIEZ N4 - IB1E %
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L72bDTh 5,

(I b § 118N A2 SN S i 3= L A Y o B
RANIDEEHASRT A0 7 AD [ E
AJE LTy EWNIZ10 7 Fiakid & 7z [z s
P 72 2 REINEIT 2 1L Lo &3 5 I
&7z (Rafu Shimpo 2022410 H 1 H D FEZEIZH
Lo

2 Y TE b EY Ty FIEEREINET 2 SRS
Db, v Y Bl AT B FE A A R
AT H 7z (Hongo, 1994: 3) o MiH DAIEA &
A DFENNI DWW TUEFRAR L T (2003: 190-207) .
<7 RFNVFEZ2—~< (1980:23) IZHEEL
A

3 ilZ Elaine Kim (1982: 253-5) , Yogi Stan (1992) ,
Esther Ghymn (1995) & OH#LFFIZBVWTH I
L] PERINT 5,

4 RVIEERENC AN LY —F & LCEFR EZ Ko TG
BLTwi, TITEHEORNY) Oz A L.
b & F SFE R AIER T FIZOF Tz,

5 IDUEFNIARISAICE E L, A FEOHNET
WHIEEHIE DD Hiko CTnize HRAZZBIE
—PRDONT v 7 NICEHBRED RO THEDS
L. MM LUREHIIIAET ) B roizbn)
(Matsumoto 1993) .

6 AECBUIAEETERVIEED FIZOWTIE,
* 3 v 7 - F v » (King-Kok Cheung 1993=
2015:102), ¥ 7 FF L K& =2 —< > (1980;
27) *BHROZ &,

7 1943452 HAIRIAE TN T RAS SN FERE S
oo OT A AEANOUEDOBLLEDT A1) #
ANO RO BB OKEAD B, ZH,
EBHIZE TEwv] & RIE L72F TR, Hh
HTOMEERLHRROEL AN L BEDH - 72
(Densho IZEE LY,

8 Ny FOIOMEIIK L TiE, KEMoEE %
PRS2 LR B Zocam il & o s il - BE
kxHIELZZE=2 - 717 14 v~ (Monique
Wittig 1992) . LAY 7 ¥ Afiitkfb s s o
ETCEDRFRERT ATV 714 74 OFHLE
G L7727 LvH - 5 9L 5 1 A (Teresa de
Lauretis 1994: 190-8) & O] & 513 7=,

9 ) v FII A FI)L- A— )b (Meridel Le Sueur)
O[] (The Girl, 1978) %2 + =+ 1) A ~ (Toni
Morrison) @ [ A — 7] (Sula, 1973) &\ 72

FERIIBT 2 TR OMBREOHIZS 2o
L9 BTV AT »ffk | owgettz il LT
Wb,

10 FI/PRZOFEEFER L0, WHEIixihT~
JERBEL 72D ETHho T HIFEETH
%o WUAPT &\ ) R ZEM 0 S BERIY - JGERRY
PREEZ 72 Th, <) L OBRITEET 5
Ll FZOWHIZY ) H SO BGR i
OO L. BN S EASS T REMEARIE
ENDEZHNHLTH b,

1 RHREIAR % A 23l < AR “Seventeen Syllables”
(1949) *° “Yoneko's Earthquake” (1951) & 5872 1) |
A TR EIEIZ e o T b I
FIAIC BTl 1 E N NIEER Z B %
R0, ST a33I 2271 OIS
BT ho TNDT 2V F—DENIZLLLDTH
% EF v VLR L T\ b (Cheung 1993=2015:
97)s

12 YYEMITVVDETNE Lo LME, 20
NIHFENTH B EFH S TITNAEFT TS o
TWico TORHWIEZFDHSMDNE, itz
IZTHELZZH LV THYYENEE, TV
PIERTRWEITEZ T o/ LT
% (Crow 1987: 79-81) ,

13 AERIZKRO DO HAREDO G % i@
M35, ODATI R BR-AMOKLLT Y LR
NFLTAYVAEFNORTYT) & OF IEK
(AL —pFktAeFEIIT, FAPALRT
bomEaa),
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Abstract

Queer Resonances with “Mad Women": Nikkei Girls' Affective
Attachments in Hisaye Yamamoto's “The Legend of Miss
Sasagawara” and Wakako Yamauchi's “And the Soul Shall Dance”

Takuma Furukawa*

This paper examines Japanese American writers Hisaye Yamamotos “The Legend of Miss Sasagawara”
(1950) and Wakako Yamauchi’s “And the Soul Shall Dance,” (1977) focusing on the relationships between
Japanese American Nisei (=second generation) girls and adult women labeled as “madwomen.” In both
works, women who deviate from the norms of the Japanese American community are stigmatized as insane,
while young female narrators are drawn to them with admiration, curiosity, and sympathy. This paper
analyzes these relationships through Adrienne Rich’s concept of the lesbian continuum, as well as Judith
Butler’s theory of melancholic gender. It argues that the girls’ ambiguous emotions, though not consciously
recognized as sexual desire, reveal queer sensibilities that resonate with the women’s resistance to patriarchal
and heteronormative expectations. Furthermore, the paper reconsiders the figure of the “madwoman”
not merely as a victim of oppression, but as a site through which queer female affect, identification, and
intergenerational solidarity are inherited. Through this analysis, the study illuminates alternative possibilities

for female subjectivity and relationships within Japanese American literature.

Keywords: Japanese American Literature, Hisaye Yamamoto, Wakako Yamauchi, lesbian continuum,

melancholic gender

* Instructor, Otemae University
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Abstract

Dreaming of Another Place:
Intersectionality in the Social Reproduction of Yuko Tsushima'’s
The Woman Running Through the Mountains

Yuki Sanbayashi*

When intersectionality is expressed in novels, what form does it take? This paper examines Yuko
Tsushima’s “The Woman Running Through the Mountains,” a work where gender transgression has
traditionally been the primary focus. It discusses representations of childbirth and childcare—deeply
intertwined with gender—alongside representations of indigenous peoples, including the Ainu, within
the context of contemporary social conditions. This analysis frames these representations as issues of
intersectionality concerning social reproduction. Regarding representations of childbirth and childcare,
we find attempts to historically and contextually capture the experiences and voices of birthing women and
childcare providers amidst the fragility of the welfare regime, and to collectively navigate these structures.
Regarding representations of indigenous peoples, we argue that a critical stance emerges, one that transcends
and relativizes the postwar aporia of the “weak father” It then positions the novelistic technique in Tsushima’s
work as a mode of thinking, written as a “dream,” situated within this flow of internal repair within the

postwar welfare regime and the external intersectionality that revitalizes it.

Keywords: intersectionality, childbirth, shared childcare, weak fathers, indigenous peoples

* Doctoral Course of the Graduate School of Letters, Waseda University
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