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ABSTRACT

This introduction to the Special Issue explores the ways in which a gendered analysis illuminates histories of segregation. It argues

three key points. First, it is essential to understand segregation from an intersectional perspective, one that fully integrates gender

alongside other factors and dynamics in order to fully understand the differences and similarities in segregation between different

regional and temporal contexts. The second is the need to go beyond the most obviously applicable and well-known historical

examples of segregation to other times and places. Third, focusing on segregation is not, and should not be, limited to processes

of seclusion alone.

Segregation deserves a second look. While a common historical
practice, it is often considered as an empirical term, one with
strong associations to particular historical processes, times and
places. Yet, it is rarely applied as an analytical lens or fully
theorised. Furthermore, various historical forms of segregation —
whether by gender, race or class or any other essentialising iden-
tity marker - are also often studied separately. To analyse gender
in a nuanced manner, however, we know that studies benefit from
an intersectional approach, as well as from balancing structural
power mechanisms with the individual and community reactions
to them. This Special Issue, therefore, argues for the advantages
of segregation as a broad analytical term to capture gendered
dimensions of power relations.

To be sure, there is nothing inherently unusual about people
being apart. Just as generally as people have gathered to form
communities in all historical periods and regions, there have
been instances when individuals in those communities chose
to separate from communities: for business, familial obliga-
tions, individual motivations or religious purposes.! However,
when separation becomes systematic and institutionalised, it
transforms into what we term segregation.

The concept of segregation is expansive and might evoke
instances such as ‘harems’ in varied locales and time periods,
Jim Crow laws in the nineteenth-century United States or
apartheid in twentieth-century South Africa, as well as British
Victorian ‘separate spheres’ ideology, ancient Romans excluding
freed slaves from holding public offices or Tang dynasty laws
regulating minority dress and marriage patterns.? Some of these
examples are primarily considered a gendered segregation, others
a racialised, and this issue will show how deeply intertwined
these processes were. While we see all such practices as elements
within the history of segregation, we contend that it is when they
are considered in comparative perspective that their full societal
impact is revealed. Central to understanding segregation, as we
see it, is its creation, legitimisation and perpetuation in uneven
or asymmetrical relations of power. As such, it also serves to
bring issues of dominance and subversion back centre stage in
studies of gender. This power most commonly comes through in
the seclusion of a group separate from one’s own, but it can also
be the capacity to choose to segregate and to have that choice
respected. Segregation is thus an outcome of competition over
resources and opportunities, and the corresponding organisation
of social environments on the grounds of perceived and usually
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binary social difference.®> This issue aims to showcase some
of the potential of applying segregation as an analytical lens
and the diverse historical circumstances to which it may lend
depth.

1 | Defining Segregation

Sociologists define segregation as ‘the differential distribution
and interaction of social groups in a social structure’* In other
words, and for the purpose of this Special Issue, segregation
is the physical, cultural or legal separation of groups based on
self-defined or externally attributed demarcations of difference.
That makes segregation a multi-varied concept. Segregation can
be spatial, occupational or temporal, with boundaries perceived
as absolute, such as walls, or permeable, such as cultural
stereotypes.’ It could be based on ideas of a binary, such as
Black/white or man/woman, or on a scale, such as that of stages
of leprosy. This final part of the definition means that attention
to segregation brings to the fore how binaries are created and,
therefore, their potential analytical dismantling, offering a key
contribution to the field of gender history.

While segregation, therefore, is a form of social exclusion, it
should not be taken as the same process as social erasure or
invisibilisation.® Instead, instantiations of segregation call atten-
tion to, amplify and rigidify ideas about difference and sameness.
Segregation often operates at the intersection of collectivity and
exclusion through the sorting and the creation of binaries and
scales often along the grain of social spaces, activities, interests
or obligations that people share, such as work, education, sport,
religion, politics, housing or punishment. It establishes a visible
form of order by differentiating out, stratifying and hierarchising
its various elements in horizontal ways (e.g., the performance of
different kinds of sports by men or women or by different ethnic
groups) or in vertical ways (e.g., men and women or individuals
from different ethnic groups occupying lower or higher paying
positions within the same kind of work).”

At the same time, segregation is not only a framework of control
but can also be used as a mechanism to cope with asymmetrical
power relations, as a mechanism of self-protection, as a strategy
of subversion, or as an attempt to create new kinds of order.®
Women’s shelters or gendered award categories might come to
mind, but this could also pertain to minority groups, such as the
Jewish schools in the article by Jens Carlesson Magalhdes in this
issue. To consider the class dimension of late medieval entry into
nunneries, in parallel with the gender dimension of that choice by
the person or her family, allows for a more nuanced idea of what
seclusion could mean for those concerned and the society around
them.’ In short, to consider self-segregation or segregation as a
strategy to mitigate power - in parallel with that which is imposed
upon others - can highlight the complexities of power relations,
and the need to consider the agency of all concerned, while not
confusing these dynamics with free choice or liberty.

Finally, the choice to segregate can also be an exercise of
power. Inhabitants of modern gated communities choosing to
stay behind walls are not examples of imposed processes of
seclusion, but rather conscious choices in which the binary of
self/other is imposed as a way to uphold one’s own interests

and power. Urban segregation is an interesting example of this
complexity, as much of the scholarship that would use the term
segregation would more commonly apply the term when it is
forced upon minority groups, either through urban planning
policies, economic inequity or necessity or a combination thereof,
whereas other terms are used when it is self-imposed, for
example, ‘gated communities’. In the eyes of Carl H. Nightingale,
segregation has deformed cities and societies not just in one
instance but worldwide and across time. Because of the limited
way in which segregation has been applied, however, he argues
that the scholarship sees too little sense of agency among those
choosing to live apart from others.!® A similar line is argued
by Sonia Roitman, highlighting the perceptions of segregation
both inside and outside such gates, and how they differed."
These power relationships go far beyond the local: Jeremy
Adelman sees systems of segregation and categorisation partly
as an effect of the process of globalisation, to ‘sort what was
being mixed’, notably in global hubs such as the Cape Colony or
Buenos Aires. He stresses how the sense of global merger was
coupled with local segregation.’* As this issue will show, while
we see segregation as crucially intertwined with structures of
power, how those power relations have played out in history,
and who drove the mechanisms of asymmetry, is not without
complexity.

With our expansive definition of segregation, we believe it is
possible to break out of what is currently a discussion carried out
in scholarly silos, based on geographical and temporal divides.
Instead, we hope to enable an expanded and nuanced discussion
of intersectional understandings of power processes, in which
some people are systematically separated from or symmetrically
separate from others.

2 | Segregation as a Topic of Historical and
Historiographical Study

Segregation has been a topic of inquiry and has been used as
an analytical lens in countless historical studies and several
scholarly debates, yet its application has been unevenly theorised
for specific time periods, geographic regions and case studies.
In an overview of how segregation has been used analytically,
moreover, the ethnic and racialised dimensions thereof stand out
as the most common. The lion’s share of existing studies focuses
on processes of racialisation in the modern era, especially the
United States and South Africa, also drawing on and analysing
empirical uses of this very term. Segregation in other regions
and in relation to varied social, cultural, political and legal
processes has often been likened to how racialised segregation has
been understood in the historical cases of the United States and
South Africa.® As such, discussions of racial/ised segregation,
both gendered and not, are especially present in works on the
oppression of minorities, such as the ethnic segregation of the
Uyghurs, the Roma, Jews or the eta-hinin/burakumin in Japan.'
These are missed opportunities to expand our understanding of
the complexities of how societies differentiate and separate by
incorporating gender into these dynamics. Moreover, global and
comparative analysis of how changing ideas about racial/ised
dynamics undergirded segregation across time and space could
enrich our understanding of the complexity of how societies chart
difference and spatialisation.
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One form of both gendered and racialised segregation that has
proven of enduring interest to both scholars and laypeople is
that of women’s segregation in the Middle East and South
Asia, as well as some parts of Europe, such as the Ottoman
Empire.” It illustrates both the explanatory power of gendered
segregation for social and cultural developments in a society,
and the historiographical importance ascribed to segregation.
Variously referred to as the harem or, in South Asia, purdah
(literally ‘curtain’) or the zenana (‘women’s quarters’), this was
a part of the household where respectable women remained,
and men outside the family could not go. While the practice
has been most commonly associated with Islam, purdah was
also a custom followed by upper-caste Hindus in South Asia.
In fact, as Polly O’Hanlon has noted, it is likely that instances
of gender segregation for upper-caste women actually increased
and that customs became more calcified and inflexible in
Western India during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries than they had been previously, given the tendency of
European colonial powers to ascribe higher status and influ-
ence to members of those communities who visibly adhered to

‘tradition’.'®

Going further back in time, studies that take the concept of
segregation as an analytical lens are much rarer or even non-
existent. Taking Roman history as an example, segregation is
either assumed implicitly, for instance, in studies on military
contexts that focus on and increasingly question camp boundaries
as ideal divisions between male and female spheres, or even
dismissed as irrelevant.”” In fact, in Roman studies at least, the
focus has traditionally been on this society’s power to integrate
difference, especially of ethnic groups, and to assimilate through
a process often referred to as ‘Romanisation’!® Scholars have also
pointed out that, for pragmatic, cultural or ideological reasons,
Roman elites favoured physical proximity to lower-status groups
over physical distance to highlight hierarchies, leading to the
absence of, for example, designated quarters for women or the
enslaved in homes, or the ‘zoning’ of cities, even for sex work. If
there was spatial segregation, it has been identified as less static
than temporal, with different social groups using the same spaces
at different times or for different purposes.”

Perhaps the area that has received most attention from classicists
and then medievalists is forms of separation in the religious
sphere. Here, the focus has been squarely on gendered segre-
gation. This is true for classical antiquity and paganism, where
scholars have examined whether the emergence of cults or
participation in religious rites was determined by factors such
as gender (and often rejecting the notion), but even more so for
late antiquity and the early and high Middle Ages.”® The rise of
Christianity, the institutionalisation of the Church, debates over
orthodox versus heretical behaviour and the advent of ascetic
communities are often seen as ushering in stricter ideas here
of how worldly order could reflect divine order. A prominent
case study is the transition from mixed to single gender or to
double monasteries, where men and women lived in separate
communities as part of one shared institution.? It is only from the
later Middle Ages, perhaps concomitant with an understanding of
social, cultural and demographic changes due to greater urbani-
sation, widening global trade horizons and a more organised and
systematic policing of religious behaviour, that scholars embrace
more expansive and explicit concepts of segregation.?

Late medieval and early modern urban spaces, both within and
outside Europe, are also considered as landscapes of separation
along ethnic, religious, linguistic or health lines.”® The most
used example thereof is perhaps the very concept of ‘ghetto’,
which might originate from Venice, and the practice of separating
its Jewish inhabitants. As Daniel Schwarz shows, the charged
concept of ghetto also loomed over discourses about Jews in
times and places when they were not forced to live in ghettos.*
Within the ghetto itself, as Anna Hajkova has demonstrated in
her study of Terezin, new hierarchies and lines of affiliation might
be drawn or remapped by its inhabitants along lines of ethnicity,
nationality, class, gender or age.” In Canton in China, Nagasaki
in Japan and in Ayutthaya in Siam, the authorities confined
their foreign trading communities to controlled spaces, limiting
the access to the cities themselves.?® Similarly, in the Ottoman
Empire, as well as in the Sahel region, such as Timbuktu, different
communities lived in separate quarters.”’ Indeed, international
trading communities, seen as nodes of global flows, are also
studied as nodes of local separation. This segregation was not
necessarily forced on foreign communities: just as in modern
examples, it has been shown that separation could potentially
strengthen intra-group cohesion and bring various social, eco-
nomic and legal advantages. But this history of ethnic segregation
is never perceived as a rosy one.”

Overall, however, we have noticed a relative lack of attention
to segregation in premodern research compared with the study
of modernity, certainly before the early modern period. One
reason for this might lie in the common association of aims
and practices of segregation with the concept of ‘race’, which is
commonly understood as difficult to apply to premodernity and
tied to nineteenth- and twentieth-century developments, despite
the clear existence of discrimination on the basis of essentialised
markers of difference in earlier epochs and regions.” Premod-
ern researchers also operate with different definitions of the
categories of ‘public’ and ‘private’, and the blurred boundaries
between them, with male behaviour in the household as the
focus of public scrutiny on a much larger scale than in later
periods, complicating the idea of the house as a ‘female sphere’.*
Furthermore, due to the term ‘segregation’ being a neologism
that, at least in English, does not date to earlier than the sixteenth
century, most premodern scholars have to base observations of
its related manifestation on an etic definition rather than emic
categories present in their sources.”® Where there has been sus-
tained attention to segregation, premodern scholars have mostly
adopted the lens of gender, with possible further differentiation
by other markers of difference (e.g., status) within that category,
as opposed to scholars of modernity, who often start with racial
segregation and might then look at differentiation within it (e.g.,
by gender). There are, therefore, ample grounds for bringing these
approaches together.

3 | Gender, Intersectionality and Segregation:
(Im)Permeable Boundaries, Markers and Agency

One of the aims of this issue is to move beyond preconceived
historiographical blueprints, to bring together fields and topics
that are rarely considered in unison and highlight the many
historical examples of systematic separation of one group from
another, as well as the variety of circumstances and effects, and
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its potential to disrupt assumed power relations and structures.
We do this by stressing the gendered and intersectional aspects
of segregation. Our contributions here show that segregation is
often ‘nested’ — while ostensibly this is about a binary, in practice,
groups are further ordered by other characteristics.

The papers collected in this Special Issue showcase the diversity
of circumstances to which segregation can be applied, and how
fruitful it can be as an avenue of historical inquiry. They do also,
however, show some interesting commonalities and strands that
could be explored further.

Above all, they show that, even where segregation is ostensibly
by gender, it often reflects much wider societal ideas about differ-
ence. The most obvious takeaway point is that gender segregation
often underlined the status and honour of the specific women on
whom it was imposed and therefore also highlighted differences
between women themselves based on other essentialised traits.
As Felicity Turner shows in her article, the white middle-class
idea of the ‘separate spheres’ protected white female convicts in
the post-civil war South from unsegregated prisons, a protection
that was not afforded to their Black counterparts. Yet even though
here they were exacerbated by racialisation, such patterns already
emerged in the late antique cities that Robert Heffron surveys,
where calls for female segregation never extended to all women,
but were also meant to separate ‘reputable’ from ‘disreputable’
women, and in this way to define the essence of respectable
‘womanhood’. The customary use of hijab by Ithna Asheri girls
and women from the 1980s onwards in Tanzania, as Husseina
Dinani reveals, added an additional layer of hierarchies and
allocated privileges within the community to those who adhered
toveiling. At the same time, segregation by gender also reveals the
loose boundaries of that category and its capacity to minoritise
and interiorise different kinds of people. As William Bainbridge
shows in his study of the gendered ‘zoning’ of the Victorian Alps,
it not only separated women from men but also grouped the
former with children, the elderly, the disabled and foreigners,
making mountaineering an activity fit for a specific type of
masculinity, that of the upper-class English man.** French white
women who were married to Moroccan men, as Catherine Phipps
demonstrates in her article, found themselves subject to the same
regulation of sexuality and movement as colonial subjects, and
were identified as inherently problematic and disruptive to what
the state understood as ‘good order’.

A second takeaway point is that, while segregation by gender
distanced women and men physically - aligning the former with
the ‘private’ sphere in order to manage symbolic or political
potency - it had to expose itself to public scrutiny, to be
performed in public and in dialogue with the public. Therefore,
segregation was often surprisingly mobile. As Emma Kalb shows,
performative practices like palanquin processions, the use of
screens and court rituals allowed women to remain secluded
yet still publicly signify power and status. This is echoed by
Heffron and Elisabetta Iob, who equally examine the segregated
ways in which late antique women took their modesty into
town, literally or in writing, in the late antique Mediterranean
and twentieth-century Pakistan, respectively. Kalb’s piece also
shows the other side of the coin, however. That is, when spatial
transgressions are interpreted symbolically. Chroniclers used the
perceived violations of the Mughal harem’s gendered segregation

— for example, inappropriate intimacy between Qudsiya Begam
and the eunuch Javed Khan - as metaphors for misrule and
imperial decay.

Another common strand among our papers concerns when
gendered separation meets systematic perceptions of bodies, for
it shows that the boundaries of segregation were never definite
nor fixed. As Emily Cock shows in her piece, the perceived
need for segregation (in her case, within the British empire)
could be temporary and shift over both time and space for a
single individual. Despite the existence of segregation mecha-
nisms based on disability, age and gender - such as the Port
Macquarie invalid settlement — most impaired convicts were
not permanently segregated and were instead integrated into
the broader convict workforce. Segregation was not an absolute
but could be partial, temporary and shaped by labour demands,
gender imbalance, colonial priorities or even, as Heffron shows
in his piece, by the characteristics of individual cities, including
topographical, architectural and environmental features. It could
also be resisted or nuanced, as Febe Pamonag demonstrates in her
study of a women’s public education campaign against leprosy in
the colonial Philippines during the 1920s.

There is, of course, tension between self-segregation and
segregation imposed by others. Motivations to self-segregate
are also apparent in the papers mentioned above that highlight
gender segregation as a marker of prestige and therefore
potentially embraced by some women since traversing binaries
meant relinquishing gender privileges. Yet, gendered self-
segregation takes on another dimension in the context of ethnic
or religious minority groups.

Carlesson Magalhdes shows the tension between pressure to
integrate and the will to self-segregate, and how neither one
was a given within Jewish history. In his study, segregation of
Jewish girls through the establishment of a Jewish girls’ school,
Sophiaskolan, was seen by Swedish-Jewish emancipationists
not as an obstacle but as a strategic and protective mechanism
for promoting long-term integration and securing Jewish
identity, particularly through the idea of women as mothers and
cultural transmitters. As Meghan Healy-Clancy explores in her
article, attitudes towards gender segregation in apartheid-era
South Africa evolved over the course of a person’s lifetime.
Bertha Mkhize - a Black South African woman who led
urban campaigns for women’s and workers’ rights and against
apartheid - defied both racial and gender segregation when
this was imposed from above by laws or individuals. Mkhize
strategically advocated for working with women from multiple
racial categories to overcome racial discrimination, and yet
self-segregated later in her life from political activism to be a
teacher according to her Bahd’i faith in rural areas.

A further strand is what attention to gendered segregation tells us
about other societal processes, such as institutional legitimation,
whether political or religious. Kalb demonstrates that gender
segregation in the Mughal harem was not simply a system
of confinement but a deeply symbolic and politically charged
institution. Harems served both to structure access to power and
to narrate legitimacy, decline and disorder within the empire.
There is a notable class dimension to this: high-born women
were portrayed as noble embodiments of dynastic honour, while
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the same institution was used to depict low-born women and
their associates as disruptive, even monstrous, symbols of decline.
Similarly, Heffron shows how the study of social segregation
within Christian rites and spaces in late antique Rome and
Constantinople helps us to understand ideas about social order in
an age of transition and rupture. While they inherited views from
their pagan forebears about the protection of elite female modesty
through domestic seclusion or carefully orchestrated public out-
ings, Church authorities adapted them to the specific new prac-
tice of entire communities - men and women of all backgrounds
- sharing the same religious spaces in church or during proces-
sions. In the process, they reordered hierarchies between women,
highlighting divisions by Christian identities (lay/ascetic) over
more traditional ones by legal or social status. Further engaging
the question of what segregation makes conspicuous, Greg
Downs shows how the politics of late nineteenth-century South
Carolina made the imbrication of gender and racial segregation
more visible at a time when Black men were able to cast their
vote. Analysing legal cases of Black rural southern women’s
intimidation of Black male voters, sometimes violent, to influence
how they voted, Downs shows that while Reconstruction-era
election law viewed Black women as separate from electoral
politics, they visibly exercised influence over civic life.

Another important connecting strand within the Special Issue is
that of agency: the methods and practices by which individuals
could either resist segregation or subvert it as a source of
power. As Kalb shows, within the Mughal court, the harem also
functioned as a political institution. Despite being physically
and socially segregated, elite women - particularly those of
noble birth - exercised considerable influence, acting as advisers,
power brokers and symbols of dynastic legitimacy. In the same
piece, however, we see the other side of that coin, namely that
segregation itself was a sphere of asymmetrical power relations:
social rank and background would shape women’s mobility and
power within the harem. Women could rise in social class via
concubinage and motherhood but faced harsh scrutiny, especially
when seen to disrupt idealised norms of harem decorum and
lineage. Women in the very different context of 1950s Pakistan,
as Iob reveals, could use a variety of strategies, from the physical
to the rhetorical, to challenge or escape the confines of pur-
dah, and often invoked the language of domesticity to do so
successfully. Conversely, having lived through segregation might
act as a spur to action, as Christina Thomas demonstrates was
the case for leading educationalist Geraldine Wilson. Wilson,
whose formative years as a child in 1930s and 1940s Philadelphia
were profoundly marked by Jim Crow and segregation, was left
determined that no other Black children should experience these
indignities during their schooling.

4 | Segregation and the Gendering of Historical
Fields

We hope this Special Issue will inspire readers to develop new
gendered approaches to current historical fields. Foremost, of
course, is the study of segregation itself.

The primary context in which separations have most commonly
been observed are physical spaces. Observing the gendering of
such processes can work as a lens to interrogate relations of power

in various spatial settings such as homes, religious institutions or
prisons. To consider segregation in a setting beyond the home
expands traditional studies of gender segregation of the home
or in the home. Indeed, this more capacious understanding of
space disrupts the entire narrative of eras of separate spheres.
Applying a long-time perspective or looking comparatively, even
well-known examples could make for novel and exciting studies,
such as the complex way in which Song China shifted towards an
increased segregation based on gender, coupled with improved
property rights.*® Cases such as Victorian England are well-
known, to the degree that the narrative of separate spheres has
also been nuanced, and would be interesting to connect to other
regimes of gender segregation and their far-reaching effects.* In
Qing China, at the same time, for example, gender segregation
was noted as a difficulty when providing medical support for
women, as doctors might not be able to interact with their
female patients, and patients might also be hesitant to consult
them, especially for gynaecological issues.* A retake of gendered
segregation, and its classic topics such as separate spheres, might
also shed light on now-established narratives. Foot binding, for
example, is brought up as a prime example in which the very
body is inscribed with the gendered limits of mobility and space,
but the historical process is — as is most often the case — one of
complexity and nuance.*® As we note in this Special Issue, making
segregation either a focus or a lens can help bring societal norms,
expectations, regulations and tensions to the fore and enable
discussions both of power and negotiations of power. Thus, it
enables more capacious understandings of histories of sexuality,
labour, politics, feminism and social identities.

Within the study of segregation, urban segregation is often con-
sidered a common example of how ethnic policy has been applied.
Yet, the intersection of ethnic and gendered segregation might
also enhance our understanding of the former. Zo&€ Waxman has
already detailed gender roles and interfamilial relations under
the extreme misery and degradation in urban ghettos during
the Holocaust and shows both the struggle to uphold them and
how the eventual liquidation of the ghettos making conventional
gender relations all but break down.” To instead couple urban
segregation with class, Gina Hames shows how pubs in industrial
Britain, by effectively being segregated by class, helped create
a culture that was not only distinctively working class but also
male.®® Much stands to be gained from taking such intersec-
tional work forward. To take a premodern example, the foreign
communities of Canton would not only be spatially segregated
based on their origin but were also under a strict gender policy.
To isolate foreign men from local women was considered a key
measure to prevent settling, and attempts to break that gender
divide eventually became a key symbolic action, especially by
British traders and imperialists when questioning the Chinese
system in the years leading up to the Opium Wars.*

Where segregation has been studied through the lens of gender,
scholars have often focused on aspects of education. It became
a core issue, together with the right to vote, within diverse
women’s movements, just as breaking down the racial segrega-
tion of education was an important issue within the civil rights
movement.** Gendered segregation within education is also a
field that helps show one of the key arguments of this issue,
namely the intersectional nature of processes of segregation. An
analytical focus on the gender segregation of education can also
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be used to elucidate class relations: a formalised school system
came into place in many parts of the world over the course of the
nineteenth century, but the gendered aspects of it could be used
to separate children from different classes, as well as to exercise
control over the lower classes.* This gendered segregation of
education was not confined to childhood, but could persist in
different ways — sometimes explicit and formalised, sometimes
through more subtle mechanisms - even for adult undergraduate
or postgraduate university students.*> What Carlesson Magalhaes
and Dinani show in this issue is also the potential religious
dimensions thereof, and how that complicates the picture.

Maritime studies offer another common example where spatial
segregation has been applied as a gendered lens for bounded
space, where perhaps the long-standing notion of the sea as a
gendered, homosocial space (and the subsequent comparisons
between that and carceral spaces) has paved the way for also
considering gendered segregation within ports and on vessels.*
Additionally, this field has commonly discussed gendered segre-
gation in relation to migration.** As Cock shows in this issue, one
can take this further by proposing an intersectional view in which
functionality, in the sense of diversity of bodies and abilities, is
paired with gender.

More broadly, perspectives on gendered segregation can also add
to our understanding of the emerging field of carcerality, and
refine the attention to spatiality that has followed ‘the puni-
tive turn’* While important work is being done on gendering
carcerality, as shown by Turner in this issue, we believe that segre-
gation encompasses broader mechanisms of symbolic and social
ordering, which structured everyday life for women and gender
minorities in ways that fall outside a strictly carceral lens.*
As Turner also shows in this issue, factoring in gender means
broadening our examination of spaces used for incarceration,
including private homes. Going beyond such formal and informal
institutional practices, this gendering of segregation can centre
ideological as well as practical constructions of gender through
separation in ways that go beyond penal logics. Here, it would be
particularly fruitful going back in time and tracing the interlinked
histories of incarceration and female domestic seclusion to reveal
a different trajectory of the supposed ‘birth of the prison’ in
the early nineteenth century, as commonly postulated, or even
complicate this paradigm overall.*’

The field of labour history is also ripe for new interpretations
through the lens of gendered segregation. To be sure, attention
to segregation is no novelty here. Yet, in a classic labour history
reading, racialised segregation is more often coupled to class than
to gender.*® In gendering labour, a key theme has been to critically
examine spheres perceived as masculine and segregated. Quite
often, they turn out to have been mixed. A classic example of this
is the maritime sphere, and mining offers a further example.*
Another, rather different take on gendering labour is to instead
critically and radically rethink the definition of labour itself: once
it includes household and reproductive work, the division of
labour or ideas of work/home are also put into question.*® Finally,
there is the question of division or segregation. In a retake on
the field of labour history, Marcel van der Linden encourages
scholars to avoid using the term division of labour and instead
consider the same policies and processes as being segregation,
since that term more clearly highlights the power dynamics, as

well as the potentially far-reaching economic effects thereof.”
To use this particular word, with its strong connotations, was a
conscious choice in the 1970s feminist movement. In her classic
1976 text, Jean Lipman-Blumen made occupational segregation
the foundation of her analysis of sex roles and inequality.> Thus,
we might consider returning to, and activating, some of the
foundational ideas, and the questioning of sex, inequality and,
ultimately, capitalism.

Related to this, segregation can be used as a form of violence;
thus, to gender it is also to nuance and expand how that violence
is exercised, how it is legitimised and its effects. In Christine
Sharpe’s view, segregation carries with it the ghost of slavery,
and the violence of slavery is visible ‘through further colonialism,
imperialism and the relative freedoms of segregation, desegrega-
tion and independence, whether that body is in the Caribbean, the
Americas, England or post-independence Africa’> By gendering
segregation, we might also revisit the age-old discussion on power
and agency in a new way. We see that there were ways to exercise
power from within a segregated sphere. As argued by Leslie
Peirce, while the Ottoman world had strict protocols for the
separation of gender, and these would be observed by upper-
class Muslims, especially women of higher standing were far from
invisible, and not removed from the society at large.>*

Our focus on segregation ties in with trends in the history of
knowledge, imperial history and global history to adjust the
focus on contact zones, nodes of exchange and lineages and
turn the light on silence, distances and friction.” A related turn
is the increased number of studies of disconnection, of forced
separation, especially, but not only, during the modern period.*
Speaking to that historiographical and to some degree method-
ological turn, segregation can contribute a crucial dimension,
one where we not only show how the creation of distance,
silence and absence was an active process — but also show the
multitude of reactions to such processes.” It took a long time
for fields such as the history of science, or global history, to
properly grapple with the power dimension of a systematic,
political separation — which we understand segregation to be.
This historical turn has, however, yet to be gendered. While
segregation is a common enough analytical and empirical lens,
gender has not been a self-evident part of that conversation. We
believe that an intersectional perspective is crucial to understand
not just if, but how, why and with what economic, social and
societal effects, people have been systematically kept apart.

We believe not only that segregation ought to be consciously
gendered, but also that there is benefit to examples across
temporal and geographical divides. The aim of this would not
be to identify universal practices or processes, nor to initiate a
strict comparison based on stable norms and definitions. Rather,
to consider different understandings of separation in different
contexts is to elucidate gendered processes in a new manner.
Such analytical use of segregation can, as exemplified by several
papers in this issue, provide a novel entry point into how we
think about the making of empire. Moreover, as imperial relations
are studied outside of Europe, examining segregation connects
to a now vibrant discussion about which groups and norms are
made part of the empire, and which - for example, nomadic
groups — are consciously and strategically set apart, and kept
apart.®
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To further show the complexity of the concept of segregation,
however, one should be aware of the inherent and strong power
asymmetry in the very idea that segregation would be a negative,
and that all groups would naturally strive towards majority
inclusion. The most nuanced critique of this can be found within
queer studies, which point out that the choice to stand apart,
to self-segregate, can be a response to the power asymmetry
that lies in the notion that some have the right and capacity
to ‘tolerate’ or ‘include’, and some are the object that can be
‘tolerated’.® Consequently, we argue through this issue that to
consciously gender segregation is not only to examine how it
creates binaries and ideas of ingroup/outgroup. Examinations
of how segregation is gendered should also help to question
these binaries and illuminate the power structures they assume,
construct or subvert.

In short, we see not only how rich empirical studies can be
brought together under the theme of segregation, exemplifying
diversity across time and space, but also what the lens of segrega-
tion contributes on a conceptual level: it highlights the necessity
of an intersectional view and can inspire us to reconsider binaries
and divisions in nuanced ways.

5 | Future Avenues

Bringing these papers together, we see how and why segregation
has been used within gender history as a tool for constructing
and policing intersectional boundaries, be they racial, sexual, reli-
gious, ableist, age-related or any other. If we may be a bit visionary,
we endeavoured to study such processes by practising the very
opposite: we worked collaboratively, and read broadly, acknowl-
edging each other’s positionalities, and embraced differences in
our specialities and case studies.

Through this issue, we put forward a three-pronged argument for
using segregation as a lens for historical analyses. The first point is
that gendered processes did not function in isolation: a common
strand in the papers, especially when read together, is the need
to consider segregation from an intersectional point of view. It is
only when coupled with structures of functionality, class, religion
or race that the full scope of gendered processes of segregation
comes into view. Different societies have conceptualised these
dynamics in vastly different ways — not to mention spatiality or
labour. How individuals and societies conceptualised these fac-
tors would, in turn, affect how they have understood, legitimised
and structured segregation. By considering these factors together,
we also replace any misleading ideas of exceptionalism or univer-
salism in these processes with thick, situated historical contexts.
For the concept to retain enough analytical rigour, however, it
needs to be applied in relation to an asymmetric relationship of
power. As we see it, consciously gendering separation offers a
particularly fruitful way of doing so.

The second point is how much a study of processes of segregation
has to gain from being applied to a plurality of regions and time
periods. Racial segregation is a crucial aspect to understand the
modern history of the United States and South Africa, but its
usefulness is not limited to these historical contexts. In this issue,
we intentionally amalgamate studies from various periods and
regions for the very plurality they reveal. One conclusion might

thus be that we could benefit from more studies considering the
value of segregation as a lens also for earlier time periods, and
for segregation within a diversity of geographical contexts. We do,
for example, note a lack of studies in premodern segregation, a
tendency that to some degree still applies to this special issue.
One reason for this might be how premodern segregation is
perceived, that is, as more conditioned by concerns around
status or class, rather than the racial segregation which seems
to be the key association with modern regimes of segregation.
The various ways different historiographies apply the concept
of segregation risk creating silos of knowledge, and debates are
themselves, if not segregated, then perhaps separated, based on
geography and chronology. We believe that analysing segregation
across a long temporal span is a useful historical category.*
Rather than distinguishing empirically between different forms
of segregation, it allows segregation to be a strictly analytical term,
thus informing and bringing together different historiographies,
chronologies, geographies and contexts for power structures and
gender relations in the past.

The third point is that the potential gains from a focus on
segregation are not limited to an understanding of processes
of seclusion and their power dynamics. Rather, in our view, a
nuanced and broad awareness that brings together practices and
understandings of gendered segregation can enable us to reassess
our key categories: both ‘gender’ and ‘segregation’ still offer
rich grounds for discovery and nuance. To analyse practices of
segregation that take different forms, from different time periods
and regions and which are tied to a diversity of other structures of
power, make conceptions of binaries into objects of study rather
than presuppositions.
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