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Reading Response
Introduction
Gander has in the recent past been referred to as the social organization of the relationship between the various sexes. The term has been employed in stressing the relationship aspect of the definition of femininity. In a nutshell, gender has sometimes been substituted with women (Scott, 1986). This paper is an analysis of the work by Scott together with the chapter 3 of The Question of Gender edited by Judith and Elizabeth.
Scott’s Central Argument and Thesis
Scott views gender as a concept that conducts a study on things relating to women. She views the issue of gender as a new subject with little power in addressing the historical paradigms. Her main point is mainly to clarify and specify how we ought to think about the gender issue in social and institutional relationships. Scott agrees with Lacanian theory that language is important in inducting a child into gendered identity. However, he is against the universality brought out in the theory which lacks openness on how the subject is constructed. He insists on the need for self-consciousness when it comes to differentiating analytic vocabulary and the material under analysis. The thesis is stated through Scott's definition of gender which is in two ways, that is, as a constructive element of social relations and also as a way of signifying relationships of power (Scott, 1986).
The main points are on the four elements that form the basis of gender. These are culturally available symbols that give multiple representations, purification and pollution, myths of light and dark and then innocence and corruption. According to Scott, all the mentioned concepts are available in religious, educational and political spheres which have definite definitions of what they entail.  The main points support the central focus of the article which looks at gender with the aim of identification of the useful category of historical analysis. The issue of gender is always looked at in a duo form which therefore makes the main points to support the focus of the article.
Scott does not agree with some scholars especially anthropologists who restrict the use of gender to household and family as a kinship system. He insists on a broader dimension that can touch on both the kinship and other areas such as education, labour markets and the polity. Even though she also works on developing the same concept of gender, she insists on a broader perspective on the same. She, however, agrees with scholars such as Gayle Rubin whose assertion that psychoanalysis theory offers a good explanation on gender reproduction and biological sexuality transformation. Therefore, the major shortcomings in the work are in the fact that some of the theorists have a limited view of gender which Scott insists should be looked at from a broader dimension (Scott, 1986).
Analysis of Chapter 3 in Relation to Scott’s Work
The chapter touches on the two celebrities Rosa Bonheur who was a painter and Sarah Bernhardt who was an actress and the most famous woman in the world during her time. The chapter three extracted from the book The question of gender gives the history of these two women who came out as celebrities and eccentrics in their times. They stood out to be the most celebrated women in the 19th century in the European society (Weed & Judith, 2011). This was a time when few women would come out and do something worth recognition.
Scott’s work provides a scholarly context for this chapter since the article deals with gender issue which basically touches on women, something that is well brought in the chapter out of their orbit that is also dealing with two women celebrities. Their stories are a good reflection of what Scott's arguments stand for, looking at the issue of gender in a more holistic approach beyond kinship viewpoint. The authors, therefore, appreciate the work of Scott through an agreement that women have gone beyond the normal position they have been given in the society since time memorial.
Elements of Scott's work are well developed in this chapter. This is through eccentricity which has been invented through individualism in the modern liberal society. Therefore, there is a concurrence which boosts the definition of gender as per Scott which should indeed include the modernity that has altered the initial kinship confinement. A clear example is in the author’s argument that Bonheur and Bernhardt represent a new bride of women which therefore imposes a need for the redefinition of gender agreeing with Scott's assertion (Weed & Judith, 2011).
Reflection
These readings have caused an understanding that gender issue continues to change due to socio-economic and political changes taking place in the society. Therefore a continual definition which encompasses all aspects must be considered. I will keep in mind issues such as proper gender definition, eccentricity and the role of modernism in the definition of gender which should now go beyond the kinship confinement. Gender is key in the analysis of my work in bringing about a more holistic approach to analysis on women especially.  Gender is key as a category to historical analysis due to its varied definitions that lack a conclusive approach. The continual growth in the approach to gender is something that we cannot ignore in the historical analysis.
Conclusion
In conclusion, it is indeed true from the analysis of Scott's work that gender definition should be given a wider approach inclusive of social, political and other spheres which would attempt to give it a more holistic definition.
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