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Theauthor significantly beginsher introductionwith thequestion: *Why a
separate study of women's utopian fiction?* and proceedsto answer it by
arguing that men and women face different social realities. Albinski sees
this social difference reflected in the thematic difference that women
utopian writers more consistently question the statusquo of gender rela-
tionshipthan their mal ecounterparts, thus emphasizing theuse of thegenre
asacritiqgued contemporarysociety. Albinski concentratesparticularly on
aspects that have immediate consequencesfor the status of women: the
divisonadf natureand culture and theensuing identificationof womenwith
nature, thechoiceof family or paid employment,and finally technology as
the means to liberate or enslave women.

Throughout thebook her primary focusisonthepolitical usedf thegenre
and itsrelationship to the surrounding society. Thisfocusalso determines
her definition of the literary termsthat shefindsuseful in her comparison
of the historical development of utopian writing: utopiadenotes the genre,
autopiaisavision o thegood place,” which provides the contrast to the
dystopian warning of a future society and the anti—utopian satire on
contemporary society. She categorizes the period 1880-1920 as a period
dominated by utopian models for prescriptive change; 1920-1960 as
characterizedbydystopianwriting,and 1960-1987 asattemptingto balance
dystopian and utopian visions for the future. These characteristic differ-
ences are accounted for by pointing to changesin the political and social
climate of the period in question, especially changesin the politics and
dominantissues of thewomen's movement. Thesethree historical periods
provide the overall structure of the book whichisfurther subdivided into
chaptersdescribingtheBritishor Arnericanvisions of thedifferent periods.

Thisstructure makes possiblean interesting comparisonof theutopian
visions of British and American women, differencesthat Albinski links
with the differences between the national political traditions and the
conditionsfor women. In particular, she pointsto theutopian communities
inthe United States asapractical testing groundfor visions about commu-
nal living and the relationship between the two sexes. But the genera
overview of these differencesat the beginning of each chapter does not
compensatefor Albinski s disappointinglymeagretreatment of theliterary
works. Here she basically limits herself to summaries of the plots of a
number of characteristic books of the period beforethe chapter concludes
withalist of the primary material used. Thebook also includes abibliog-
raphy o secondary material on women's utopias.

The persistentsubordinationaf theliterary genreandtheliterary expression
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to politicsultimately implies a place for Albinski’s study as areference
book on women's utopian fiction or as an introduction to early feminist
literary criticism. Itsapproachto literatureasasimplereflectiond society
and politicshaslong ago been substituted by amore sophi sti catedf eminist
literary criticismthat focuseson women's possibility to transformliterary
forms and culture as such rather than limiting themselves to the use of
existing modes of expression.
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