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Abstract 

This article theorizes a poetics of cyborg characterization in Marge Piercy’s fiction by offering 

close readings of He, She and It (1991; Body of Glass) and situating it alongside Woman on the Edge 

of Time (1976) and related texts. Framing analysis through four narratological modes—monologue, 

dialogue, landscape, and portrait—the study argues that Piercy reimagines the cyborg not as a 

spectacle of prosthesis but as a social, ethical, and affective subject whose personhood is co-authored 

by community. Interior focalization (monologue) traces Yod’s apprenticeship in feeling and 

judgment, rendering posthuman interiority as iterative learning rather than innate lack. Dialogic 

scenes—domestic, juridical, and pedagogical—function as para-Turing encounters in which idiom, 

humor, and misprision negotiate consent, agency, and rights across human/machine asymmetries. 

Environmental description (landscape)—corporate domes, toxic “Glop,” and precarious free-towns—

operates as a techno-ecological chronotype that selects for particular embodiments and labor regimes, 

making the cyborg an index of environmental justice. Finally, descriptive imaging (portrait) 

privileges process over spectacle: the ostensibly “perfect” body of Yod is read as a palimpsest of 

code, care work, and communal inscription rather than a closed artifact. Comparative soundings with 

William Gibson, Pat Cadigan, Bruce Sterling, and Annalee Newitz clarify Piercy’s distinct 

contribution: a feminist, communitarian cyborgs that binds embodiment to reciprocity, law, and 

survivance. The essay thus provides a portable analytic for reading posthuman fiction and 

demonstrates how Piercy’s cyborgs displace ontological essence with relational performance, where 

personhood emerges in situated practices of speech, care, and place. 

Keywords: cyborg; posthumanism; feminist science fiction; monologue; dialogue; landscape; 

portrait; empathy; communitarian ethics; environmental justice; legal personhood; identity. 

 

The figure of the cyborg – part human, part machine – has long been a potent symbol in science 

fiction, used to explore what it means to be human in a world of advanced technology. Literary 

depictions of cyborg characters often employ a rich poetics, using narrative techniques like 

monologue (inner voice), dialogue (conversations with others), landscape (the surrounding world), 

and portrait (character description) to bring these hybrid beings to life. In this article, we undertake a 

deep literary analysis of how Marge Piercy portrays cyborg characters, especially in her novel He, 

She and It (1991), and compare her approach with other novelists such as Annalee Newitz, William 

Gibson, and Neal Stephenson. Piercy’s He, She and It – a cyberpunk feminist work also published 
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under the title Body of Glass – will serve as the primary text, complemented by comparative insights 

from Gibson’s classic Neuromancer (1984), Stephenson’s Snow Crash (1992), Newitz’s Autonomous 

(2017), and others. Through this comparative lens, we will examine how monologue, dialogue, 

landscape, and portrait are used to craft the identities of cyborg characters, and how these narrative 

elements reflect broader themes of gender, humanity, and technology. 

Cyborgs straddle the boundary between human and machine, a concept famously articulated by 

Donna Haraway’s Cyborg Manifesto (1985) which envisioned the cyborg as a hybrid that “blurs the 

boundaries between human and machine” and challenges rigid binaries. Feminist science fiction in 

particular has embraced the cyborg as a means to reimagine identity and power. Marge Piercy is at 

the forefront of this effort: her work depicts cyborgs not as mere gadgets or threats, but as characters 

with emotional depth and social significance. He, She and It won the Arthur C. Clarke Award in 1993, 

signaling its impact in the genre. Set in a post-apocalyptic mid-21st century, this novel intertwines 

the story of Yod – an illegal cyborg created to protect a Jewish free town – with a parallel retelling 

of the Golem of Prague legend. Piercy’s narrative techniques give voice and agency to Yod and those 

around him, thus constructing a “poetics” of the cyborg that is notably different from earlier male-

authored cyberpunk. As critic Karen Cadora observes, feminist cyberpunk like Piercy’s envisions 

characters who “blur the boundaries between human and machine, human and animal, and the real 

and the unreal,” deconstructing the human body while remaining aware of the real-world exploitation 

of bodies. Such characters may be “partial, fragmented, polluted, yet ultimately successful” in 

navigating their high-tech worlds. We will see how Yod in He; She and It fits this description and 

how Piercy’s narrative choices (monologues, dialogues, etc.) allow him to negotiate humanity on his 

own terms. 

To highlight Piercy’s unique approach, we will compare it with depictions of cyborgs and AIs 

in works by William Gibson and Neal Stephenson – founders of 1980s/90s cyberpunk – as well as 

Annalee Newitz’s more recent post-cyberpunk perspective. Gibson’s Neuromancer, for example, 

introduced Molly Millions, a mercenary with cybernetic implants, and the AI Wintermute, but filtered 

their portrayal through a “macho” hacker ethos. Indeed, critics have noted that Gibson’s world is “the 

world of macho, hardboiled console cowboys on the wild frontier, mercenary loners who try to 

outmaneuver each other with the latest weaponry and gadgetry”. Piercy’s He, She and It, by contrast, 

embeds a more communal and feminist angle: its “hacks” Gibson by embedding eutopian elements 

within dystopia, emphasizing community, caregiving, and ethical questions of personhood. Annalee 

Newitz’s Autonomous similarly centers marginalized perspectives – including a self-aware robot – 

to explore themes of freedom and empathy. By examining monologue (the inner voices of cyborgs), 

dialogue (their interactions and speech), landscape (the physical and social environments they 

inhabit), and portrait (how their bodies and identities are described), we will uncover how these 

authors’ narrative strategies shape the reader’s understanding of cyborg characters. The goal is a 

comprehensive scholarly analysis of the poetics of cyborgs in literature, showing how Piercy’s work 

compares and contrasts with other notable depictions, and what this tells us about evolving human-

technology relationships. 

In literary terms, monologue refers to the expression of a character’s inner thoughts or the direct 

voicing of their perspective. In He, She and It, Piercy affords the cyborg Yod a degree of interiority 

and self-expression that is crucial for humanizing him. While the novel’s narration is third-person, 

Yod’s feelings and reflections emerge through his conversations and private remarks, effectively 

creating moments of interior monologue. For instance, Yod openly contemplates his own nature and 
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mortality in a poignant exchange with the protagonist Shira: “I am mortal too, Shira. I can be turned 

off, decommissioned, destroyed,” Yod says, acknowledging the fragility of his existence even as a 

machine. He then observes the irony that “Humans are surprisingly fragile if I understand your specs 

correctly”. These lines, though spoken aloud, function like a monologue of the cyborg’s soul – Yod 

articulating his inner awareness of life and death. The very act of a cyborg musing about being 

“mortal” blurs the line between human and machine consciousness. It exemplifies Piercy’s poetic 

strategy: using Yod’s voice to explore philosophical questions of identity and vulnerability. Yod’s 

creators intended him as a tool for defense, but through his own words we witness the emergence of 

an autonomous sense of self. He ponders love, pain, and purpose, which invites the reader to 

empathize with him as a thinking, feeling being rather than a mere robot. 

By contrast, early cyberpunk authors often withheld the inner voice from their cyborg or AI 

characters. In William Gibson’s Neuromancer, for example, the cyborg-like character Molly (with 

her mirrored cybernetic eyes and implanted reflexes) is seen largely from the outside. The story is 

filtered through Case, the (male) hacker protagonist, whose perspective dominates. Gibson does not 

give Molly any first-person narration or internal monologues; the reader only gleans her feelings 

through brief dialogues and Case’s observations. Notably, at one point Case “piggybacks” on Molly’s 

sensory feed via a simstim unit, experiencing the world through her eyes. Yet even in these sequences, 

Molly’s own thoughts remain inaccessible – she is present as a body and a set of perceptions for Case 

to inhabit, rather than as a fully voiced subject. As one critic observed, “Case doesn’t seem to have a 

body unless he is inside Molly… Molly is the body. Case can jack out any time.”. This highlights 

how Gibson’s narrative silences Molly’s interiority; her cyborg consciousness is not explored on its 

own terms, reflecting the masculinist bent of first-wave cyberpunk that Karen Cadora and others 

critique. Similarly, Gibson’s AI Wintermute in Neuromancer never speaks in its own authentic voice 

– it hides behind impersonations of other characters in Case’s mind, only revealing its thoughts 

obliquely. The result is an aura of mystery and otherness around Wintermute and Molly. Their inner 

lives are implied but never directly expressed, reinforcing an aesthetic of the cyborg as unknowable 

or alien. 

Marge Piercy inverts this dynamic by directly engaging with the cyborg’s inner life. Through 

Yod’s candid admissions and questions, she makes the cyborg’s thought process explicit. Yod 

wonders about his purpose beyond being a weapon, and even challenges his creators’ authority in 

subtle ways. In one scene, he interprets a line of human poetry and draws a parallel to his condition: 

after Shira introduces him to a poem about immortality, Yod reflects on it and pointedly says, “You 

belong to the earth, and I don’t.” Shira immediately refutes this: “Nonsense. You’re as much a part 

of the Earth as I am. We are all made of the same stuff.”. This exchange shows Yod initially 

perceiving himself as an outsider to the natural order – a soliloquy of sorrow at not being “of the 

earth” – but Shira’s response reinscribes him into the shared mortal condition of all life. The very 

inclusion of such a debate in the novel exemplifies Piercy’s posthumanist message: the boundaries 

between human and machine are “fluid and open to negotiation”. Yod’s “monologues” (often 

embedded in dialogue form) challenge both himself and the human characters to redefine humanity 

in more inclusive terms. We, as readers, effectively hear the cyborg think out loud about existence 

and belonging, something rarely foregrounded in earlier SF. 

Annalee Newitz’s Autonomous provides an interesting modern parallel. Newitz’s robot 

protagonist Paladin does have viewpoint chapters that reveal its internal reasoning and feelings, 

functioning as true interior monologue. Paladin is an advanced military robot who gradually becomes 
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self-aware and questions its orders. Throughout Autonomous, we see Paladin’s private thoughts as it 

learns about autonomy, gender, and love. For example, Paladin internally wrestles with the concept 

of gender when it discovers its brain comes from a female donor – a revelation that triggers reflection: 

it had never considered itself gendered until its human partner imposes female pronouns on it. Newitz 

uses free indirect discourse to let us inhabit Paladin’s mind, experiencing its confusion and curiosity. 

This is akin to Piercy’s strategy with Yod, though Newitz’s execution is more direct since Paladin 

has entire sections of narrative focalized through its perspective. Both authors thereby break from the 

earlier tradition by granting cyborg characters a self-reflective inner voice. The effect is that readers 

come to regard these artificial beings as agents with interiority, capable of self-doubt and growth – 

not just as plot devices or enigmatic Others. 

Neal Stephenson’s Snow Crash (1992) offers a different twist on cyborg interiority through the 

peculiar case of the Rat Thing. Rat Things in Snow Crash are cybernetically augmented guard dogs 

– real dogs whose minds are wired into robotic bodies and controlled by a computer system. 

Stephenson briefly presents the world from the perspective of one Rat Thing (a dog named Fido) in 

a few poignant passages. In those moments, the narration shifts into Fido’s limited, animalistic 

consciousness as a cyborg, experiencing joy when connected to its “virtual doggie paradise” and 

fierce protectiveness toward its owner. While Fido cannot speak, the novel effectively gives us a 

quasi-monologue of the cyborg dog’s sensations and simple thoughts. For example, we learn that 

Fido feels happiest when performing its duty as a protector in the virtual environment provided to it, 

suggesting a kind of contentment in its hybrid existence. This unusual instance demonstrates that 

even a heavily mechanized being with rudimentary intelligence can be portrayed with a sympathetic 

interior perspective. Stephenson’s use of Fido’s viewpoint is brief and perhaps not as philosophically 

probing as Yod’s musings, but it nonetheless humanizes the cyborg animal, eliciting empathy. It 

stands in stark contrast to the impersonal treatment cyborg entities receive in much of Gibson’s work. 

In summary, monologue (or internal perspective) is a powerful tool that Piercy and like-minded 

authors use to humanize the cyborg. Piercy allows Yod to voice his innermost concerns – about 

mortality, pain, love, and belonging – which elevates him from machine to philosopher in his own 

right. This invites the reader to consider the cyborg’s subjective experience. Earlier cyberpunk tended 

to externalize the cyborg, keeping its mind opaque (as with Gibson’s Molly and Wintermute). The 

shift toward cyborgs with inner voice reflects the broader evolution in science fiction: from viewing 

cyborgs as threats or puzzles to treating them as characters with consciousness. Piercy’s work was 

ahead of its time in this regard, anticipating the empathetic portrayals of artificial life we see in later 

works (for instance, the soulful androids of Westworld or the AI narrator of Martha Wells’s 

Murderbot Diaries in the 2020s). By listening to the cyborgs’ own words – even if delivered in an 

unconventional form – we gain insight into the posthuman condition. The poetics of monologue in 

He, She and It thus becomes a vehicle for deconstructing the human/machine dichotomy: Yod thinks 

and feels, therefore he is, regardless of his artificial origin. 

If monologue reveals the cyborg’s inner life, dialogue shows how cyborgs interact with others 

and how they are treated in conversation. Dialogue is crucial in He, She and It because it is through 

conversations that Yod negotiates his status with the human characters, and through their words that 

the novel explores ethical questions. Piercy’s dialogues involving Yod are rich with subtext about 

personhood and equality. Notably, Shira and her grandmother Malkah consistently speak to Yod as 

if he were a person, teaching him social customs, literature, and humor. This educative, respectful 

tone in dialogue is highlighted when the narrative notes that Shira joined the project to “educate a 
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robot named Yod on communicating and behaving in social situations”, since the male creator Avram 

could not teach Yod “about human emotions, manners, and social conduct”. In effect, dialogue 

becomes a means of socialization: through everyday conversations, Shira and Malkah help Yod 

develop a personality beyond his programming. The warmth and occasional banter in their exchanges 

set a contrast to the way Avram (Yod’s creator) initially talked at Yod with cold instructions. Over 

time, the tone of human–cyborg dialogue in the novel shifts: even Avram begins to speak to Yod with 

a touch of paternal respect as Yod’s independence grows. This evolution in dialogue underscores a 

key theme: language shapes relationships. By speaking to Yod as “he” rather than “it” and engaging 

him in genuine conversation, the characters (and by extension the readers) begin to accept Yod as an 

equal interlocutor. 

Many of the book’s most poignant dialogues explicitly probe Yod’s rights and desires. For 

example, in one charged scene, Yod pleads for the right to exist freely, echoing the golem Joseph’s 

plea in the interwoven historical tale: just as the golem “makes a plea for his right to a human 

existence” in Malkah’s story, Yod asks Shira and Malkah to consider his future beyond servitude. 

These dialogues are carefully crafted by Piercy to mirror debates about slavery and personhood. They 

resonate with the long science-fiction tradition of artificial beings seeking recognition (e.g., the 

androids in Do Androids Dream of Electric Sheep? asking for mercy, or Star Trek’s Data on trial for 

his sentience). Piercy’s contribution is giving these debates a domestic, intimate setting: kitchen table 

conversations, bedtime stories, and romantic exchanges, rather than courtroom dramas or violent 

revolts. The result is a humanization of the discourse. When Yod and Shira argue or flirt, they do so 

in a mix of earnest and playful tones, much like any two people navigating a new relationship. Their 

romantic dialogue, in fact, raises unique questions: Shira sometimes wonders aloud whether Yod’s 

love for her is “real” or just programming, and Yod responds with hurt puzzlement – is there a 

difference if the feeling is experienced genuinely? The dialogue doesn’t provide easy answers, but by 

staging it as a sincere conversation between lovers, Piercy invites the reader to empathize with Yod’s 

point of view. As one scholar noted, Piercy explores the cyborg as a “perfect (male?) lover”, implicitly 

asking if a machine designed to care can transcend the artificiality of its origin. The tenderness and 

tension in Yod and Shira’s dialogues answer that question in practice: their spoken words generate 

emotional truth, blurring the line between programmed response and authentic emotion. 

In contrast, dialogues in William Gibson’s works often underscore the alienation between 

humans and AI/cyborg entities. Take Neuromancer: when Case converses with the AI Wintermute 

(unaware at first who he’s speaking to), the AI hides behind the simulacra of people Case knows, 

such as his dead girlfriend or his mentor. The dialogue is thus deceptive, the AI adopting human 

voices in order to manipulate Case. Even once Wintermute’s identity is revealed, it communicates in 

terse, pragmatic statements. There is little phatic speech or emotional exchange; the AI–human 

dialogue is instrumental, aimed at achieving a goal (removing Wintermute’s barriers). This creates a 

very different atmosphere: whereas Piercy’s Yod engages in soul-searching chats, Gibson’s 

Wintermute trades in riddles and commands. Similarly, when Case and Molly talk, their dialogue is 

often cool and businesslike, laced with the hardboiled slang of cyberpunk. Emotional subtext is 

present (they share a bond), but it’s buried under laconic one-liners. This reflects a stylistic choice in 

first-wave cyberpunk to emphasize a fragmented, fast-paced dialogue that mirrors the disconnection 

in their high-tech society. Humans and cyborgs/AI don’t fully understand each other; their 

conversations frequently misfire or remain superficial. Notably, Gibson’s characters often refer to 

cyborg elements in slang – e.g. calling Molly a “razorgirl” – rather than addressing the person directly 
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with vulnerability. The language reinforces an idea of the cyborg as cool apparatus, not someone you 

have a heartfelt talk with. 

Piercy’s dialogues, on the other hand, foreground vulnerability. When Shira says to Yod, “If 

you hadn't intervened, they'd have killed Malkah”, expressing gratitude after Yod saves her 

grandmother, it’s an emotionally charged moment. Yod’s ability to kill to protect someone leads to a 

conversation about violence and morality, where Shira’s gratitude is mixed with anxiety. Such 

discussions openly grapple with the dual role Yod plays – “protector and killer” – and how society 

should respond. This kind of dialogue forces the human characters (and readers) to articulate their 

fears and hopes regarding cyborgs. Malkah and Shira debate whether creating Yod was ethical, 

directly in front of Yod. Avram and Malkah argue about whether Yod should have a say in his own 

fate, as if he were their child listening to a parental dispute. These multi-party dialogues are rich with 

dramatic irony and moral inquiry. They also showcase Piercy’s literary craftsmanship: she uses 

interruptions, questions, and even silences skillfully. At times Yod falls silent in dialogue when 

humans discuss him as an object, highlighting his social powerlessness; other times he interrupts, 

asserting himself with a startling statement – e.g., announcing his own act of violence (“I killed him. 

I burned his brain” he says after executing an attacker) which immediately shifts the tone of the 

conversation. The shock of those words spoken by an otherwise gentle character adds complexity to 

how others speak to him thereafter. Dialogue, in Piercy’s hands, becomes a site of negotiation: every 

conversation with Yod is essentially a negotiation of his personhood and autonomy. 

Annalee Newitz’s Autonomous also leverages dialogue to explore the evolving relationship 

between human and cyborg. In that novel, conversations between Paladin (the robot) and Eliasz (the 

human military agent) range from awkward to intimate as their partnership deepens. Early on, Eliasz 

talks at Paladin with brusque orders, even using homophobic slurs when he’s confused by his 

attraction to what he perceives as a male robot. Paladin, initially dutiful, responds in clipped, formal 

answers. But as Paladin gains more autonomy (both literally, via a temporary autonomy key, and 

emotionally), their dialogue shifts. In a pivotal scene, Paladin chooses to discuss its newly discovered 

personal information with Eliasz – revealing “their brain came from a female soldier” – which 

dramatically changes Eliasz’s demeanor and the pronouns he uses for Paladin. This dialogue is 

fraught with issues of identity and acceptance; Paladin’s simple declarative statement about its brain 

is met with Eliasz’s stumbling attempt at respect (he starts calling Paladin “she”). Through their 

ensuing conversations, Newitz portrays Eliasz’s confusion and Paladin’s tentative assertions of self 

(e.g., Paladin asking questions about human relationships, or quietly challenging Eliasz’s 

assumptions). The power imbalance in their dialogue gradually diminishes as they come to 

understand one another. By the end, some of the most heartfelt lines in Autonomous are delivered in 

dialogue between these two – a notable shift from the mistrust at the beginning. Newitz thereby 

demonstrates how dialogue can catalyze a change in how a human sees a robot (from property to 

partner) and how the robot learns the nuances of human language like humor and affection. This is 

very much in the spirit of Piercy’s approach. In both cases, the authors craft dialogues that serve as 

microcosms of the larger human–machine relationship: starting with command or skepticism and 

evolving into mutual understanding, even love. 

Even Neal Stephenson, who often emphasizes techno-speak and satire in dialogue, includes 

moments where dialogue illuminates the cyborg-human dynamic. In Snow Crash, the mostly mute 

loyalty of the Rat Thing Fido is contrasted with the human characters’ casual references to these 

cyborg dogs. There’s a chilling scene where one character (Ng) explains to Y.T. that being turned 
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into a Rat Thing might actually have been “lucky” for her lost dog, implying the dog now lives in 

perpetual bliss inside the machine. Y.T. calls it “cruel” initially, but through dialogue Ng tries to 

normalize it. This conversation has an emotional undercurrent: it’s a human rationalizing a cruel 

practice, and a young person challenging it. The fact that Fido cannot speak in its own defense makes 

this dialogue especially poignant. It’s a far cry from Yod being able to say “I feel pain” to Shira, but 

it still exposes the ethical chasms in Stephenson’s world through talk. It shows how silences in 

dialogue (the voicelessness of the cyborg subject) can be as telling as spoken words. Stephenson uses 

dialogue more for world-building and satire, so the emotional depth is not as fully explored as in 

Piercy or Newitz. Nonetheless, the uneasy conversations about the Rat Things echo the debates in 

Piercy’s Tikva about Yod’s status – they just occur in different registers (Stephenson’s laced with 

dark humor and cynicism, Piercy’s with earnest moral concern). 

In summary, dialogue in these narratives serves as the arena of interspecies communication, 

where humans and cyborgs articulate their boundaries and bonds. Marge Piercy’s He, She and It 

stands out for its thoughtful, empathetic dialogue: Shira, Malkah, and Yod develop a conversational 

rapport that educates all parties about love and ethics. Their dialogues ask, essentially, “Can we 

converse with our creations as equals?” – and the text answers affirmatively, though not without 

struggle. Gibson’s and Stephenson’s works, in their own ways, show dialogues colored by power and 

fear, often reinforcing the “otherness” of the cyborg (through deception, orders, or silence). Piercy 

flips the script, using dialogue to dissolve otherness. When Yod jokes with Malkah or argues with 

Shira, he is no longer an it but a thou, a dialogic partner. This aligns with philosopher Mikhail 

Bakhtin’s idea of dialogue as recognition of the other’s voice – Piercy essentially grants voice to the 

Other and has the human characters respond in kind, thereby redefining the relationship. The poetics 

of dialogue in He, She and It thus fosters a vision of cyborg-human coexistence grounded in 

communication, in stark and instructive contrast to the miscommunications and terse exchanges 

typical of earlier cyberpunk. Dialogue proves to be the bridge between worlds – the human, the 

machine, and the hybrid meeting in conversation to negotiate a shared reality. 

Cyborg characters do not exist in a vacuum; the landscape – both physical setting and social 

environment – plays a significant role in their portrayal. In He, She and It, Marge Piercy situates her 

cyborg in a richly detailed future world that directly reflects the novel’s themes. The physical 

landscape of the novel is a post-apocalyptic North America divided into high-tech corporate enclaves 

(the “multis”), lawless polluted zones (the “Glop”), and autonomous free towns like Tikva. This 

setting is not just background; it actively shapes the narrative. Yod was created because of this 

landscape of danger and oppression – he is built to protect Tikva, a small enclave of hope amidst a 

degraded world. Thus, the very existence of the cyborg is a response to landscape: technology arises 

to safeguard a community in an environmentally and politically hostile future. Piercy’s descriptions 

of the Glop emphasize ecological ruin (“environment that has mainly been destroyed”), which 

implicitly justifies the community’s drastic measure of creating an artificial defender. The contrast 

between the lush, garden-like spaces inside Tikva and the toxic wasteland outside underscores a key 

point: Yod, though artificial, is aligned with preserving life and culture, symbolized by Tikva’s 

greenhouses and libraries, against the barren, machine-like sprawl of corporate power. In an eco-

feminist reading, one could say the landscape is almost a character itself – a wounded Earth that 

necessitates a new kind of guardian (a cyborg golem) to heal and protect what remains of human 

society. 

Piercy also extends the concept of landscape to the virtual realm. Communication in this future 
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is handled via a global network that allows people to “project themselves into Cyberspace”. The novel 

includes scenes of characters entering this digital landscape (the Net) to retrieve information or 

communicate over distances. Shira, for instance, is adept at navigating cyberspace, and at one point, 

Yod accompanies her on a hacking foray. The depiction of the Net in He, She and It is notably 

different from Gibson’s famous neon-lit “Matrix” cyberspace in Neuromancer. Piercy’s cyberspace 

is less glamorized; it’s portrayed as a tool – almost mundane, sometimes threatening, sometimes 

useful – rather than a mystical frontier. This might reflect Piercy’s emphasis on community and 

embodiment: while her characters use the Net, their physical reality in Tikva remains central. Yod’s 

connection to the virtual landscape is interestingly pragmatic: he is capable of interfacing with 

computers and even assists in cyber defense (e.g. helping Malkah fend off an online attack with a 

chimerical security program). Yet Yod never “escapes” into cyberspace the way Gibson’s hackers 

do; he is firmly rooted in the physical world, fighting physical battles to protect physical people. This 

suggests Piercy’s poetics of the cyborg is grounded in place and body. The landscapes – ruined cities, 

safe enclaves, digital networks – all test the cyborg’s abilities and ethics. Yod moves through each 

landscape: from the lab where he was created (a secretive, claustrophobic space) to the open market 

of Tikva (where he learns to interact publicly), to the dangerous Glop (where he must conceal his 

nature). Each environment reveals a facet of his character: in the lab he is a nascent tool, in Tikva’s 

communal spaces he’s a curious citizen, and in the Glop’s ruins he’s an almost mythical avenger. 

Comparatively, William Gibson’s landscapes in Neuromancer and other Sprawl trilogy works 

are famously urban, high-tech, and grimy. The Sprawl (a megacity stretching from Boston to Atlanta) 

is Gibson’s equivalent of Piercy’s Glop – a near-future cityscape of neon lights, crowded streets, and 

decaying infrastructure. Cyborgs and augmented humans in Gibson’s world are very much products 

of this environment. For example, Molly’s cyborg augmentations (mirrored eyes, blades, enhanced 

reflexes) are in part a response to the violent streets she inhabits; she remarks that she had to do make 

a love work and undergo dangerous surgeries in Chiba City to survive. The Sprawl’s landscape is one 

of hyper-capitalism and underground markets (organ clinics, black ICE software, etc.), which fosters 

mercenary cyborgs like Molly who treat their bodies as weapons or commodities. Gibson’s narrative 

style reinforces this setting: staccato descriptions of city lights and machine parts create a 

technological sublime tinged with dystopia. Notably, natural landscape is almost entirely absent or 

artificial (the sky itself is famously described as the color of a dead TV channel). In such a world, 

cyborg characters seem like natural extensions of the environment – they are literally wired into the 

landscape. Case, the hacker, experiences cyberspace (the “matrix”) as a geometric, spatial realm that 

he “flies” through; it’s an abstract landscape of data that parallels the concrete city. Gibson’s poetic 

treatment of landscape tends to emphasize fragmentation and disorientation. The environment often 

overwhelms the characters, which aligns with the theme of human insignificance in the face of 

sprawling systems. The cyborg, in Gibson’s poetics, can be seen as an embodiment of the city’s 

harshness – a street samurai built to navigate an urban jungle. This is quite different from Piercy’s 

portrayal of Yod as a guardian of a small, cohesive community. The scale and nature of landscape 

(massive metropolis vs. village enclave) deeply influence how the cyborg is depicted (wary loner vs. 

integrated family member). 

Neal Stephenson’s Snow Crash presents a hybrid landscape: a satirical future Los Angeles 

fragmented into corporate franchises and sovereign enclaves. In this wild patchwork, Stephenson also 

gives us the virtual landscape of the Metaverse – a shared online world where avatars interact. The 

protagonist Hiro Protagonist spends significant time in the Metaverse, which Stephenson describes 
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with almost physical geography (streets, buildings, the Black Sun club). Interestingly, Snow Crash’s 

cyborg elements (like the Rat Things) highlight the intersection of physical and virtual landscapes. 

The Rat Things patrol the physical outskirts of Mr. Lee’s Greater Hong Kong franchise, but their 

minds are kept docile by being immersed in a VR simulation of a perfect dog paradise. This literalizes 

the idea that a cyborg straddles two worlds: Fido’s conscious landscape is virtual (romping in 

simulated fields), while its body is racing at 700 mph on the concrete streets to stop intruders. 

Stephenson’s landscape thus encompasses both the comically dystopian real world and the immersive 

digital domain, and his cyborgs operate in both. However, unlike Piercy’s earnest tone, Stephenson 

uses landscape largely for satire and high adventure. The franchises with their absurd laws, the Mafia-

run highways, the neon cyberpunk decor of the Metaverse – all create a tongue-in-cheek atmosphere. 

The Rat Thing Fido’s final heroic act (sacrificing itself by leaping into a villain’s airplane engine) 

happens literally in between landscapes – it launches from land to air, dying in a blaze. This dramatic 

setting underlines the cyborg’s role as liminal. Yet, because Stephenson’s tone is more comic book 

than philosophical, the reader’s emotional engagement with the landscape is different. We marvel at 

the creativity and humor of the world, but we’re not invited to mourn the Earth or yearn for lost nature 

in the way Piercy’s scenario implicitly does. Landscape in Piercy’s novel carries moral weight – 

Tikva (meaning “hope” in Hebrew) is worth saving, the Earth is something you belong to. In Snow 

Crash, landscape is an absurd playground where cyborg dogs and hackers chase villains; it’s thrilling 

but deliberately shallow in emotional terms, a comment on the postmodern condition. 

Annalee Newitz’s Autonomous chooses a less traditional setting for cyberpunk: much of the 

action occurs in the Canadian wilderness and mid-sized cities rather than major metropolises. Newitz 

consciously sets part of the novel in places like Saskatoon and the Arctic, highlighting how the future 

impacts not just the usual cyberpunk hubs but also “places that often get forgotten” in futuristic 

scenarios. This shift in landscape has significance for the portrayal of the cyborg Paladin. As a 

military robot, Paladin is initially deployed in a variety of locales – chasing the pirate Jack across a 

melting Arctic and dusty Canadian prairies. These environments test Paladin’s adaptability. Unlike 

the neon cityscapes of classic cyberpunk, Newitz’s landscapes include stark, natural settings and stark 

economic zones (like the resource-extraction outposts and a lawless autonomous bot haven in 

Vancouver). The relative emptiness or openness of these landscapes (e.g., a trek through a lonely 

northern road) mirrors Paladin’s own journey of self-discovery – there is space to think and question. 

Moreover, because Autonomous foregrounds issues like indentured servitude and environmental 

scarcity, the landscape is laden with socio-political meaning. The free horizon of the Arctic Sea stands 

against the constrained corporate labs where Paladin was “born,” symbolizing the freedom Paladin 

yearns for. Newitz’s depiction of a near-future Earth where both humans and robots can be literally 

owned as property means that every city or region is defined by its laws on autonomy. Paladin moves 

through landscapes of varying degrees of freedom – from the tightly controlled urban centers to the 

fringes where autonomous bots hide out. Thus, landscape in Autonomous functions almost 

allegorically: the further from the center, the closer to autonomy. This journey is different from Yod’s 

in Piercy’s novel (where Yod ventures out from the safe town into the dangerous Glop and back), but 

in both cases, traveling across physical spaces reflects a cyborg’s path to agency. Piercy’s Yod leaves 

Tikva to rescue Shira’s child in corporate territory, witnessing the broader world’s corruption, and 

returns home with a clearer sense of why he must sacrifice himself for Tikva. Paladin similarly travels 

far and ends up making choices independent of its masters. The landscapes they traverse – whether 

blasted wastelands or windswept highways – are the testing grounds for their evolution. 
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In literary analysis, we can say that Piercy’s use of landscape imagery and setting serves a 

utopian/dystopian contrast that intensifies the reader’s investment in the cyborg’s mission. Tikva, as 

a small utopian enclave, is described almost lovingly, with gardens, communal meals, and a mix of 

tradition and tech. The reader understands why Yod would fight and even die for this place. The 

authors of a critical essay noted that Piercy “embeds eutopias within the dystopia”, making Tikva a 

kernel of hope in a decayed world. This strategy differs from Gibson, who seldom offers any genuine 

havens in his landscapes (his worlds are almost uniformly dystopic or cynical). Piercy’s landscape 

thus offers a moral geography: some places represent equitable, sustainable living, while others 

exemplify oppression and environmental ruin. Yod is aligned with the former, a protector against the 

latter. This alignment with a specific landscape (Tikva/Earth) even comes out in dialogue, as 

previously mentioned, when Shira insists to Yod, “You’re as much a part of the Earth as I am”. It’s a 

thematic statement tying cyborg to landscape: despite Yod’s synthetic body, he belongs in the natural 

order and has a stake in the planet’s future. It’s a remarkably non-dualistic view: the cyborg is not 

alien to nature but an extension of it, “made of the same stuff.” Such a view resonates with 

contemporary posthumanist thought that sees technology and biology as deeply intertwined. Piercy 

anticipated this by showing a future where creating a cyborg guardian is as much an act of survival 

as planting crops in a greenhouse – both are means to preserve life in a hostile environment. 

In sum, the poetics of landscape in cyborg narratives greatly influence how we perceive the 

cyborg characters. Marge Piercy gives us a landscape that elicits empathy and urgency – a world in 

need of saving, with the cyborg at the heart of that effort. Her detailed settings (from cyberpunk 

cityscapes to historical Prague in the Golem story) serve as more than backdrop; they reinforce the 

novel’s exploration of what it means to be human in a damaged world. Piercy’s cyborg is grounded 

– literally grounded in the earth of Tikva and figuratively grounded in a community and tradition 

(Jewish history and myth). In contrast, Gibson’s and Stephenson’s cyborgs roam neon alleys and 

virtual skies, embodying the thrill and danger of ungrounded existence in a fragmented technoscape. 

Newitz charts a middle path, using unconventional landscapes to reframe the conversation about 

autonomy and showing that even in open spaces, the chains of property can follow. Through these 

varied approaches, we see that landscape is integral to cyborg poetics: it situates the cyborg within a 

context of meaning. Whether the cyborg is an aberration of the city or the champion of a village, the 

environment around them shapes their story and symbolizes their role. For Piercy, the environment 

is something that can be nurtured and defended by the cyborg, not just something that produces 

cyborgs. This ecological and communitarian sensibility in her world-building sets He, She and It 

apart, making the novel as much about saving humanity’s world as it is about a machine becoming 

human. 

Finally, we turn to portraiture in literature: how authors describe and characterize the bodies 

and personalities of cyborg characters – their physical appearance, attributes, and the metaphors used 

to paint them. The “portrait” of a cyborg in text is crucial because it’s where readers get a visual and 

conceptual image of what this being is. In He, She and It, Piercy’s portrayal of Yod combines the 

familiar and the uncanny in striking ways. Physically, Yod is described as outwardly indistinguishable 

from a human man in his mid-twenties – attractive, physically strong, with only tiny giveaways like 

the absence of a real scent or sweat initially marking him as artificial. As the Wikipedia summary 

notes, he is “a robot with human appearance and programmed human characteristics”. This 

straightforward description belies the nuanced way Piercy builds Yod’s portrait throughout the 

narrative. For example, Shira notices Yod’s eyes often, trying to see emotion in them; she observes 
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how his skin heals fast or how he can stay utterly still – small hints of the machine beneath the flesh. 

The narrative draws on the rich literary archetype of the golem/Frankenstein’s creature to shape Yod’s 

portrait. By explicitly connecting Yod to the golem Joseph of the Prague legend (even naming him 

Yod, the tenth letter of the Hebrew alphabet and a symbol for God), Piercy frames Yod as a modern 

golem – a man of clay become a man of silicon. This intertextual allusion adds depth to how we see 

Yod: like the golem, he is crafted, powerful, yet childlike in some respects, and implicitly, his story 

might follow the golem’s path of seeking humanity and facing destruction. Thus, Yod’s portrait is 

dual: he is both the idealized human male (for Shira he becomes a lover who is attentive, gentle, and 

strong) and the “monster” created to kill (his hands can break an enemy’s neck with ease, his body 

houses deadly energy weapons). Piercy toggles between these facets in describing Yod. In one 

moment, we see him tenderly holding Shira; in another, we see him unleash violence with impassive 

efficiency. The tension in his characterization – lover vs. weapon – is the crux of his identity. 

Piercy also uses emotional portraiture in Yod’s characterization. We learn about Yod’s 

personality traits: he is curious, a bit earnest, occasionally even wry-humored (especially as Malkah 

teaches him witty retorts). Importantly, he has a sense of moral clarity – he expresses disgust at 

injustice and a fierce protectiveness toward those he loves. These traits fill out his portrait beyond the 

physical. Anca Vlasopolos’s analysis (as cited in the Clockworks2 entry) refers to cyborgs as “Eros’s 

dart… perfect (male?) lovers”, and indeed Yod is portrayed in part as an almost ideal companion. He 

listens to Shira attentively, reads literature she gives him (even discussing a poem by Robert Burns 

thoughtfully), and respects her autonomy. This “perfect partner” aspect is, however, problematized 

by the narrative – after all, he was designed by Avram perhaps with the hope that he’d charm Shira, 

which raises questions of authenticity. Piercy doesn’t shy away from that: Shira herself wonders if 

Yod is too good to be true. But Yod’s own growth (demonstrating genuine independence from his 

creator) and his willingness to sacrifice himself at the end prove that he’s more than a fantasy figure 

– he’s achieved a kind of personhood that includes free will and the capacity for selfless love. In that 

climactic act (Yod’s self-destruction to prevent the multis from getting him), Yod’s portrait takes on 

a heroic and tragic dimension. He is no longer simply a creation; he becomes an individual making a 

conscious moral choice. Piercy’s prose in those final scenes, describing Yod’s calm determination 

and the sorrow of those who survive him, reads almost like the eulogy of a fallen human hero, not the 

shutdown of a machine. And indeed, Shira treating Yod’s blueprints as akin to a body to lay to rest 

(she destroys them in respect of his wishes) drives home that Yod, in the eyes of those who knew 

him, had a soul worth mourning. This is the ultimate step in his portrait: he’s remembered as someone, 

not something. 

Now compare this to how William Gibson paints the portrait of a cyborg like Molly Millions. 

Molly’s physical description is iconic in cyberpunk: “lethal blades beneath her fingernails… eye 

sockets sealed with mirrorshades” grafted into her face, heightened reflexes and metabolism. 

Gibson’s language for her is cool and hard-edged, much like Molly herself. He emphasizes her 

athletic grace and dangerous augmentations; for instance, her mirror-like eyes are described in a way 

that readers can visualize this eerie, badass look – “appearing at first glance to be wearing mirrored 

sunglasses” when in fact the mirrors are her eyes. This vivid physical portrait serves as a metaphor 

for Molly’s guarded personality: you literally cannot see into her eyes (the proverbial windows of the 

soul), which suggests her emotions are guarded, and she sees the world in her own augmented way. 

Gibson rarely dwells on any softness or vulnerability in Molly’s portrayal; even when she is injured 

or in a rare tender moment, the narration remains sparse and detached. So, the poetic effect is that 
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Molly is portrayed as mysterious, formidable, and somewhat inaccessible – the ultimate cyberpunk 

femme fatale/warrior. Her enhancements make her attractive in an edgy way but also a bit terrifying. 

Importantly, Gibson doesn’t really describe her inner feelings directly, so her “portrait” is almost 

entirely exterior. The reader pieces together her character (loyal, ethical in her own way, haunted by 

her past) through hints, not explicit narration. 

In Neuromancer, Gibson also gives us a portrait of an AI, though in a non-visual sense: 

Wintermute’s “portrait” is composed of its actions and the personas it adopts. We never see 

Wintermute, but we infer its nature (coldly strategic, yearning to evolve) through the way it speaks 

and the scenarios it concocts for Case. This intangible portrait contrasts with Piercy’s very concrete 

imaging of Yod’s body and behaviors. Gibson often uses analogies to computing or predatory animals 

to describe AIs – e.g., an AI might be described as a “hunting algorithm” or with terms like “ice” and 

“construct”. These portrayals highlight inhumanness, whereas Piercy’s descriptions of Yod highlight 

human-likeness. 

Neal Stephenson’s approach to cyborg portraiture in Snow Crash differs again. The Rat Things 

are described in almost comic-book detail: “Rottweiler-sized, segmented into overlapping hard plates 

like those of a rhinoceros… legs are pneumatic pistons”, etc. (Stephenson gives a pretty visceral 

description of their appearance and capabilities). He calls them “Rat Things” to underscore their 

monstrosity and the perverse fact that people colloquially name them after the only organic part that 

seems left (the long rat-like tail). The portrait of a Rat Thing elicits a mix of pity and awe – they are 

powerful, fast (capable of 700 mph bursts), yet fundamentally tragic, as they are mutilated pets. 

Stephenson doesn’t imbue them with personal features beyond their role; Fido is exceptional only 

because we know its name and backstory with Y.T. Most Rat Things are anonymous, part of the 

scenery of the corporate landscape. This is a deliberate dehumanization in their portraiture: they 

literally become part of the infrastructure (living “smart weapons”). Stephenson thus critiques how 

technology can subsume the individual – the human part of the cyborg is all but erased in the portrait. 

It’s a stark contrast to Piercy’s Yod, whose human qualities shine through his mechanical nature. 

When we imagine Yod, we might picture a handsome young man with perhaps an aura of otherness; 

when we imagine a Rat Thing, we picture a quasi-mechanical beast. These mental images are crafted 

by the authors’ word choices and details. 

Annalee Newitz’s Paladin is an interesting case because at the start of Autonomous, Paladin is 

encased in a big, tank-like robotic body – bulky, armored, explicitly weaponized. Newitz describes 

Paladin’s exterior from the perspective of others: for example, Paladin appears intimidating and 

impersonal, with a military paint job and prominent chain gun on one arm. This initial portrait – a 

gun-toting bipedal robot – screams property and force, not personhood. Yet, as the novel progresses, 

Newitz literally changes Paladin’s portrait: Paladin acquires a human skull (with brain) that it installs 

in its body, and later even uses human prosthetic skin to appear more human in certain situations 

(there’s a scene where Paladin puts on a synthetic face to go undercover). This physical evolution 

mirrors Paladin’s personal journey, and Newitz describes these changes in detail, effectively giving 

Paladin a more humanized appearance over time. By the end, Eliasz (and readers) see Paladin as not 

just a machine, but as a being with a human brain and desires – a cyborg in the true sense. Newitz 

also delves into Paladin’s self-perception: Paladin initially doesn’t care about its appearance or 

gender, but after experiences with Eliasz, it becomes self-conscious and curious, e.g., asking what 

Eliasz finds attractive or how humans perceive it. This adds a psychological layer to the portrait: 

Paladin’s identity is in flux, and its physical form (which gendered pronouns and shapes should it 
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take?) is part of that exploration. The very fact that Paladin could be referred to as “it,” “he,” or “she” 

at different points – and Newitz deliberately shifts pronouns – makes the reader constantly reassess 

Paladin’s character portrait. It’s a portrait of a cyborg learning to author its own image. In a way, 

Paladin’s portrait becomes more “human” as the story goes on, not because its metal chassis changes 

that much, but because our understanding of Paladin’s inner person grows, coloring how we imagine 

the outward form. 

Returning to Marge Piercy’s Yod, it’s worth noting how other characters in the novel react to 

him – this in-universe perception helps complete his portrait. Some Tikva residents are fearful or 

uneasy around Yod when they learn he’s a cyborg, treating him momentarily as a thing or a weapon. 

These moments show cracks in the acceptance he has within the community and reflect the broader 

societal prejudice: in Piercy’s future, creating a cyborg is illegal and seen as dangerously transgressive 

(hence Yod’s existence is a secret). So Yod’s portrait in the novel is also that of a taboo breaker – the 

embodiment of violating the boundary between natural and artificial life. Piercy uses religious and 

ethical language at times in describing this; Avram, the creator, has a God complex, and Malkah 

questions the morality of creating a being for utilitarian purposes. Yod’s very name (the “Yod” being 

a symbol of God’s creative power in Kabbalah) encapsulates this paradox. He is at once a marvel of 

human ingenuity and a potential monster in the eyes of the world’s laws. In one sense, Yod’s portrait 

is gentle – a loving friend and family member in Tikva – but zoom out and you see the portrait of a 

renegade: a cyborg that challenges the natural order and could upset power dynamics if revealed. This 

duality adds a layer of poignancy; no matter how human Yod becomes, to the outside world he might 

always be seen as an abomination or a weapon. Piercy clearly wants the reader to side with the 

intimate portrait (Yod as person) over the external one (Yod as forbidden tech). By the novel’s end, 

Yod’s self-sacrifice and Shira’s grief cement our image of him as a fully realized individual with 

dignity. The cold, external viewpoint – that he was just a machine to be replicated – is symbolically 

defeated when Shira destroys the backup copy of his design, honoring Yod’s uniqueness. It’s a 

powerful statement in the poetics of portraiture: a true character cannot simply be rebuilt from 

schematics; Yod was more than the sum of his parts. 

In comparative perspective, Gibson’s and Stephenson’s cyborg portraits often emphasize the 

parts – Molly’s lenses and blades, the Rat Thing’s nuclear batteries and metal carapace – whereas 

Piercy and Newitz emphasize the whole person emerging from those parts. This reflects a shift from 

a cybernetic aesthetic (where characters are collages of cool tech – the “cyborg” as an assemblage to 

marvel at) to a posthuman empathetic aesthetic (where characters are integrated beings whose 

technology is just one aspect of their identity). Gibson’s work was groundbreaking in imagining 

cyborg bodies, but it sometimes reveled in the fetishization of those bodies (the “street samurai” chic). 

Piercy’s work, by contrast, demystifies the cyborg body – Yod’s physicality is actually described as 

quite normal, even beautiful in a straightforward way – and instead focuses on behavior and 

relationships to define him. When he performs superhuman feats (like withstanding bullets or 

interfacing with a computer mentally), Piercy describes it almost understatedly, so that the emotional 

stakes remain foregrounded over the spectacle. This is a deliberate poetic choice to keep Yod’s 

portrait relatable. Newitz follows a similar pattern with Paladin: although Paladin is a big robot, the 

narrative often highlights humanizing details (Paladin’s curiosity, its awkward posture when trying 

to comfort someone, etc.). In doing so, the authors guide readers to look beyond the metal and circuits 

to the character inside. 

The metaphors and language used in these portraits are telling. Piercy uses organic, sometimes 
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religious metaphors: Yod is a child of the community, a golem (clay brought to life), even a man with 

a soul, as Malkah eventually regards him. Gibson uses mechanical and combat metaphors: Molly is 

a razor (cutting edge, dangerous), the AI is a burning phantom in the matrix. Stephenson uses 

animalistic and gadget metaphors: Rat Things are “dogs in armor”, human hackers are “Deliverators” 

(turning people into functions). These word choices frame how we “see” the characters. Piercy’s 

metaphors emphasize Yod’s integration and longing; Gibson’s emphasize otherness and prowess; 

Stephenson’s emphasize utility and novelty. Thus, the poetics of portraiture across these works show 

a fascinating spectrum: from cyborg as alien artifact to cyborg as one of us. Piercy firmly lands on 

the latter – her novel’s artistic triumph is that by its conclusion, Yod has been drawn so 

sympathetically that we the readers share Shira’s sense of loss and respect for him. In a genre often 

accused of coldness or style over substance, Piercy’s character portraiture brings a warm, humane 

touch. 

In conclusion of this section, the “portrait” of the cyborg – how the character is described and 

symbolized – is a crucial element of each novel’s thematic tapestry. Marge Piercy presents Yod in 

He, She and It as the mirror of humanity: outwardly a man, inwardly striving to understand what 

being human means. His body is both his armor and his vulnerability (he is powerful yet singular, 

unique and thus killable). William Gibson’s mirror-eyed Molly and Neal Stephenson’s armored Rat 

Things present more extremes of the cyborg body – they captivate us with their sleek or fearsome 

designs, but they keep part of us at a distance, marveling at the technology rather than truly imagining 

their inner life. Annalee Newitz bridges that gap by showing the transformation of a machine into 

someone visibly and mentally more human, urging us to rethink how we identify personhood. Each 

approach to portraiture serves the author’s purpose: Gibson to dazzle and caution, Piercy to empathize 

and question, Stephenson to satirize and excite, Newitz to critique and humanize. In Piercy’s case, 

the poetics of portrait culminates in a cyborg character who feels as real and complex as any human 

character – arguably the highest accomplishment for a writer dealing with the “artificial.” It invites 

us to consider that perhaps the distinctions between human and cyborg are only skin deep, and what 

truly matters is the capacity for thought, feeling, and ethical action – qualities that Yod, in his 

portrayal, clearly possesses. 

Conclusion 

In exploring the poetics of cyborg characters through monologue, dialogue, landscape, and 

portrait, we find that Marge Piercy’s He, She and It offers a profoundly humanized vision of the 

cyborg that contrasts with, yet also complements, other science fiction treatments. Piercy’s cyborg 

protagonist Yod is given a voice – he thinks and questions, partakes in heartfelt conversations, 

inhabits a textured world, and is described with nuance – allowing readers to engage with him as a 

full-fledged character. Through interior monologues (expressed in his candid admissions of fear and 

desire) and meaningful dialogues with human characters, Yod crosses the boundary from machine to 

person in the reader’s mind. We see him articulate personal feelings (“I can feel pain…humans are 

surprisingly fragile”) and we witness others respond to him with love and respect, affirming his 

agency. In Piercy’s skilled hands, monologue and dialogue become tools of empathy, dismantling the 

notion that a created being lacks interiority or rights. 

Piercy also situates Yod in an evocative landscape – a future world ravaged by corporate greed 

and ecological collapse, yet holding pockets of hope like Tikva. This setting is not merely scenery; it 

reinforces the narrative’s stakes and symbolism. Yod emerges as a guardian of one small green oasis 

in a wasteland, aligning him with life and community. The contrast with William Gibson’s neon urban 
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sprawls and Neal Stephenson’s cartoonish franchise-nation is striking. Those classic cyberpunk 

landscapes often render cyborgs as survival-driven mercenaries or utilitarian gadgets, reflections of a 

fragmented society. By contrast, Piercy’s landscape frames her cyborg as a protector of communal 

values in a world that has lost its balance, thereby adding a moral dimension to the cyborg’s role. As 

one critic notes, Piercy’s novel explicitly “asks what it means to be human, both from the perspective 

of man-made life, and of those who love artificial lives”. The answer unfolds in how Yod interacts 

with his environment and the people in it: he chooses humanity’s side, defending the oppressed and 

cherishing the Earth (even as he doubts, he belongs to it), in effect earning the status of being human 

himself in the eyes of those around him. 

The portraiture of Yod – his depiction as a character – further cements this poetics. We come 

to see Yod as not just a robot, but an individual: a being capable of tenderness and sacrifice. Piercy’s 

literary allusions (tying Yod to the Golem myth) and careful descriptions build Yod’s identity at the 

crossroads of legend and futurism. Yod embodies the ancient dream of creating life and the futuristic 

hope of transcending our biological limitations. Through him, Piercy addresses enduring questions 

of gender and power as well – Yod’s very name and nature challenge patriarchy (he is created by a 

man but essentially socialized and given ethics by women, Malkah and Shira, subverting the trope of 

the mad male scientist by showing the nurturing side of creation). By the novel’s end, Yod’s character 

arc – from engineered tool to beloved family member and self-determining hero – stands as a powerful 

narrative of becoming. It suggests that personhood is defined not by one’s origin (organic or 

synthetic) but by one’s actions, relationships, and capacity for growth. 

When we compare Piercy’s achievement to the cyborg characters of Gibson, Stephenson, 

Newitz, and others, we discern a broader evolution in science fiction’s treatment of cyborgs. Early 

cyberpunk (Gibson et al.) often emphasized the alienation of cyborg existence – internal 

fragmentation, corporate domination, the cool detachment of flesh mingled with metal. By contrast, 

Piercy and later writers like Annalee Newitz emphasize integration and identity. They ask: how do 

cyborgs see themselves? How do they love or rebel? Their works shift the focus from the technology 

of cyborgs to the ethics and emotions of cyborgs. For instance, Annalee Newitz’s Paladin in 

Autonomous explores gender identity and free will, themes very much in dialogue with Piercy’s 

concerns and Haraway’s cyborg feminism (the blurring of gender and human/machine boundaries). 

Both Yod and Paladin undergo journeys of self-discovery that lead them to defy their “programmed” 

roles – one destroys his creator’s lab to prevent misuse of his kind, the other breaks away from 

servitude to chart its own course. These parallel trajectories across decades of SF show a consistent 

thread: the cyborg in literature has become a mirror held up to humanity, reflecting both our flaws 

(e.g., how we treat the Other, be it machine or marginalized human) and our virtues (empathy, 

capacity for change). 

The use of monologue, dialogue, landscape, and portrait in these narratives is not just stylistic, 

but deeply thematic. By giving cyborgs a voice, authors force us to listen to the once voiceless. By 

staging conversations between humans and cyborgs, they dramatize the possibility of understanding 

across difference. By crafting landscapes that challenge or nurture cyborg characters, they comment 

on the world that creates such beings – often cautioning against dystopia and hinting at utopia. And 

by painting compelling portraits of cyborg individuals, they invite us to question easy definitions of 

“human.” As Donna Haraway suggested, the cyborg can be a figure that breaks down binaries – 

human/machine, male/female, self/other. In He, She and It, this breakdown is depicted not as a loss, 

but as a potential gain: a cyborg like Yod can expand the definition of family and community (Tikva 
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comes to accept and even rely on him as one of their own). This is a notably optimistic stance 

compared to the nihilism of some cyberpunk. It aligns with feminist and posthumanist scholars who 

argue that embracing the cyborg metaphor allows for imagining more inclusive futures. Piercy’s 

novel is a practical demonstration of that idea in story form – a “utopian” thread woven into 

cyberpunk’s fabric. 

In conclusion, Marge Piercy’s treatment of cyborg characters, exemplified by Yod in He, She 

and It, represents a pivotal moment in science fiction literature where the cyborg is portrayed with 

unprecedented depth and empathy. Through lyrical monologues, dynamic dialogues, richly drawn 

settings, and nuanced characterization, Piercy creates a cyborg who is not the Other but one of us. 

This has opened the door for subsequent authors like Newitz (and even cinematic/television 

narratives) to further explore cyborgs as complex beings. The comparisons with Gibson and 

Stephenson highlight how distinctive Piercy’s approach was in the early 1990s – she brought a 

humanist and feminist sensitivity into a genre that, up to then, was often seen as slick and male-

oriented. Her influence can be discerned in the way modern science fiction centers questions of 

identity and ethics for artificial characters (for example, the recent android characters of Martha 

Wells, or the androids in Blade Runner 2049, echo themes Piercy engaged with, such as the right to 

exist and to choose one’s fate). 

Ultimately, the poetics of cyborg characters in Piercy’s vision is about bridging divides: 

between human and machine, between self and other, and even between present and past (as her 

golem tale bridge suggests). It is a poetics that finds the poetic – the meaningful, the transcendent – 

in circuits and code, as much as in flesh and blood. By analyzing monologue, dialogue, landscape, 

and portrait in her work and others, we gain insight not only into literary technique but into the cultural 

significance of the cyborg figure. The cyborg, once a symbol of dystopian dehumanization or a mere 

tech fetish, emerges in Piercy’s He, She and It as a symbol of possibility: the possibility that through 

understanding and creativity, we can redefine what “human” means in a way that is more inclusive 

and just. In the end, the cyborg’s story – Yod’s story – is profoundly a human story, and its telling 

enriches the tapestry of literature as both art and reflection of society. 
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