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H;MlNlST FAMILY THEORY

. ylice Stephens were having c!mner at a nice restaurant to celebrate

ab? \ wedding anniversary. Bob said to Alice, “Isn't this relaxing? A dinner
AT sut the kids. We shoul'd treat our§elves to this more often.” Alice
jore Wiy but was not convinced that it was such a treat. It's true that
e L\_r sested that they go out to dinner, but it was Alice who had made
. had 'a{i\c;ni- In fact, Alice had also picked up Bob’s suit from the clean-
2 o way home from worlf. She had arranged for the babysitter, made
2" e kids before she left, washed the basketball uniform that Bobby
s ; ded for tomorrow’s gym class, and helped little Alicia study for her
o<t before she drove downtown to Bob's engineering office, where

¥ nced into his suit for dinner. She felt too tired and anxious to relax.

ne Uie

. had been feeling a great deal of stress lately. She enjoyed her jobas a

e
S ey
e 1O

V--rr

e
5

a

‘ . but was worried about making partner in her firm. Two men who had
éthe firm after her had already achieved partner status. When she asked
sior partners about it, they explained that she was “off track” for part-

i because of the maternity leave she had taken to have her children.
-, 30 indicated that her work with the Legal Aid fund was notable, but it

{ not bring in the kind of money to the firm that was expected of a partner.
-2 worked with single mothers whose ex-husbands had failed to pay child
coport. But now she had to find ways to bring in clients who could afford to
oy more money. And as much as she loved her husband, children, and her
work, what Alice really wished for was an evening at home, soaking in a nice

%0t bath, with some peace and quiet to read a book.
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HISTORY

:i:t family theory, not surprisingly, .has its roots in the feminist movement.
| feminsm can be defined as the search for rights, opportunities, and identities women
| e they deserve (Thomas 2000). Feminism in the United States might be said
- "¢ begun with the Seneca Falls Convention in 1848. Women—most notably
-2t Cady Stanton and Susan B, Anthony—fought for the right to vote, a

Elizabe

“ttle thay w . . . ]

o t Was not won until ratification of the Ninereenth Amendment to the U.S.
“#itution 1n 1920,
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g ¢dge and celebrate the diff;

men in ord . € the differences between
undervalyed (Alcoff wavnovwzsm mn:.pmfé to those feminine traits thar are at present
selves Primarily wich ¢p, _..v ost feminists in the United States today identify them-

~ Within every field Mm ! mm._m_ branch of feminism (Shehan and Kammeyer 1997).

ting-edge ideas. Often QMQMQ > _W:oé_mmmm is advanced by pioneers who propose cut-
after a time, a midd|e ground n._mﬁnmwﬂnm“mmm_ rorerosaphics are preied o8

hat incorporates elements of each philosophy
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. e individual one. This is also the case with feminjsm By the
eme . ‘among the feminist branches melted away. Feminists mowcm d
. . ¥ ¢
en’s second-class status in soclety and in families reproduct;
y ive
d society affects the

.:nﬁwoa

one of the dominant theories of the family was structural function-

functionalists proposed that roles in familjes should be divided in

m%ﬂ&? based on sex. .;Q proposed that familjes functioned best

o hwﬁ% ; nmacBm:.m: Smrrm of Mm_‘Esm money and pProviding for basic needs,
n Jid the expressive tasks of caretaking for fa

en dl

mily members (Baca Zi
972 sociologist Jessie Bernard wrote The Fy ey
i

. . ture of Marriage, in which

feed this perspective on marriage. Bernard found thye there were two

w7 oneradi - and hers—and that his was better than hers. This finding was in direct
B o the ideas vnmmm:ﬂm& in mMEnncE_-mc:n.a.o:m__ ﬁr.noé. ,

| on the work of —wamsma and others, feminist family theorists began to con-
Base 15 in families, causing them to analyze how males dominate family power,
sider w.aﬁﬂus:ospg and unintentionally. When male power dominates families, they
%.% 5&3 benefit but females do not, thus leading to two types of marriages. Feminist
aa;a%no:ma recognized that male power and dominance were the result of social-
@amw: and challenged the concept that male power was natural and inevitable, as
jza ested in structural functionalism. Feminist scholars examined how the family was
””wmgn& by social institutions and politics and how it was affected by the wider
gyscem of societal :o:dw,.

Feminist understanding was furthered in the 1980s by the groundbreaking work
of Carol Gilligan, who analyzed the psychological and internal development of wom-
en's sense of self as being different from that of men’s. In her book, In a Different Voice,
Gilligan (1982) explored how women defined their identities and understood reality
through relationships, particularly intimate relationships. Their experiences must be
taken into account in the analysis of their development, she noted, particularly as
they internalized their senses of self and their moral codes. She further clarified that,
for women, nonviolence and caring for others dominated their views of justice and
equality.

: In the 1990s, feminist scholars sought to combine both the monS_. and E.n:.
vidual perspectives of oppression, paving the way for a third wave of feminism, which
s still 2 work in progress. This perspective focused on the multiple forms of oppres-
. . ; - : es-
sion that might be experienced on an individual basis as a result of wom_mnm_ ovvn_o:
; ) ARt : : ressi
sion. A “matrix of domination” (Hill Collins 1998, 2000) could _:nE:on@_w bilicy.
s . _ T ssical ability.
based on gender, class, race, ethnicity, sexual orientation, religion, oqrw meo e
For example, although all women experience relatively e .Mmm_s n_m&,éoan:
Women experience relatively more status than women of no_o_.r e Mﬁ.n status than
have more status than poor women, and heterosexual women m“ﬁ %:Em of fomminisen
. = . n
tesbians or bisexual women. Mulriracial feminism mﬁmw _nm:Mmm on the intersection of
thay is third wave of feminism. o . , issue
¢ developed from n?.m it 11 the assumption that gender is the only issul |
gender, race, and ethnicity and challenges eceois] location” s & MOte complex soc1a
that matters. Tt encourages us to understand “social locatt her when we review
ers. It en We explore this concept litcle further
Phenomenon (Lorber 1998). We h 2 d of this chapter.
. e n
literature on Black feminism at the €
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In French,
article

words sl have
of words are not
stead of bumanity irn-
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aotati?’ ed. For example, using
1zedt
ogo

s women:

le is using the word spinster to refer 1, an unmarried, chilg.
ptle examp fer to an unmarrie

5 male? There i
le. We might use the word bachelyr, k‘,ut it d’!,e')nt have the nega-
g fem? ble word. ord spinster has. We define spinsters in terms of what they
2 . W . ’ e :
l'; © (:adon that th", es and not mothers (Allen 1994). Feminists pay attention
d 0 v :
:i\‘cc g chey are Dot w1 se to ensure that women are not excluded from the social
u
i no[;nd of language
o e tion. d labels together is termed categorizatisn, Behaviors and roles
cersa 1 an . § )
t-nm;fumn g behavwrsorized according to gender. At a very early age, boys anfl girls
‘ beled and categ hat gitls do, what men do, and what women d':'). Behaviors by
o l/Awhat boys do, ‘lv inforce these categorizations. For instance, if a father were
n s re S
lﬂreﬂ(s or other adu t\d son dancing in a tutu at the daycare center, he might yell at
d «e his three-year-0 “Don’t ever let my son wear that again! [ want mY 50N to grow
| w3 : : _
o childcare pmwde”t ’ d on such comments, the boy might never play with a tutu
the be a real man!” Base
up to

no social
’s exploration in the fantasy play area of the daycare center had

: e son i ing to it.
again- Th;mti / the father ascribed a gendered meaning

megmﬂg

lu )

ext X to re ed, childles
ce su 4 do we use

mo! hat wor

ification 1s an outcome of categorization. Once tzisks for men and women .md_
S{m“ﬁ[fmon g b divided, people begin attributing value (even unintention
et i hal:e T&ii: value atiributed to male tasks has aiways been greater than
| g? “i ‘hoi:tigit;\ to female tasks. People who are more hig[hly;lv:;ueslxie[ hmlti'ses
s soa ini hose with power as privileged. Peo '
e e i v eged) and are oppressed because of this. In
5:1“3 o \es's Pt fi::t(ioz“isl:rsisoslzr::‘;iiifnorily found when womeyr'i's‘beh}a‘vioresw Zr:l(
gender anaiyslsv . lue than men’s. For example, “women’s work” like ou's.n o
oy il gwen"ess e men's work is given greater value and pay i
e & ui\pald,‘ Whe'[eas h status differences so that women can become
| ciety. Femninists seek to illuminate suc

empowered.

i 's in which language influ-

fe ing attention to the ways in w : '

One way to do this is to bm:farziﬁcation For example, a man believes himseig

1 ; ki ) as i

ences, and perhaps perpeziuat;s\; dly proclaims that he hel.ps.arou-nd :;iethtc;;sew il
to be an equal partner af; i;or and therefore noEable. This lmplll:S 1; :ause oman

| this were an unusual be 3;’ -m’atel)' responsible t9r, the hous_efylor "5 G
1s still in charge of, and u “d ender roles are still tﬁere. Privi ege i AN

| is just “helping out.” The ocli origalit)'v age, ph)'sicai alb!llt};d a:]‘dretl}:figr; ey

ici alicy, na ivilege is locat ;

race, et}in.mty. sex“um}ple levels whe‘: Ei;nv of the hierarchies we learned abouF x;sei:

pae s Omplimted ool t\"’l]k.er 1993), and challenging those beliefs i

tinguishes status is € Collins 1998; W2

learned in our ﬁ\m-ihes (

i important but difficult.
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feminist researchers are mor

PRIMARY TERMS AND CONCEPTS

Sex
Sex refers to one’s bj

ological assignment as genetically defined at birth—i.e., male o
female.

Gender

Gender refers to the social mean

ings and behaviors ascribed to one’s sex, partict-
larly with regard to roles and behaviors expected of someone because of one’s sex
of one’s culture, not genetic pr

school boys and dolls to presc

\
|

edisposition. For example, we often give trucks to pe
i 3 . Terv ol
hool girls as playthings, because that is what society, &

, it is probably more highly valued to be aggressive than nice. 5o a
500 CDum"im been socialized to be only nice and never encouraged to learn any
-Wh:kius probably won't ever be hired as a chief executive officer, no marter
e 3
E@mss“

pow well educated she may be.

Privilege

: X F ' W1, -
Prvilege refers to the social status given to one with more power am‘:\1 ulue'ur\ -
dety. The concepr of privilege requires feminists to ask not only who has powe

A - alized and
who does not, and to ensure that those who have been previously marginalized
oppressed are now included in the matrix of voices represented.

Social Deconstruction

i i ; social interac-
The first step in the analysis of how views of reality are constructed by- so«:n}ll i
i v 1a g
tions, particularly in light of how gendered meanings are dewlop;d. nls so€ -
t P ( F.S 981) It involves the consideration of how society has categ
Struction (see Figure 9.1). A
S according to sex.
and assigned values to behaviors and roles 8

Social Discourse

sOC1a! 1 y is of socia (]EC()HSU’UC-

1 ldiSCOUlSE, bnngs the anal SIS f soci l o

o l{:ﬂﬂdef e\'F\CCtatiollS and behaviors. Socnal discourse
he O‘IL Of 1al 1 1 - nt he ways

t o the W X social scientists b}' examining the 1ys

\¢

= : ays
g in the dialogue of deconstruction, ensuring

R rsis,

The next step in the analy 5:“_
1 ' « rersatlo

tion into the “conversat! w
: nal

raises awareness of the & ;

ey i rersati hallenges
i invite peop'€ 2 e are included in the conversations. It ¢
N which we invite have annleg
h do not D
that those who do

reranaly a,
¢ questions, and how we analyze the dat
!
‘e focus ©!
H W W€
us to question ho
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