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CHAPTER7 Women's Righ
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7.5 Readings on Feminism

The Enfranchisement of Women by Harriet Taylor Mill

Women have as good a claim as men have, in point of personal
right, to the suffrage, or to a place in the jury box it would be diffi-
cult for anyone to deny. It cannot certainly be denied by the United
States of America, as a people or as a community. Their democratic
institutions rest on the inherent right of everyone to have a voice
in the government. Their Declaration of Independence, framed by
the men who are still their great constitutional authorities [declares
that] “We hold these truths to be self-evident . . . that all men are
created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain
inalienable rights; that among these are life, liberty, and the pur-
suit gf happiness; that, to secure these rights, governments are insti-
tmufgoifﬁﬁzg. men, deriving their just powers from the consent of
We do not imagine i ;
of these expressionsgtlxy thuelactli:l?zn:?eonc.an will evade the force
Vs o o T T ignorant subterfuge that
memorable document, does not stand fi
or human

beings, but for one sex only: “li
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ocracy of color, should be amon,

arist g the originators,
and for the I'EStff’f Lf‘e ;‘.’m:ld' _Of the first collective Pprotest agai

de aristocracy of sex; a Istinction as accidental as that of cologamsc;
T, an

fully as iﬂellevan;}to 3" questions of government,
Not only to the democracy of Amerj g

civil and political equality makes an imscia;ﬁtslz 2;;“; a<l>f gvor:len to
those Radicals and Chartists in the British Islands, am’:l d‘;trn s0 to
on the Continent, who claim what is called universal suffra; eoac:ats
inherent right, unjustly and oppressively withheld from thim SFZI:
with what truth or rationality could the suffrage be termed unive.rsal
while half t}}e human species remain excluded from it? To deda:é
that a voice in the government is the right of all, and demand it for
only for a part—the part, namely, to which the claimant himself
belongs is to renounce even the appearance of principle. . .

... Apart from maxims of detail, which represent local and
national rather than universal ideas, it is an acknowledged dictate
of justice to make no degrading distinctions without necessity. In
all things, the presumption ought to be on the side of equality. A
reason must be given why anything should be permitted to one
person, and interdicted to another. But where that which is inter-
cedes includes nearly everything which those to whom it is permit-
ted most prize, and to be deprived of which they feel to be most
insulting. When 'not only political liberty, but personal freedom of
action, is the prerogative of a caste; when, even in the exercise of
industry, almost all employments which task the higher faculties in
an important field, which lead to distinction, riches, or even pecu-

niary independence, are fenced round as the exclusive domain of
the predominant section, scarcely any doors being left open to the
dependent class, except such as all who can enter elsewhere dis-
dainfully pass by; the miserable expediencies which are advanced
as excuses for so grossly partial a dispensation would not be suffi-
cient, even if they were real, to render it other than a flagrant injus-
tice: while, far from being expedient, we are firmly convinced that
the division of mankind into two castes, one born to rule over the
other s in this case, as in all cases, an unqualified mischief; a source
of perversion and demoralization both to the favored class and to
those at whose expense they are favored; producing none of the
good which it is the custom to ascribe to it, and forming a bar,
almost insuperable while it lasts, to any really vital improvement,
either in the character or in the social condition of the human race.
' These propositions it is now our purpose to maintain. But,
before entering on them, we would endeavor to dispel the pre-
liminary objections, which, in the minds of persons to whom the
subject is new, are apt to prevent a real and conscientious exami-
nation of it. The chief of these obstacles is that most formidable

, for America
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PO ainstavhatis HEW and unknown, has indeeq, i,
the prejudice ase " like the present lost much Of, its f_orce: if it haq
antagdel:riigzlgd be lttle hope of prevailing against iti Over three.
not,

bitable world, even at this day, the answer, “it hag

f(;urths;e fe:l:ohf closes all discussion. But it is the boast of moder,
always 4

i - n kindred, that they know and do
ok i arfhci’calmﬁelleri?fxgreerfl:&a?ers neither knew nor did: and it is
maﬁy d;l";g:most unquestionable point of superiority ‘u.1 the pres-
Ie)rexi a?ove former ages, that habit is not NOW the tyrant it fom}erly
was over opinions and modes of action, and that the worship of
custom is a declining idolatry. An uncustomary thought, on a sub-

ject which touches the greater interests of life, still startles when first

presented; but, if it can be kept before the mind until the impres-

sion of strangeness wears off, it obtains a hearing, and as rational a
consideration as the intellect of the hearer is accustomed to bestow
on any other subject.

In the present case, the prejudice of custom is doubtless on the
unjust side. Great thinkers indeed, at different times, from Plato to
Condorcet, besides some of the most eminent names of the pres-
ent age, have made emphatic protests in favor of the equality of
women. And there have been voluntary societies, religious or secu-
lar, of which the Society of Friends is most known, by whom that
principle was recognized. But there has been no political commu-
nity or nation in which, by law and usage, women have not been
in a state of political and civil inferiority. In the ancient world the
same fact was alleged, with equal truth, in behalf of slavery. It might
have been alleged in favor of the mitigated form of slavery, serfdom,
all through the Middle Ages. It was urged against freedom of indus-
try, freedom of conscience, freedom of the press: none of these lib-
erties were thought compatible with a well ordered state, until the:
had %rloved their possibility by actually existing as facts I 4

at an institution or a practice is cust i g :
of its goodness, when any other sufﬁcientciranuil;zy o preS}xmpuon
its existence. There i i i saimbe,asaigued for

: . There is no difficulty in understanding why the subj
tion of women has been a custom. No other explan: o .e subjec-
than physical force. ation is needed

That those who were physically w

legally inferior is quite confo);mabl}; t: tahkee E;gg:lid hav.e been made
has been governed. Until very lately, the rule ofn ‘g}“d‘ the world
was the general law, of human affairs. Throug}lso Y:‘;al strength
nations, races, classes, which found themselves the Sltlron;:;zm-t:m
in les, in riches, or in mili either
muscles, in riches, or in military discipline, have conquered and
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n subjection the rest. If, even in the most im
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Proved Nations,
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o since the calumniated eighteenth century. Wars of co:’qn 2
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eased since democratic re i .
have or:,),’; and has but just begun tovgzlx::lgfr;i:jigsiitérhe -
1t is only now getting rid of monarchj v
oW getting nd of hereditary feudal nobj);
rid of disabilities on the grounds of religio;
\reat any men as citizens, except the rich,
the middle class. Ce.m we wonder that it has not yet done as much
for women? As socter Was constituted until the Jast few genera-
tions, inequality was its very basis; association grounded on equal
rights scarcely existed; to be equals was to be enemies; two persons
could hardly cooperate in anything, or meet in any amicable rela-
tion, without the law’s appointing that one of them should be the
superior of the other. Mankind have outgrown this state; and all
things now tend to substitute, as the general principle of human
relations, a just equality, instead of the dominion of the strongest.
But of all relations, that between men and women, being the near-
est and most intimate, and connected with the greatest number of
strong emotions, was sure to be the last to throw off the old rule,
and receive the new; for in proportion to the strength of a feeling
is the tenacity with which it clings to the forms and circumstances
with which it has even accidentally become associated.

When a prejudice which has any hold on the feelings finds itself
reduced to the unpleasant necessity of assigning reasons, it thinks it
has done enough when it has re-asserted the very point in dispute in
phrases which appeal to the pre-existing feeling, Thus many persons
think they have sufficiently justified the restrictions on women’s
field of action, when they say that the pursuits from which women
are excluded are unfeminine; and that the proper sphere of women

is not politics or publicity, but private and domestic life.

We deny the right of any portion of the species to decide for
another portion, or any individual for another individual, what is
and what is not their “proper sphere.” The proper sphere for all
human beings is the largest and highest which they are able to attain
to. What this is cannot be ascertained without complete liberty of
choice. The speakers at the Convention in America have therefore
done wisely and right in refusing to entertain the question of the
peculiar aptitudes either of women or of men, or the limits within
which this or that occupation may be supposed to be more adapted
to the one or the other. They justly maintain, that these questions
can only be satisfactorily answered by perfect freedom.

Let every occupation be open to all, without favor or discour-
agement to any, and employments will fall into the hands of those

ty. It. is only now getting
n. Itis only beginning to
and a favored portion of
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Concerning the fitness, then, of women for politics, there can

be no question; but the dispute is more likely to turn upon Ry ﬁ 4
ness of politics for women. ‘When the reasons alleged for excl\'ldmg
women from active life in all its higher departments are StI.IPPEd
of their garb of declamatory phrases, and reduced to the simple
expression of a meaning, they seem to be mainly three: first, the
incompatibility of active life with maternity, and with the cares ofa
household; secondly, its alleged hardening effect on the character;
and thirdly, the inexpediency of making an addition to the already
excessive pressure of competition in every kind of professional or
lucrative employment. The first, the maternity argument, is usually
laid most stress upon; although (it needs hardly be said) this rea-
son, if it be one, can apply only to mothers. It is neither necessary
nor just to make imperative on women, that they shall be either
mothers or nothing; or that, if they have been mothers once, they
shall be nothing else during the whole remainder of their lives.
Neither women nor men need any law to exclude them from an
occupation if they have undertaken another which is incompatible
with it. No one proposes to exclude the male sex from Parliament
because a man may be a soldier or sailor in active service .
chant whose business requires all his time and energjes i
Nine-tenths of the occupations of men excludreglﬂq'
ﬁ'om. public life as effectually as if they were exclud de];n e
that is no reason for making laws to exclude even t}f y law; but
much less the remaining tenth. The reason of the e e
for women as for men. There is no need to make e
that woman shall not carry on the active details o
of the education of children, and at the same ti
fession or be elected to Parliament. Where inco
it will take care of itself; but there is gross inju

e is the same
Provision by law,
f a househo), oy
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If‘patlbﬂity is real
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atibility a pretense for the exclusion of hose i
L 1y 0 those in who
i g exist: a.nd these, if they were free to choose, Ise e
- : - aeronp » would be a

. Letus consider what is the amoun o
at is the compensation for it? The e
worse than is at all likely to be realized, is,
with men, @ man and a woman could not
is NOW earned by the marll .alone. Let us m:
oSt unfavorable supposition possible: th
would be the same as before; while the
from the position of a servant to that o
woman, as matters now stand, had a clai
port, how infinitely preferable is it that
be of the woman’s earning, even if the aggregate sum were but little
increased by it, rather than that she should be compelled to stand
aside in order that men may be the sole earners, and sole dispensers
of what is earned! Even under the present laws respecting the prop-
erty of women, a woman who contributes materially to the sup-
port of the family cannot be treated in the same contemptuously
tyrannical manner as one who, however she may toil as a domestic
drudge, is a dependent on the man for subsistence. . . . All who
have attained the age of self-government have an equal claim to be
permitted to sell whatever kind of useful labor they are capable of,
for the price which it will bring . . .

.. . Custom hardens human beings to any kind of degrada-
tion, by deadening the part of their nature which would resist it.
And the case of a woman is, in this respect, even a peculiar one;
for no other inferior caste that we have heard of have been taught
to regard their degradation as their honor. The argument, however,
implies a secret consciousness that the alleged preference of women
for their dependent state is merely apparent and arises from their
being allowed no choice; for, if the preference be natural, there can

be no necessity for enforcing it by law. To make laws compelling
people to follow their inclination has not hitherto been thought
necessary by any legislator. The plea, that women do not desire
any change, is the same that has been urged, times out of mind,
against the proposal of abolishing any social evil, “There is no com-
plaint” which is generally not true; and, when true, only so because
there is not that hope of success, without which complaint seldom
makes itself audible to unwilling ears. How does the objector know
that women do not desire equality and freedom? He never knew a
woman who did not, or would not, desire it for herself individually.
It would be very simple to suppose, that, if they do desire it, they
will say so. Their position is like that of the tenants or laborers who
vote against their own political interests to please their landlords

f this evil consequence?

TSt ever asserted, much

that, if women competed

together earn more than
ake this Supposition, the
e joint income of the two
Woman would be raised
f a partner. Even if every
m on some man for sup-
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od of rebelling 2 they are taught to regard as an impyt,.
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: oral courage as well as disinteresteq.
their sex. It require . Jions favorable to woman'’s enfran.

express opinio an's e
] at least there is some prospect of obtaining it. The

indivi i d her social consideration, usu-

f her individual life, an
:lolmf;“ezd on the good-will of those who hold the un.due power:
an}:i top pOSSessors of power, any complaint, however bitter, of the
misilse of it, is a less flagrant act of insubordination than to protest

against the power itself . . - .
- . Successful literary women are just as unlikely to prefer the

cause of women to their own special consideratior‘l. They .depend
on men’s opinion for their Jiterary as well as for their feml'mne suc-
cesses; and such is their bad opinion of men, that they believe there
is not more than one in ten thousand who does not dislike and fear
strength, sincerity, or high spirit, in 2 woman. They are therefore
anxious to earn pardon and toleration for whatever of these quali-
ties their writings may exhibit on other subjects, by a studied dis-
play of submission on this, that they may give no occasion for vul-
gar men to say (what nothing will prevent vulgar men from saying)
that learning makes women unfeminine, and that literary ladies are
likely to be bad wives.

But enough of this; especially as the fact which affords the occa-
sion for this notice makes it impossible any longer to assert the
universal acquiescence of women (saving individual exceptions) in
their dependent condition. In the United States at least, there are
women, seemingly numerous, and now organized for action on the
public mind, who demand equality in the fullest acceptation of the
Yvor.d, and demand it by a straightforward appeal to men's sense of
)usucg not plead for it with timid depreciation of their displeasure

Like other popular movements, however, this may be seriousl‘
retarded by the blunders of its adherents. Tried by the ordi y
standard of public meetings, the speeches at th. y the ordinary
remarkable for the preponderance of the ratiat g

tory element: but there are some exceptjongn:xl;gﬁl: - dedaﬂ.‘a-
it is impossible to attach any rational meax;i e ings to Whlc?l
way into the resolutions. Thus the resolution tfh' d:, e found their
claims made in behalf of women, after claimin; el :fm f ety she
tion, in industrial pursuits, and in political ri ghgts (:‘;“;?erl:‘:l\;ca»
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head of demand, something under

Y 1 union,” and “a medium of expressing the hj
ritu : it 8 the highest moral
SP‘d spirit“al views of justice, wnh. other similar verbiage, serving
an "o mar the simplicity and rationality of (he other demands;
ng those who would weakly :

attempt to combine nominal
scualifyaliErwesn men and women with enforced distinctions in
(heir privileges and functions. :

what is wanted for women is equal rights, equal admissions

10 all social privilleges; not a Posxtion apart, a sort of sentimental
pﬁesmood. To this, the only just and rational principle, both the
resolutions and the spe.eches, for the most part, adhere. They con-
(ain so little which is akin to the nonsensical paragraph in question,
that we suspect it not to be the work of the same hands as most
of the other resolutions. The strength of the cause lies in the sup-
port of those who are influenced by reason and principle; and to
attempt to recommend it by sentimentalities, absurd in reason, and
inconsistent with the principle on which the movement is founded,
is to place a good cause on a level with a bad one. Here are indica-
tions that the example of America will be followed on this side of
the Atlantic; and the first step has been taken in that part of England
where every serious movement in the direction of political progress
has its commencement—the manufacturing districts of the North.

the name of “social and

resembli

“You know, in some cultures the male does things.”

Source: Bruce Eric Kaplan/The New Yorker Collection/The v
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Are reproductive rights absolute in all cases?

Source: Michael Dwyer/Alamy

IN THIS HISTORIC 1968 MANIFESTO, the National Organization for Women
(NOW) sets forth a list of demands for women's rights, many of which oughtto
be granted under the authority of both the 1964 Civil Rights Act and the U.S. Con
stitution’s guarantee of equal protection under the law. Regrettably, many of these
demands remain unmet. The Equal Rights Amendment was never ratified. Accord
ing to the 2012 ULS. Census Bureau, women working full time earned an averageof

77 cents for every dollar men earned. A proposed Paycheck Fairness Act was blocked
by U.S. Senate Republicans on April 8, 2014.

National Organization for Women Bill of Rights
(Adopted at the 1967 National Conference)
1. Equal Rights Constitutional Amendment
1I. Enforce Law Banning Sex Discrimination in Employment

I1I. Maternity Leave Rights in Empl
o " ¢
Security Benefits W kel

IV. Tax Deduction for Home and Child
Working Parents Care Expenses for




image16.jpeg
7.5 Readings on Feminism

V. Child Day Care Centers
VI Equal and Unsegregated Education

viL. Equal Job Training Opportunities and Al
Women in Poverty lowances for

vil. The Right of Women to Control their Reproductive Lives
weDemand:

1. That the United States Congress immediately pass the Equal
Rights Amendment to the Constitution to provide that “Equality of
rights under the law shall not be denied or abridged by the United
States or by any State on account of sex” and that such then be
jmmediately ratified by the several States.

1. That equal employment opportunity be guaranteed to all
women, as well as men by insisting that the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission enforce the prohibitions against sex dis-
crimination in employment under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 with the same vigor as it enforces the prohibitions against
racial discrimination.

[1I. That women be protected by law to insure their rights to
return to their jobs within a reasonable time after childbirth with-
out loss of seniority or other accrued benefits and be paid maternity
Jeave as a form of social security and/or employee benefit.

IV. Immediate revision of tax laws to permit the deduction of
home and child care expenses for working parents.

V. That child care facilities be established by law on the same
basis as parks, libraries and public schools adequate to the needs of
children, from the pre-school years through adolescence, as a com-
munity resource to be used by all citizens from all income levels.

V1. That the right of women to be educated to their full poten-
tial equally with men be secured by Federal and State legislation,
eliminating all discrimination and segregation by sex, written and
unwritten, at all levels of education including college, graduate and
professional schools, loans and fellowships and Federal and State
training programs, such as the job Corps.

VIL The right of women in poverty to secure job training, hous-
ing and family allowances on equal terms with men, but without
prejudice to a parent’s right to remain at home to care for his or

her children; revision of welfare legislation and poverty programs
which deny women dignity, privacy and self-respect.

VIII. The right of women to control their own reproductive lives
by removing from penal codes the laws limiting access t0 contra-
ceptive information and devices and laws governing abortion.

D
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sHARED RESPONSE
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Learning Objectives

After reading this chapter, you will be able to:

71 Discuss the systematic unequal treatment of women through history
7.2 Critically analyze the utilitarian arguments for women's rights.

7:3 Discuss the struggle for women's rights in the United States and its
relation to reproductive righs,

7.4 vl:]:(()}ﬁ}ain Simone de Beauyojy's existentialist defense of equality for
en,
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7.1 An Unequal Footing

Women are not a.min.ority, but they have been treated as second-class persons by
virtually every society in the history of humanity. The ethical problems attached to
that fact are not new, but their being in the news at all in the 21st century should be
a cause for moral introspection as well as political concern. According to the most
recent U.S. Census Bureau statistics, American women working full time in 2012
eamed on average 77 cents for every dollar men earned, The figures are still grimmer

for minority women: African-American women made 64 cents and Hispanic women
made 54 cents for every dollar earned by a white male.

8 ‘ ‘Of all the evils for which man has made himself
responsible, none is so degrading, so shocking
or so brutal as his abuse of the better half of

d humanity: the female sex.§ ) J

—Mahatma Gandhi

~ The promise of the 1963 Equal Pay Act has not been fulfilled, and more recent
at(ernipts at closing the paycheck gap have faltered. The Equal Rights Amendment
(ERA) infamously failed to pass all states in the 1970s, and attempts at a bill guaran-
teeing equal pay for equal jobs were defeated for the third time in the U.S. Congress
in 2014. The gap in the paycheck is because of the fact that men work harder and are
“more motivated by money than women are,” explained U.S. Representative Will
Infantine.

He was not alone. Phyllis Schlafly, a prominent opponent of the ERA, came out
fighting again against women’s equality in 2014 to explain that the solution should
not be to give women equal pay but rather to pay them even less so that they'll do
better at finding a husband.

€ €VWomen typically choose a mate (husband or
boyfriend) who earns more than she does. Men
don’t have the same preference for a higher-
earning mate. While women prefer to HAVE a
higher-earning partner, men generally pl.'efer to
BE the higher-earning partner in a relationship.
This simple but profound difference between the
sexes has powerful consequences for the so-callezll
pay gap. Suppose the pay gap between men an

151

1963 Equal Pay

Act Proposed but never
passed attempts at enforcing
the equality guaranteed by
the 1964 Civil Rights Act
with respect to women.
Most recently, a Paycheck
Fairness Act was blocked by
U.S. Senate Republicans on
April 8,2014.

Equal Rights Amendment
(ERA) A proposed
amendment to the U.S.
Constitution designed to
guarantee equal rights for
women. It was introduced in
the Congress for the first time
in 1923. It passed both the
USS. Senate and the House of
Representatives. In 1972, it
was sent to the individual state
legislatures for ratification. It
was never ratified.
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Sor Juana Inés de la Cruz
(165 1-1695), Mexican
nun, feminist intellectual,
and philosopher. In her wry
incisive “Poet’s Answer:

argued for equal rights for
women with a subtlety and Wit

that still sound fresh.

St. Teresa of Jesus
(1515-1582), Castilian
feminist poet and mystic who
managed to outwit the Spanish
Inquisition, while remaining
sheltered among her sisters

in Avila most of her life. She

is credited with reforming
what became the language of
Cervantes as well as to hold
her own as a philosopher and
theologian. Her literary oeuvre
remains a challenge for men
and women alike and as equals
to reach the greatness of
human possibilities. St. Teresa
was declared a Doctor of the
Church in 1970 and today is
considered the patron saint of
Spanish writers.

Mary Wollstonecraft
(1759-1797), English
philosopher, historian, and
early feminist activist; author
of A Vindication of the Rights of
Women (1792).

Harriet Taylor Mill
(1807-1858), Utilitarian
philosopher, feminist, and
activist. Together with her
second husband, John Stuart
Mill, she is one of the most
progressive philosophers of
the |9th century.

John Stuart Mill
(1806-1873), British
philosopher who perfected
Classical Utilitarianism, an
ethical theory in which the
consequences of an act matter
most in making a moral
decision.
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hold her own as a philosopher and theologian. Particularly in her masterpieces Interior
Castle and The Road to Perfection as well as in her spiritual autobiography Libro dela
Vida, Teresa's oeuvre was a call to freedom, a challenge for men and women alike and
as equals to reach the greatness of human possibilities. She was declared a Doctor of
the Church in 1970 and today is considered the patron saint of Spanish writers.
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—Mary Wollstonecraft

7.2 The Utilitarian Argument: Equality Benefits

Everyone
A first wave of feminism, as it has been called, b i
4 g , began in k

tury with Mary Wollstonecraft's pioneering A Vindicati:arf!:;?;:nktbe late 18th cen-
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of Women (1869)

and On Liberty (1869).
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7.2 The Utilitari
e Utilitarian Argument: Equality Benefits Everyone

‘ ‘What marriage may be in th
- e case of i
e faculties, identical in t::i,n?:l:s

and purposes, between whom there exists that
best kind of equality, similarity of powers and
reciprocal superiority in them—so that each can
enjoy the luxury of looking up to the other, and
can have alternately the pleasure of Ieading’ and
of being led in the path of development—I will
not attempt to describe. To those who can con-
ceive it, there is no need; to those who cannot, it
# would appear the dream of an enthusiast. But |
maintain, with the profoundest conviction, that
this, and this only, is the ideal of marriage; and
that all opinions, customs, and institutions which
favor any other notion of it, or turn the concep-
tions and aspirations connected with it into any
other direction, by whatever pretenses they may
be colored, are relics of primitive barbarism. ’ ’

—John Stuart Mill
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MORAL PHILOSOPHERS: HARRIET
TAYLOR MILL (1807-1858)

Harriet Taylor was an advocate for women's equality throughout her life. She was
born Harriet Hardy in October 1807 in Walworth, South London. She was the
eon and educated at home. In 1826, she married John Taylor, a

daughter of a surg
ad three children.

merchant and businessman. The couple h . ’
In the 1830s she met her eventual husband, the philosopher John Stuart Mill,

when she was still married to John Taylor. Later that decade she “separated” fl"om
her husband John Taylor (as the two lived in separate h?mes), but she remam‘ed
married to him until his death in 1849. Two years later in 1851, Mill and l-;me:
Taylor were married. Taylor was an accomplished autAhor and.v’vrote The ﬁ;:.
chisement of Women (1851), which served as the basis for M|l! s Ioni'essay : e
Subjection of Women. Taylor too r stand on many c.:)f the |ss9|::s ISCuSSeT }n‘n
Mill's work and gave a voice to the oppression of v'v?men in ;hhe’! . -jen:‘;—rg,;wc;
couple collaborated on other works. John Stuart Mill's boclk e Principles

P! has a chapter attributed to Harriet called “On the Probable future
zzzoml);& 8;?33 ::slasses" in which she argues for the importance of education for

e

k a harde

all in the future of the nation, both economically and socially.
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1964 Civil Rights

Act Championed originally
by President John F. Kennedy
and Attorney General
Robert F. Kennedy and

then by President Lyndon B.
Johnson, and considered

a landmark in American
history and American law,
this act of Congress officially
ended institutionalized racial
segregation in the United
States. It has been the most
significant legal factor in
interpreting the struggles for
equality of other oppressed
groups in the 20th and 2lst
centurlies.

National Organization for
Women (NOW) Founded in
1966, the largest organization
of feminist activists in the
United States, with hundreds
of thousands of members
and more than 500 local and
campus affiliates in all 50 states
and the District of Columbia.

Roe v. Wade Historic 1973
Supreme Court decision that
made abortion legal in the
United States.

Katha Pollitt (b. 1949),
American feminist philosopher
and poet; author most recently
of PRO: Reclaiming Abortion
Rights.
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as for many minorities, often remains a dream
deferred. The far-reaching promise 1964 Civil Rights Act too.k al:\d is taking still
some time to reach the rights of women. The National Organization fo?- W"f‘““
(NOW), founded in 1964, advocated the enforcement of Title IV of the Civil Rights

for maternity leave rights

Act as applied to women, arguing, among other things,
in employment and in Social Security benefits, equal job training, and the right of

women to control their own productive lives. In a historic 1968 Bill of Rights, the
NOW set forth a list of demands for women'’s rights, many of which ought to be
granted under the authority of both the 1964 Civil Rights Act and the u.S. Con-
stitution’s guarantee of equal protection under the law. Regrettably, many of these
demands remain unmet. The Equal Rights Amendment was never ratified. According
to the 2012 U.S. Census Bureau, women working full time earned an average of 77
cents for every dolllar men earned. A proposed Paycheck Fairness Act was blocked by
U.S. Senate Republicans on April 8, 2014 2
L meitlejsllsltzzzn ;:eg‘-lljmsen; ug;::I::s g:::‘:d to be persuasive and legally useful. It
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' g the charge .m her book PRO: Reclaiming Abortion Rights (01 a l.?ollin lead-
tion as a public social good, and attacking, among other thi 5), reclaiming abor-
lawmakers who oppose abortion and pointing out “the invers; B t.'he hypaocrisy of
support for r.esmctions and support for programs that hel; e l'elaflonship between
women, babies, and children.” Indeed, despite the fact th; P low-ipcome pregnant
already established the primacy of a woman's rights OWIa:nt?e Supreme Court has
pres

fetus, several states including Kansas, Arizona, Arkansas, OklahOmaugned rights of a
» South Carolina,

7.3 Feminism:

The promise of equality, for women
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Half of the pregnancies in the Uniteq Sn;m
Ol

them accidental or decidedly un planned. Although a Womar s AR e

- A i ght to choose |
is the law of the land, abortion remains a controversial topic. Many people,
usually for religious reasons, are opp

: relig : 0sed not only to abortion but also to
- family planning, including such things as birth control or the morning-after pill.

Iy
il Whether or not you su

Ort a woman'’s right to choose, can you ar ue for or
against the desirability of access to education and famil

lanning that might |
lead to not needing to choose in the first

place?
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7.4 Feminism is a Humanism: Simone de Beauvoir

In the 20th century, a second wave of feminism is most closely identified with
Simone de Beauvoir's 1949 explosive manifesto The Second Sex, which had a defin-
ing influence not only on other European philosophers but also on the burgeoning
American feminist movement. Betty Friedan, one of the founders of the NOW, as
well as Germaine Greer, Gloria Steinem, and many others were inspired by Beau-
voir's deceptively simple claim that “No one is born a woman, one must learn to
become one.”
Making full use of her existentialist philosophical armor, Beauvoir pointed out
the bad faith involved in treating women as an “other,” in pretending that women
are but mere objects. There is no such thing as human nature for the existentialists,
and that applies to men and women equally. Human beings are defined by freedom
itself, always in opposition to the being that is the world. We are not things. Devel-
oping her partner Jean-Paul Sartre’s phenomenological ontology from the 1942
Being and Nothingness and applying it to the condition of women, Beauvoir pointed
out that a woman becomes a woman by being taught that role and internalizing it,
by pretending herself to be that role.
To pretend that others are things, to pretend you are a thing—these are all exam-

ples of bad faith and inauthenticity. In other words, both you and the oppressors,
- women and men, know better. Anticipating structuralism and the concept of our
I

Simone de Beauvoir
(1908-1986), French
philosopher, novelist, and

also a key figure in modern
feminism. She developed
Jean-Paul Sartre’s concept

of bad faith—of treating
people as if they were things
when we know better—and
applied it to how women are
treated, famously noting in her
revolutionary The Second Sex
(1949) that “no one is born
a woman, one must learn to
become one.”




