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terious and threatened reality known as femci
ininity. Is this attribute something secrete.

by the ovaries? Orisita Pl_atom.c es§en:§:e, a
product of the philosophic 1ma-g1njat1&m. Isa
rustling petticoat enough to bring it ;ilwn ;o
earth? Although some women try zeh mﬁ;ly
to incarnate this essence, it is . aa ly
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* vague and dazzling terms that seem to have
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Introduction

For a long time T have l}esih_at.ed to write EE
book on woman. The sdu.l;].ect ;st gg;aggghegsh
pecially to women; and it is . Enough
i s been spilled in the quarreling
lfgﬁ‘li}:ﬁsm, nowl;uractically over, z}ndlpqrhsat?lsl
we should say no more about 1‘c.I t is ill
talked about, ho:ivaren_ for ﬂtlltleel;:tu;ggiz -
nse¢ uttered auring > :
E:er-:flz to have done little to ﬂlumln;a.j:;l :1}116‘;"
problem. After all, is there a problir.un. L
so, what is it? Are there women, re fy. _—
as;*.uredly the theory of the etemﬂ hejxm nine
still has its adherents wl_lo will w S'Pt:li? in
your ear: “Even in Russia women s re
women”; and other erudite perspl;ls—so'mh.
times the very same—say with a il)gt :
“Woman is losing her way, wr_)ma_t? ;ls st
One wonders if women still exist, i c{: ey vl
always exist, whether or not it is desira le
that they should, what place they %ccy.‘%'j]r'1 =
this world, what their pl.':}ce should‘:1 e. o
has become of;i‘ro_mcn?' wz}s asked recently
i emeral magazine. )
H% %?ne li:‘)il-;st we must ask: what isa woma_m;
“Tota mulier in utero,” says one, woman 1sn
womb.” But in speaking of certain womlcla(yE
connoisseurs declare that they gre‘th t
women, although they are equippe W:lZin
uterus like the rest. All agree in recogmS ‘f
the fact that females exist in the hurlglant cIo)ne
cies; today as always they makeup a (;13 one
half of humanity. And yet we are tc;d g
femininity is in danger; W?D 21:) :anxilc:vr;me Icll e
women, remain women, ; .le
appear, then, that every ema
gﬁrﬁﬁ bgigg is not necessarily a wtti)::an, tscz
be so considered she must share in that my:

orrowed from the vocabulary of the
]:::rns,l:md indeed in the times of St. 'I:hontlias
it was considered an essence as certainly de-
fined as the somniferous virtue of the pé;p%f
But conceptualism has lost groun1 . The
biological and social sciences nco1 oggeg
admit the existence of }mchangeab y fixe
entities that determine given characteristics,
such as those ascribed to woman, the Jew, or
the Negro. Science regards_ any characteqs—
tic as areaction dependent in part upon a sit-
uation. If today femininity no longer ex1stsé,‘
then it never ‘existed. But .does the "w%ri
woma#n, then, have no specific content? Tths
is stoutly affirmed by those who hOkflf to the
philosophy of the enlightenment, of ratio-
nalism, of nominalisrn_; women, to Fher(xil, are
mercly the human beings arbltralgly esig-
nated by the word wortian. Many metr;ngink
women particularly are prepared to
that there is no longer any 'pl.ace fm;]_}lvmi:l:;n
as such; if a backward 1nc_l1mdual st 111: ts
herself for a woman, her _fnends adv‘:lse fetliﬁ c:
be psychoanalyzed agdtthus ‘gg'; ]Ild Af?oden;
i n regard to a .
?A]f::)s::;srlt? ITLFME Losag Sex, which in other re-
spects has its irritating features, Dolzl;otl]g
Parker has written: “I cannot be just to 93 .
which treat of woman as womanmn. . . . My i ;
is that all of us, men as well as wo;n];u;:
should be regarded as human beings.” | ;
nominalism is a rather inadequate doct:rul‘)llé
and the antifemininists have had no t_lt-ouen
in showing that women simply are no bl;; -
Surely woman is, like man, a huma}.':l fa.c?i;s’
but such a declaration is abstract. T a‘le Bt g
that every concrete human being 13 Ern Z A
singular, separate individual. To decli e
accept such notions as the eternal fe_m:lI:) ; =
the black soul, the Jewish character, is oL
deny that Jews, Negroes, women e
today—this denial does not represent a ight
ation for those concerned, but rather a fhig

from reality. Some years ago a well-known
woman writer refused to permit her portrait
to appear in a series of photographs espe-
cially devoted to women writers; she wished
to be counted among the men, But in order
to gain this privilege she made use of her
husband’s influence! Women who assert that
they are men lay claim none the less to mas-
culine consideration and respect. I recal]
also a young Trotskyite standing on a plat-
form at a boisterous meeting and getting
ready to use her fists, in spite of her evident
fragility. She was denying her feminine
weakness; but it was for love of a militant
male whose equal she wished to be. The atti-
tude of defiance-of many American women
proves that they are haunted by a sense of
their femininity. In truth, to go for a walk
with one’s eyes open is enough to demon-
strate that humanity is divided into two
classes of individuals whose clothes, faces,
bodies, smiles, gaits, interests, and occupa-
tions are manifestly different. Perhaps these
differences are superficial, perhaps they are
destined to disappear. What is certain is that
right now they do most obviously exist,

If her functioning as a female is not
enough to define wommnan, if we decline also
to explain her through “the eternal femi-
nine,” and if nevertheless we admit, provi-
sionally, that women do exist, then we must
face the question: what is a woman? '

To state the question is, to me, lo suggest,
atonce, a preliminary answer. The fact that [
ask it is in itself significant. A man would
never get the notion of writing a book on the
peculiar situation of the human male,? But if
I'wish to define myself, I must first of all say:
“Iam a woman”; on this truth must be based
all further discussion. A man never begins by
presenting himself as an individual of a cer-
tain sex; it goes without saying that he is a
man. The terms masculine and feminine are
used symmetrically only as a matter of form,
ason legal papers. In actuality the relation of
the two sexes is not quite like that of two elec-
trical poles, for man represents both the pos-
itive and the neutral, as is indicated by the
vommon use of man to designate human be.
ings in general; whereas woman represents
only the negative, defined by limiting crite-
ra, without reciprocity. In the midst of an
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abstract discussion it is vexing to hear a man

say: “You think thus and so because you are a

woman”; but I know that my only defense is

to reply: “I think thus and so because It is
true,” thereby removing my subjective self
from the argument. It would be out of the
question to reply: “And you think the con-
trary because you are a man,” for it is under-
stood that the fact of being a man is no pecu-
liarity. A man is in the right in being a man; it
is the woman who is in the wrong. It
amounts to this: just as for the ancients there
was an absolute vertical with reference to
which the oblique was defined, so there is an
absolute human type, the masculine.
Woman has ovaries, a uterus ; these peculiar-
ities imprison her in her subjectivity, cir-
cumscribe her within the limits of her own
nature. It is often said that she thinks with
her glands. Man superbly ignores the fact
that his anatomy also includes glands, such
as the testicles, and that they secrete hor-
mones. He thinks of his body as a direct and
normal connection with the world, which he
believes he apprehends objectively, whereas
he regards the body of woman as a hin-
drance, a prison, weighed down by every-
thing peculiar to it. “The female is a female
by virtue of a certain lack of qualities,” said
Aristotle; “we should regard the female na-
ture as afflicted with a natural defective.
ness.” And St. Thomas for his part pro-
nounced woman to be an “imperfect man,”
an “incidental” being. This is symbolized in
Genesis where Eve is depicted as made from
what Bossuet called “a supernumerary
bone” of Adam. '

Thus humanity is male and man defines
Wwoman not in herself but as relative to him;
sheis not regarded as an autonomous being.
Michelet writes: “Woman, the relative
being. ...” And Benda is most positive in his
Rapport d'Uriel: “The body of man makes
sense in itself quite apart from that of
woman, whereas the latter seemns wanting in
significance by itself. . . . Man can think of
himself without woman. She cannot think of
herself without man.” And she is simply
what man decrees; thus she is called “the
sex,” by which is meant that she appears es-
sentially to the male as a sexyal being. For
him she is sex—absolate sex, no less. She is
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defined and differentiated with reference to
man and not he with reference to her; she is
the incidental, the inessential as opposed to
the essential. He is the Subject, he is the Ab-
solute—she is the Other.? _ _
The category of the Other is as pnn}oz:d_lal
as consciousness itself. In the most primitive
societies, in the most ancient mythologaes,
one finds the expression of a duality—that of
the Self and the Other. This duality was not
originally attached to the division of the
sexes; it was not dependent upon any empiri-
cal facts. It is revealed in such works as that
of Granet on Chinese thought and those of
Dumézil on the East Indies and Rome. T'he
feminine element was at first no more in-
volved in such pairs as Varuna-Mitra, Ura-
nus-Zeus, Sun-Moon, and Day-Night than_lt
was in the contrasts between Good and Ewvil,
lucky and unlucky auspices, right and left,
God and Lucifer. Otherness is a fundamental
category of human thought. ‘

Thus it is that no group ever sets itself up
as the One without at once setting up the
Other over against itself. If three travelers
chance to occupy the same compartment,
that is cnough to make vaguely hostile “oth-
ers” out of all the rest of the passengers on
the train. In small-town eyes all persons not
belonging to the village are “strangers” and
suspect; to the native of a country all \fho in-
habit other countries are “foreigners”; Jews
are “different” for the anti-Semite, Negroes
are “inferior” for American racists, abopgl—
nes are “hatives” for colonists, proletarians
are the “lower class” for the privileged.

Lévi-Strauss, at the end of a p{ufoun_d
work on the various forms of primitive soci-
eties, reaches the following conclusion:
“Passage from the state of Nature to the state
of Culture is marked by man’s ability to view
biological relations as a series of contrasts;
duality, alternation, opposition, and symme-
try, whether under definite or vague forms,
constitute not so much phenomena to pe ex-
plained as fundamental and immediately
given data of social reality.”* These ph_enom-
ena would be incomprehensible if in fact
human society were simply a Mitsein or fel-
lowship based on solidarity and frlend]_mess.
Things become clear, on the contrary, 1f_, fol-
lowing Hegel, we find in consciousness itself

a fundamental hostility toward every other
consciousness; the subject can be posed only
in being opposcd—hc sets himself up as the
essential, as opposed to the other, the ines-
sential, the object.
But the other consciousness, the otl_ler
ego, sets up a reciprocal claim..The native
traveling abroad is shocked to f,md himself
in turn regarded as a “stranger” by the na-
tives of neighboring countries. As a matter of
fact, wars, festivals, trading, treaties, and
contests among tribes, nations, and classes
tend to deprive the concept Other of its abso-
lute sense and to make manifest its relativity;
willy-nilly, individuals and groups are forced
to realize the reciprocity of their relations.
How is it, then, that this reciprocity has not
been recognized between the sexes, that one
of the contrasting terms is set up as the sole
essential, denying any relativity in regard to
its correlative afd defining the latter as pure
otherness? Why is it that women dc_J not dis-
pute male sovereignty? No sub]a_act will
readily volunteer to become the obgect, t_he
inessential; it is not the Other who, in defin-
ing himself as the Other, establishes the One.
The Other is posed as such by the One in de-
fining himself as the One. But if the Other is
not to regain the status of being the One, 175e
must be submissive enough to accept this
alien point of view. Whence comes this sub-
mission in the case of woman? )
There are, to be sure, other cases in “fhmh
a certain category has been able to dominate
another completely for a time. Very _often
this privilege depends upon inequality of
numbers—the majority imposes its rule
upon the minority or persecutes it. But
women are not a minority, like the American
Negroes or the Jews; there are as many
women as men on earth. Again, t!rn? two
groups concerned have often been originally
independent; they may have been formerly
unaware of each other’s existence, or per-
haps they recognized each other’s autonomy.
But a historical event has resulted in the sub-
jugation of the weaker by th_e stronger. Thc;
scattering of the Jews, the introduction o.
slavery into America, the conquests of impe-
rialism are examples in point. In these cases
the oppressed retained at least_ the memory
of former days; they possessed in common a

past, a tradition, sometimes a religion or a
culture.

The parallel drawn by Bebel between
women and the proletariat is valid in that
neither ever formed a minority or a separate
collective unit of mankind. And instead of a
single historical event it is in both cases a his-

torical development that explains their sta-

tus as a class and accounts for the member-
ship of particular individuals in that class,
But proletarians have not always existed,
whereas there have always been women.
They are women in virtue of their anatomy
and physiology. Throughout history they
have always been subordinated to men;® and
hence their dependency is not the result of a
historical event or a social change—it was
not something that occurred. The reason
why otherness in this case seems to be an ab-
solute is in part that it lacks the contingent or
incidental nature of historical facts. A condi-
tion brought about at a certain time can be
abolished at some other time, as the Negroes
of Haiti and others have proved; but it might
seem that a natural condition is beyond the
possibility of change. In truth, however, the
nature of things is no more immutably given;
once for all, than is historical reality. If
woman seems to be the inessential which
never becomes the essential, it is because she
herself fails to bring about this change. Pro-
letarians say “We”; Negroes also. Regarding
themselves as subjects, they transform the
bourgeois, the whites, into “others.” But
women do not say “We,” except at soine con-
gress of feminists or similar formal demon-
stration; men say “women,” and women use
the same word in referring to themselves.
They do not authentically assume a subjec-
tive attitude. The proletarians have accom-
plished the revolution in Russia, the Negroes
in Haiti, the Indo-Chinese are battling for it
in Indo-China; but the women’s effort has
never been anything more than a symbolic
agitation. They have gained only what men
have been willing to grant; they have taken
nothing, they have only received.

The reason for this is that women lack
concrete means for organizing themselves
into a unit which can stand face to face with
the correlative unit. They have no past, no
history, no religion of their own; and they
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have no such solidarity of work and interest
as that of the proletariat. They are not even
promiscuously herded together in the way
that creates community feeling among the
American Negroes, the ghetto Jews, the
workers of Saint-Denis, or the factory hands
of Renault. They live dispersed among the
males, attached through residence, house-
work, economic condition, and social stand-
ing to certain men—fathers or husbands—
more firmly than they are to other women. If
they belong to the bourgeoisie, they feel soli-
darity with men of that class, not with prole-
tarian women; if they are white, their alle-
giance is to white men, not to Negro women.
The proletariat can propose to massacre the
ruling class, and a sufficiently fanatical Jew
or Negro might dream of getting sole posses-
sion of the atomic bomb and making hu-
manity wholly Jewish or black; but woman
cannot even dream of exterminating the
males. The bond that unites her to her op-
pressors is not comparable to any other. The
division of the sexes is a biological fact, not
an event in human history. Male and female
stand opposed within a primordial Mitsein,
and woman has not broken it. The coupleisa
fundamental unity with its two halves riv-
eted together, and the cleavage of society
along the line of sex is impossible. Here is to
be found the basic trait of woman: she is the
Other in a totality of which the two compo-
nents are necessary to one another,

One could suppose that this reciprocity
might have facilitated the liberation of
woman. When Hercules sat at the feet of
Omphale and helped with her spinning, his
desire for her held him captive; but why did
she fail to gain a lasting power? To revenge
herself on Jason, Medea killed their chil-
drem; and this grim legend would seem to
suggest that she might have obtained a for-
midable influence over him through his love
for his offspring. In Lysistrata Aristophanes
gaily depicts a band of women who joined
forces to gain social ends through the sexual
needs of their men; but this is only a play. In
the legend of the Sabine women, the latter
soon abandoned their plan of remaining
sterile to punish their ravishers. In truth
woman has not been socially emancipated
through man’s need—sexual desire and the
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desire for offspring—which makes the male
dependent for satisfaction upon the female.
Master and slave, also, are umtct.:l by a re-
ciprocal need, in this case economic, \_Nh.lch
does not liberate the slave. In the relation of
master to slave the master does not make a
point of the need that he has for tl}e 0‘_rher; h'e
has in his grasp the power of satisfying this
need through his own action; whereas the
slave, in his dependent condition, his hope
and fear, is quite conscious of the need he has
for his master. Even if the need is at bottorn
equally urgent for both, it always works in
favor of the oppressor and against the op-
pressed. That is why the liberation of the
working class, for example, has been sl)ow.
Now, woman has always been man's de-
pendent, if not his slave; the two sexes have
never shared the world in equality. ‘And even
today woman is heavily h_amdlcapped,
though her situation is beginning to change.
Almost nowhere is her legal status the same
as man’s,’” and frequently it is much to her
disadvantage. Even when her rights are le-
gally recognized in the abstract, long-s'tanfl-
ing custom prevents their full expression in
the mores. In the economic sphere men and
women can almost be said to make up two
castes; other things being equal, the former
hold the better jobs, get higher wages, and
have more opportunity for success than t'h_elr
new competitors. In industry an'd_ politics
men have a great many more positions and
they monopolize the most important posts.
In addition to all this, they enjoy a tradi-
tional prestige that the education of children
tends in every way to support, for the present
enshrines the past—and in the past all his-
tory has been made by men. At the present
time, when women are beginning to t:ake
part in the affairs of the world, it is still a
world that belongs to men—they have no
doubt of it at all and women have scarcely
any. To decline to be the Other, to refuse tobe
a party to the deal—this would be for women
to renounce all the advantages conferred
upon them by their alliance with the supe-
rior caste. Man-the-sovereign will pr0v'1de
woman-the-liege with material protection
and will undertake the moral justification of
her existence: thus she can evade at once
both economic risk and the metaphysical

risk of a liberty in which ends and aims must
be contrived without assistance. 11_1(51eed,
along with the ethical arge of each indnndugl
to affirm his subjective existence, there is
also the temptation to forgo liberty and be-
come a thing. This is an inauspicious road,
for he who takes it—passive, lost, ruined—
becomes henceforth the creature of an-
other’s will, frustrated in his transcendence
and deprived of every value. But it is an easy
road; on it one avoids the strain involved in
undertaking an authentic existence. When
man makes of woman the Other, he may,
then, expect her to manifest deep-seated ten-
dencies toward complicity. Thus, woman
may fail to lay claim to the status of subject
because she lacks definite resources, l?e-
cause she feels the necessary bond that ties
her to man regardless of reciprocity, and be-
cause she is often very well pleased with her
as the Other.
I‘Ollgut it will be asked at once: how di_d all
this begin? It is easy to see that the_ duality of
the sexes, like any duality, gives rise to con-
flict. And doubtless the winner will assume
the status of absolute. But why should man
have won from the start? It seems possible
that women could have won the victory; or
that the outcome of the conflict might never
have been decided. How is it that this world
has always belonged to the men and that
things have begun to change only rc?cent_ly?
Is this change a good thing? Will it bring
about an equal sharing of the world between
men and women?

These questions are Not new, and they
have often been answered. But the very faqt
that woman is the Other tends to cast suspi-
cion upon all the justifications that men have
ever been able to provide for it. These. have
all too evidently been dictated by men’s inter-
est. A little-known feminist of the seven-
teenth century, Poulain de la Barre, put it
this way: “All that has been written about
women by men should be suspect, for the
men are at once judge and party to the law-
suit.” Everywhere, at all times, t_he ma:les
have displayed their satisfaction in feeling
that they are the lords of creation. “Blessed
be God . . . that He did not make me a
woman,” say the Jews in their morning
prayers, while their wives pray on a note of

— e ——

resignation: “Blessed be the Lord, who cre-
ated me according to His will.” The first
among the blessings for which Plato thanked
the gods was that he had been created free,
not enslaved; the second, a man, not a
woman. But the males could not enjoy this
privilege fully unless they believed it to be
founded on the absolutc and the eternal;
they sought to make the fact of their suprem-
acy into a right. “Being men, those who have
made and.compiled the laws have favored
their own sex, and jurists have elevated these
laws into principles,” to quote Poulain de la
Barre once more.

Legislators, priests, philosophers, writ-
ers, and scientists have striven to show that
the subordinate position of woman is willed
in heaven and advantageous on earth. The
religions invented by men reflect this wish
for domination. In the legends of Eve and
Pandora men have taken up arms against
women. They have made use of philosophy
and theology, as the quotations from Aris-
totle and St. Thomas have shown. Since an-
cient times satirists and moralists have de-
lighted in showing up the weaknesses of
women. We are familiar with the savage in-
dictments hurled agajnst women through-
out French literature. Montherlant, for ex-
ample, follows the tradition of Jean de
Meung, though with less guste. This hostility
may at times be well founded, often it is gra-
tuitous; but in truth it more or less success-
fully conceals a desire for self-justification.
As Montaigne says, “It is easier to accuse one
sex than to excuse the other.” Sometimes
what is going on is clear encugh. For in
stance, the Roman law limiting the rights of
woman cited “the imbecility, the instability
of the sex” just when the weakening of family
ties seemed to threaten the interests of male
heirs. And in the effort to keep the married
woman under guardianship, appeal was
made in the sixteenth century to the author-
ity of St. Augustine, who declared that
“woman is a creature neither decisive nor
constant,” at a time when the single woman
was thought capable of managing her prop-
erty. Montaigne understood clearly how ar-
bitrary and unjust was woman’s appointed
lot: “Women are not in the wrong when they
decline to accept the rules laid down for
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them, since the men make these rules with-
out consulting them. No wonder intrigue
and strife abound.” But he did not go so far
as to champion their cause.

It was only later, in the eighteenth century,
that genuinely democratic men began to
view the matter objectively. Diderot, among
others, strove to show that woman is, like
man, a human being. Later John Stuart Mill
came fervently to her defense. But these phi-
losophers displayed unusual impartiality. In
the nineteenth century the feminist quarrel
became again a quarrel of partisans. One of
the consequences of the industrial revolu-
tion was the entrance of women into produc-
tive labor, and it was just here that the claims
of the feminists emerged from the realm of
theory and acquired an economic basis, .
while their opponents became the more ag-
gressive. Although landed property lost
power to some extent, the bourgeoisie clung
to the old morality that found the guarantee
of private property in the solidity of the fam-
ily. Woman was ordered back into the home
the more harshly as her emancipation be-
came a real menace. Even within the work-
ing class the men endeavored to restrain
woman’s liberation, because they began to
see the women as dangerous competitors—
the more so because they were accustomed
to work for lower wages.8

In proving woman’s inferiority, the anti-
feminists then began to draw not only upon
religion, philosophy, and theology, as before,
but also upon science—biology, experimen-
ta] psychology, etc. At most they were willing
to grant “equality in difference” to the other
sex. That profitable formula is most signifi-
cant; it is precisely like the “equal but sepa-
rate” formula of the Jim Crow laws aimed at
the North American Negroes. As is well
known, this so-called equalitarian segrega-
tion has resulted only in the most extreme
discrimination. The similarity just noted is
in no way due to chance, for whether it is a
race, a caste, a class, or a sex that is reduced
te a position of inferiority, the methods of
justification are the same. “The eternal femi-
nine” corresponds to “the black soul” and to
“the Jewish character.” True, the Jewish
problem is on the whole very different from
the other two—tc the anti-Semite the Jew is
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not so much an inferior as he is an enemy for
whom there is to be granted no place on
earth, for whom annijhilation is the fate de-
sired. But there are deep similarities be-
tween the situation of woman and that of the
Negro. Both are being emancipated today
from a like paternalisim, and the former mas-
ter class wishes to “keep them in their
place”—that is, the place chosen for them. In
both cases the former masters lavish more or
less sincere eulogies, either on the virtues of
“the good Negro” with his dormant, childish,
merry soul—the submissive Negro—or on
the merits of the woman who is “truly femi-
nine”—that is, frivolous, infantile, irrespon-
sible—the submissive woman. In both cases
the dominant class bases its argument on a
state of affairs that it has itself created. As
George Bernard Shaw puts it, in substance,
“The American white relegates the black to
the rank of shoeshine boy; and he concludes
from this that the black is good for nothing
but shining shoes.” This vicious circle is met
with in all analogous circumstances; when
an individual (or a group of individuals) is
kept in a situation of inferiority, the fact is
that he is inferior. But the significance of the
verb fo be must be rightly understood here; it
is in bad faith to give it a static value when it
really has the dynamic Hegelian sense of “to
have become.” Yes, women on the whole are
today inferior to men; that is, their situation
affords them fewer possibilities. The ques-
tion is: should that state of affairs continue?
Many men hope that it will continue; not
all have given up the battle. The conservative
bourgeoisie still see in the emancipation of
women a menace to their morality and their
interests. Some men dread feminine compe-
tition. Recently a male student wrote in the
Hebdo-Latin: "Every woman student who
goes into medjcine or law robs us of a job.”
He never questioned his rights in this world.
And economic interests are not the only ones
concerned. One of the benefits that oppres-
sion confers upon the oppressors is that the
most humble among them is made to feel su-
perior; thus, a “poor white” in the South can
console himself with the thought that he is
not a “dirty nigger”—and the more prosper-
ous whites cleverly exploit this pride.

Similarly, the most mediocre of males
feels himself a demigod as compared with
women. It was much easier for M. de
Monthcerlant to think himself a hero when he
faced women (and women chosen for his
purpose) than when he was obliged to act the
man among men—something many women
have done better than he, for that matter,
And in September 1948, in one of his articles
in the Figaro littéraire, Claude Mauriac—
whose great originality is admired by all—
could® write regarding woman: “We listen on
a tone [sic!] of polite indifference . . . to the
most brilliant among them, well knowing
that her wit reflects more or less luminously
ideas that come from us.” Evidently the
speaker referred to is not reflecting the ideas
of Mauriac himself, for no one knows of his

‘having any. It may be that she reflects ideas

originating with men, but then, even among
men there are those who have been known to
appropriate ideas not their own; and one can
well ask whether Claude Mauriac might not
find more interesting a conversation reflect-
ing Descartes, Marx, or Gide rather than
himself. What is really remarkable is that by
using the questionable we he identifies him-
self with St. Paul, Hegel, Lenin, and Nietz-
sche, and from the lofty eminence of their
grandeur looks down disdainfully upon the
bevy of women who make bold to converse
with him on a footing of equality. In truth, I
know of more than one woman who would
refuse to suffer with patience Mauriac’s
“tone of polite indifference.”

I have lingered on this example because
the masculine attitude is here displayed with
disarming ingenuousness. But men profit in
many more subtle ways from the otherness,
the alterity of woman. Here is miraculous
balm for those afflicted with an inferiority
complex, and indeed no one is more arro-
gant toward women, more aggressive or
scornful, than the man who is anxious about
his virility. Those who are not fearridden in
the presence of their fellow men are much
more disposed to recognize a fellow creature
in woman; but even to these the myth of
‘Woman, the Other, is precious for many rea-
sons.!? They cannot be blamed for not cheet-
fully relinquishing all the benefits they de-
rive from the myth, for they realize what they

would lose in relinquishing woman as they
fancy her to be, while they fail to realize what
they have to gain from the woman of iomor-
row. Refusal to pose oneself as the Subject,
unique and absolute, requires great self-de-
nial. Furthermore, the vast majority of men
make no such claim explicitly. They do not
postulate woman as inferior, for today they
are too thoroughly imbued with the ideal of
democracy not to recognize all human be-
ings as equals.

In the bosom of the family, woman secms
in the eyes of childhood and youth to be
clothed in the same social dignity as the
adult males, Later on, the young man, desir-
ing and loving, experiences the resistance,
the independence of the woman desired and
loved; in marriage, he respects woman as
wife and mother, and in the concrete events
of conjugal life she stands there before him
as a free being. He can therefore feel that so-
cial subordination as between the sexes no
longer exists and that on the whole, in spite
of differences, woman is an equal. As, how-
ever, he observes some points of inferiority—
the most important being unfitness for the
professions—he attributes thesc to natural
causes. When he is in a co-operative and be-
nevolent relation with woman, his theme is
the principle of abstract equality, and he
does not base his attitude upon such inequal-
ity as may exist. But when he is in conflict
with her, the situation is reversed: his theme
will be the existing inequality, and he will
even take it as justification for denying ab-
stract equality.!!

S0 it is that many men will affirm as if in
good faith that women are the equals of man
and that they have nothing to clamor for,
while at the same time they will say that
women can never be the equals of man and
that their demands are in vain, It is, in point
of fact, a difficult matter for man to realize
the extreme importance of social discrimi-
nations which seem outwardly insignificant
but which produce in woman moral and in-
tellectual effects so profound that they ap-
pear to spring from her original nature,12
The most sympathetic of men never fully
comprehend woman’s concrete situation.
And there is no reason to put much trust in
the men when they rush to the defense of
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privileges whose full extent they can hardly
measure. We shall not, then, permit our-
selves to be intimidated by the number and
violence of the attacks launched against
women, nor to be entrapped by the self-seck-
ing eulogies bestowed on the “true woman,”
nor to profit by the enthusiasm for woman’s
destiny manifested by men who would not
for the world have any part of it.

We should consider the arguments of the
feminists with no less suspicion, however,
for very often their controversial aim de-
prives them of all real value. If the “woman
question” seems trivial, it is because mascu-
line arrogance has made of it a “quarrel”;
and when quarreling one no longer reasons
well. People have tirelessly sought to prove
that woman is superior, inferior, or equal to
man. Some say that, having been created
after Adam, she is evidently a secondary
being; others say on the contrary that Adam
was only a rough draft and that God suc-
ceeded in producing the human being in per-
fection when He created Eve. Woman’s brain
is smaller; yes, but it is relatively larger.
Christ was made a man; yes, but perhaps for
his greater humility. Each argument at once
suggests its opposite, and both are often fal-
lacious. If we are to gain understanding, we
must get out of these ruts; we must discard
the vague notions of superiority, inferiority,
equality which have hitherto corrupted
every discussion of the subject and start
afresh.

Very well, but just how shall we pose the
question? And, to begin with, who are we to
propound it at all? Man is at once judge and
party to the case; but so is woman. What we
need is an angel—neither man nor woman—
but where shall we find one? Still, the angel
would be poorly qualified to speak, for an
angel is ignorant of all the basic facts in-
volved in the problem. With a hermaphro-
dite we should be no better off, for here the
situation is most peculiar; the hermaphro-
dite is not really the combination of a whole
man and a whole woman, but consists of
parts of each and thus is neither. It looks to
me as if there are, after all, certain women
who are best qualified to elucidate the situa-
tion of woman, Let us not be misled by the
sophism that because Epimenides was z
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Cretan he was necessarily a liar; it is not a
mysterious essence that compels men and
women to act in good or in bad faith, it is
their situation that inclines them more or
less toward the search for truth. Many of to-
day’s women, fortunate in the restoration of
all the privileges pertaining to the estate of
the human heing, can afford the luxury of
impartiality—we even recognize its neces-
sity. We are no longer like our partisan el-
ders; by and large we have won the game. In
recent debates on the status of women the
United Nations has persistently maintained
that the equality of the sexes is now becom-
ing a reality, and already some of us have
never had to sense in our femininity an in-
convenience or an obstacle. Many problems
appear to us to be more pressing than those
which concern us in particular, and this de-
tachment even allows us to hope that our at-
titude will be objective. Still, we know the
feminine world more intimately than do the
men because we have our roots in it, we
grasp more immediately than do men what it
means to a2 human being to be feminine; and
we are more concerned with such knowl-
edge. T have said that there are more pressing
problems, but this does not prevent us from
seeing some importance in asking how the
fact of being women will affect our lives.
What opportunities precisely have been
given us and what withheld? What fate
awaits our younger sisters, and what direc-
tions should they take? It is significant that
books by women on women are in general
animated in our day less by a wish to de-
mand our rights than by an effort toward
clarity and understanding. As we emerge
from an era of excessive controversy, this
book is offered as one atiempt among others
to confirm that statement.

But it is doubtless impossible to approach
any human problem with a mind free from
bias. The way in which questions are put, the
points of view assumed, presuppose a rela-
tivity of interest; all characteristics imply
values, and every objective description, so
called, implies an ethical background.
Rather than attempt to conceal principles
more or less definitely implied, it is better to
state them openly at the beginning. This will
make it unnecessary to specify on every page

in just what sense one uses such words as su-
perior, inferior, better, worse, progress,
reaction, and the like. If we survey some of
the works on woman, we note that one of the
points of view most frequently adopted is
that of the public good, the general interest;
and one always means by this the benefit of
society as one wishes it to be maintained or
established. For our part, we hold that the
only public good is that which assures the
private good of the citizens; we shall pass
judgment on institutions according to their
effectiveness in giving concrete opportuni-
ties to individuals. But we do not confuse the
idea of private interest with that of happi-
ness, although that is another common point
of view. Are not women of the harem more
happy than women voters? Is not the house-
keeper happier than the working-woman? Tt
is not too clear just what the word happy re-
ally means and still less what true values it
may mask. There is no possibility of measur-
ing the happiness of others, and it is always
easy to describe as happy the situation in
which one wishes to place them.

In particular those who are condemned to
stagnation are often pronounced happy on
the pretext that happiness consists in being
at rest. This notion we reject, for our per-
spective is that of existentialist ethics. Every
subject plays his part as such specifically
through exploits or projects that serve as a
mode of transcendence, he achieves liberty
only through a continual reaching out to-
ward other liberties. There is no justification
for present existence other than its expan-
sion into an indefinitely open future. Every
time transcendence falls back into imma-
nence, stagnation, there is a degradation of
existence into the “en-soi”-—the brutish life
of subjection to given conditions—and of lib-
erty into constraint and contingence. This
downfall represents a rnoral fault if the sub-
ject consents to it; if it is inflicted upon him,
it spells frustration and oppression. In both
cases it is an absolute evil. Every individual
concerned to justify his existence feels that
his existence involves an undefined need to
transcend himself, to engage in freely chosen
projects.

Now, what peculiarly signalizes the situa-
tion of woman is that she—a free and auton-

omous being like all human creatures—nev-
ertheless finds herself living in a world
where men compel her to assume the status
of the Other. They propose to stabilize her as
object and to doom her to immanence since
her transcendence is to be overshadowed
and forever transcended by another ego
{(conscience) which is essential and sover-

eign. The drama of woman lies in this con-

flict between the fundamental aspirations of
every subject (ego)—who always regards the
self as the essential—and the compulsions of
a situation in which she is the inessential,
How can a human being in woman’s situa-
tion attain fulfillment? What roads are open
to her? Which are blocked? How can inde-
pendence be recovered in a state of depend-
ency? What circumstances limit woman's
liberty and how can they be overcome?
These are the fundamental questions on
which I would fain throw some light. This
means that I am interested in the fortunes of
the individual as defined not in terms of hap-
piness but in terms of liberty.

Quite evidently this problem would be
without significance if we were to believe
that woman'’s destiny js inevitably deter-
mined by physiological, psychological, or
economic forces. Hence I shall discuss first
of all the light in which woman is viewed by
biology, psychoanalysis, and historical ma-
terialism. Next I shall try to show exactly
how the concept of the “truly feminine” has
been fashioned—why woman has been de-
fined as the Other—and what have been the
consequences from man’s point of view.
Then from woman'’s point of view I shall de-
scribe the world in which women must live;
and thus we shall be able to envisage the dif-
ficulties in their way as, endeavoring to
make their escape from the sphere hitherto
assigned them, they aspire to full member-
ship in the human race. . . .

Chapter XXV
The Independent Woman

According to French law, obedience is no
longer included among the duties of a wife,
and each woman citizen has the right to vote;
but these civil liberties remain theoretical as
long as they are unaccompanied by eco-
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nomic freedom. A woman supported by a
man—wife or courtesan—is not emanci-
pated from the male because she has a baliot
in her hand; if custom imposes less con-
straint upon her than formerly, the negative
freedom implied has not profoundly modi-
fied her situation; she remains bound in her
condition of vassalage. It is through gainful
employment that woman has traversed most
of the distance that separated her from the
male; and nothing else can guarantee her lib-
erty in practice. Once she ceases to be a para-
site, the system based on her dependence
crumbles; between her and the universe
there is no longer any need for a masculine
mediator.

The curse that is upon woman as vassal
consists, as we have seen, in the fact that she
is not permitted to do anything; so she per-
sists in the vain pursuit of her true being
through narcissism, love, or religion. When
she is productive, active, she regains her
transcendence; in her projects she con-
cretely affirms her status as subject; in con-
nection with the aims she pursues, with the
money and the rights she takes possession
of, she makes trial of and senses her respon-
sibility. Many women are aware of these ad-
vantages, even among those in very modest
positions. I heard a charwoman declare,
while scrubbing the stone floor of a hotel
lobby: “Inever asked anybody for anything; I
succeeded all by myself.” She was as proud
of her self-sufficiency as a Rockefeller. It is
not to be supposed, however, that the mere
combination of the right to vote and a job
constitutes a complete emancipation: work-
ing, today, is not liberty. Only in a socialist
world would woman by the one attain the
other. The majority of workers are exploited
today. On the other hand, the social structure
has not been much modified by the changes
in woman’s condition; this world, always be-
longing to men, still retains the form they
have given it.

We must not lose sight of those facts
which make the question of woman’s labor a
complex one, An important and thoughtful
woman recently made a study of the women
in the Renault factories; she states that they
would prefer to stay in the home rather than
work in the factory. There is no doubt that
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et economic independence only as
g::élfelfs of a class which is econon}lqaﬂy
oppressed; and, on the other hand, their jobs
at the factory do not relieve them of house-
keeping burdens.!? If they had been asked to
choose between forty hours of work a week
in the factory and forty hours of work a week
in the home, they would doubtless have fur-
nished quite different answers. And perbaps
they would cheerfully accept bo_th jobs, if as
factory workers they were to be integrated in
a world that would be theirs, m the develop-
ment of which they would __'|oyfully and
proudly share. At the present time, peasants
apart,14 the majority of women do not escape
from the traditional feminine world; they get
from neither society nor their husbands the
assistance they would need to become in
concrete fact the equals of the men. Only
those women who have a pohﬁcﬂ faith, who
take militant action in the unions, who hgve
confidence in their future, can give ethl.cal
meaning to thankless daily labor. But la}c]gng
leisure, inheriting a traditional su‘t.)ml_sswe—
ness, women are naturally just beginning to
develop a political and soci.al sense. And no‘;
getting in exchange for their work t1.1e mora
and social benefits they might rightfully
count on, they naturally submit to its con-
ints without enthusiasm.
Str?tl is quite understandable, qlso, that the
milliner’s apprentice, the shopgirl, the secre-
tary, will not care to renounce the advan-
tages of masculine support. I have ﬂready
pointed out that the existence of a privileged
caste, which she can join by mer_ely surren-
dering her body, is an almost 1rre§1st1ble
temptation to the young woman; she is fated
for gallantry by the fact that her wages are
minimal while the standard of living ex-
pected of her by society is very high. If_ she is
content to get along on her wages, sh.e is only
apariah: ill lodged, ill dressed, she w1]1 be de-
nied all amusement and even love. Virtuous
people preach asceticism to her, and, indeed,
her dietary regime is often as austere as that
of a Carmelite. Unfortunately, not everyone
can take God as a lover: she has to please
men if she is to succeed in her 11'fe as a
woman. She will therefore accept assmt_ance,
and this is what her employer cynically
counts on in giving her starvation wages.

This aid will sometimes allow her to improve
her situation and achieve a real 1pdepend—
ence; in other cases, however, she will give up
her work and become a kept woman. She
often retains both sources of income and
each serves more or less as an escape frorp
the other; but she is really in double servi-
tude: to joh and to protector. For thg martied
woman her wages represent only pin money
as a rule; for the girl who “makes something
on the side” it is the masculine contnbutl‘on
that seems extra; but neither of them gains
complete independence through her own ef-
fOI%Shere are, however, a fairly large nl.lmber
of privileged women who find in the1-r pro-
fessions a means of economic and social au-
tonomy. These come to mind when one con-
siders woman’s possibilities and her ft._lture
This is the reason why it is especial!y inter-
esting to make a close study of their situa-
tion, even though they constitute as yet only
a minority; they continue to be a.sub_].ec't ol
debate between feminists and antlfen'_umsts.
The latter assert that the emancu;ated
women of today succeed in doing nothing of
importance in the world and t}.lat-furthe?-
more they have difficulty in achieving their
own inner equilibrium. The former exagger-
ate the results obtained by professional
women and are blind to their inner confu-
sion. There is no good reason, as a matter of
fact, to say they are on the wrong road; a:nd
still it is certain that they are not tranquilly
installed in their new realm: as vet th_ey are
only halfway there. The woman wl_10 is eco-
nemically emancipated from man is not.for
all that in a moral, social, and psychological
situation identical with that of man. The way
she carries on her profession and her'devo—
tion to it depend on the context supplied by
- the total pattern of her life. For when she beé
gins her adult life she does not have behin
her the same past as does a boy; she is not
viewed by society in the same way; the um:
verse presents itself to her in a different 132
spective. The fact of being a woman ’u'::i )tf
poses peculiar problems for an independen
human individual.

The advantage man enjoys, which ma&es.

itself felt from his childhood, is that his voca-

tion as a human being in no way runs coun-
ter to his destiny as a male. Through the
identification of phallus and transcendence,
it turns out that his social and spiritual suc-
cesses endow him with a virile prestige. He is
notdivided. Whereas it is required of woman
that in order to realize her femininity she
must make herself object and prey, which is
to say that she must renounce her claims as
sovereign subject, It is this conflict that espe-

cially marks the situation of the emanci-

pated woman. She refuses to confine herself
to herrole as female, because she will not ac-
cept mutilation; but it would also be a muti-
lation to repudiate her sex. Man is a human
being with sexuality; woman is a complete
individual, equal to the male, only if she too
is a human being with sexuality. To renounce
her femininity is to renounce a part of her
humanity. Misogynists have often re-
proached intellectual women for “neglecting
themselves”; but they have also preached
this doctrine to them: if you wish to be our
equals, stop using make-up and nail-polish.
This piece of advice is nonsensical. Pre.
cisely because the concept of femininity is
artificially shaped by custom and fashion, it
is imposed upon each woman from without;
she can be transformed gradually so that her
canons of propriety approach those adopted
by the males: at the seashore—and often
elsewhere—trousers have become femi
nine.!5 That changes nothing fundamiental
in the matter: the individual is still not free to
do as she pleases in shaping the concept of
femininity. The woman who does not con-
form devaluates herself sexually and hence

. socially, since sexual values are an integral
- feature of society. One does not acquire virile

attributes by rejecting feminine attributes;
even the transvestite fails to make a man of
herself-—she is a travesty. As we have seen,
homosexuality constitutes a specific atti-
tude: neutrality is impossible. There is no
hegative attitude that does not imply a posi-
tive counterpart. The adolescent girl often
hinks that she can simply scorn convention;
but even there she is engaged in public agita-
tion; she is creating a new situation entajling
fonsequences she must assume. When one

ils to adhere to an accepted code, one be-
Comes an insurgent. A woman who dresses
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in an outlandish manner lies when she af-
firms with an air of simplicity that she
dresses to suit herself, nothing more. She
knows perfectly well that to suit herself is to
be outlandish. . . .
We have seen that it is possible to avojd
the temptations of sadism and masochism
when the two partners recognize each other
as equals; if both the man and the woman
have a little modesty and some generosity,
ideas of victory and defeat are abolished: the
act of love becomes a free exchange. But,
paradoxically, it is much more difficult for
the woman than for the man to recognize an
individual of the other sex as an equal. Pre-
cisely because the male caste has superiority
of status, there are a great many individual
women whom aman can hold in affectionate
esteem: it is an easy matter to love a woman.,
In the first place, a woman can introduce her
lover into a world that is different from his
own and that he enjoys exploring in her com-
pany; she fascinates and amuses him, at least
for a time. For another thing, on account of
her restricted and subordinate situation, ail
her qualities seem like high achievements,
conguests, whereas her mistakes are excus-
able; Stendhal admires Mme de Rénal and
Mme de Chasteller in spite of their detest
able prejudices. If a woman has false ideas, if
she is not very intelligent, clear-sighted, or
courageous, a man does not hold her respon-
sible: she is the victim, he thinks—and often
with reason—of her situation. He dreams of
what she might have been, of what she per-
haps will be: she can be credited with any
possibilities, because she is nothing in par-
ticular. This vacancy is what makes the lover
weary of her quickly; but it is the source of
the mystery, the charm, that seduces him
and makes him inclined to feel an easy affec-
tion in the first place.

It is much less easy for a wornan to feel af-
fectionate friendship for a man, for he is
what he has made himself, irrevocably. He
must be loved as he is, not with reference to
his promise and his uncertain possibilities;
be is responsible for his behavior and ideas;
for him there are no excuses. Fellowship
with him is impossible unless she approves
his acts, his aims, his opinions. Julien can
love a legitimist, as we have seen; a Lamiel
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could not cherish a man whose ideas she de-
spised. Even though prepared to compro-
mise, woman will hardly be able to take an
attitude of indulgence. For man opens to her
no verdant paradise of childhood. She meets
him in this world which is their world in
common: he comes bearing the gift of him-
self only. Self-enclosed, definite, decided, he
is not conducive to daydreaming;.when be
speaks, one must listen. He takes himself se-
riously: if he is not interesting, he bores her,
his presence weighs heavily on her. Only very
young men can be endued with facﬂe-ma_r-
vels; one can seek mystery and promise in
them, find excuses for them, take them
lightly: which is one reason why mature
women find them most seductive. The diffi-
culty is that, for their part, they usuall_y pre-
fer young women. The woman of thirty is
thrown back on adult males. And doubtless
she will encounter among them some who
will not discourage her esteem and friend-
ship; but she will be lucky if they make no
show of arrogance in the matter. When s.he
contemplates an affair or an adventure in-
volving her heart as well as her body, the
problem is to find a man whom she can re-
gard as an equal without his considering
himself superior.

I will be told that in general women make
no such fuss; they seize the occasion without
asking themselves too many que_:stio_ns, and
they manage somehow with their pride and
their sensuality. True enough. But it is also
true that they bury in their secret hearts
many disappointments, humiliations, re-
grets, resentments, not commonly matched
in men. From a more or less unsatisfactory
affair a man is almost sure of obtaining at
least the benefit of sex pleasure; a woman
can very well obtain no benefit at all. Even
when indifferent, she lends herself politely
to the embrace at the decisive moment,
sometimes only to find her lover impotent
and herself compromised in a ridiculogs
mockery. If all goes well except that she fa11§
to attain satisfaction, then she feels “used,
“worked.” If she finds full enjoyment, she
will want to prolong the affair. She is rarely
quite sincere when she claims to envisage no
more than an isolated adventure undertaken
merely for pleasure, because her pleasure,

far from bringing deliverance, binds her to
the man; separation wounds her even when
supposedly a friendly parting. It is m1:1ch
more unusual to hear a woman speak amica-
bly of a former lover than a man of his past
mistresses.

The peculiar nature of ber eroticism and
the difficulties that beset a life of freedom

urge woman toward monogamy. Liaison or -
marriage, however, can be reconciled witha -

career much less easily for her than for man.
Sometimes her lover or husband asks her to
renounce it: she hesitates, like Colette’s
Vagabonde, who ardently desires the warm
presence of a man at her side but dreads tlie
fetters of marriage. If she yields, she is once
more a vassal; if she refuses, she.condemns
herself to a withering solitude. Today a man
is usually willing to have his companion con-

tinue her work; the novels of Colette "{\ier, a
showing young women driven to sacrifice :
their professions for the sake of peace and :

the family, are rather outdated; living to-

gether is an enrichment for two free beings, |
and each finds security for his or her own in-
dependence in the occupation of the mate.
The self-supporting wife emancipates her :
husband from the conjugal slavery that was
the price of hers. I the man is scrupuloqsly !

well-intentioned, such lovers and married *
couples attain in undemanding generosity a o
condition of perfect equality.!® It may even £
be the man that acts as devoted servant; thus, '

T

for George Eliot, Lewes created the favor- ® 2!

able atmosphere that the wife usually cre- % ¥
ates around the husband-overlord. But for
the most part it is still the woman who bears -

the cost of domestic harmony.

To a man it seemns natural that it should be

the wife who does the housework and as-

sumes alone the care and bringing up of the
children. The independent woman herself -

considers that in marrying she has assumed

duties from which her personal life does not °

exempt her. She does not want to feel that

her husband is deprived of advantages he .‘
would have obtained if he had married a :

“true woman”; she wants to be presentable, a
good housekeeper, a devoted mother, such as
wives traditionally are. This is a task that

easily becomes overwhelming. She assumes

it through regard for her partner and out of

*

fidelity to herself also, for she intends, as we
have already seen, to be in no way unfaithful
to her destiny as woman. She will be a dou-
ble for her husband and at the same time she
will be herself; she will assume his cares and
patticipate in his successes as much as she
will be concerned with her own fate—and
sometimes even more. Reared in an atmo-
sphere of respect for male superiority, she
may still feel that it is for man to occupy the
first place; sometimes she fears that in
claiming it she would ruin her home; be-
tween the desire to assert herself and the de-
sire for self-effacement she is torn and di-
vided.

There is, however, an advantage that
woman can gain from her very inferiority.
Since she is from the start less favored by for-
tune than man, she does not feel that she is to
blame q priori for what befalls him: it is not
her duty to make amends for social injustice,
and she is not asked to do so. A man of good
will owes it to himself to treat women with
consideration, since he is more favored by
fate than they are; he will let himself be
bound by scruples, by pity, and so runs the
risk of becoming the prey of clinging,
vampirish women from the very fact of their
disarmed condition. The woman who
achieves virile independence has the great
privilege of carrying on her sexual life with
individuals who are themselves autonomous
and effective in action, who—as a rule—will
not play a parasitic role in her life, who will
not enchain her through their weakness and
the exigency of their needs. But in truth the
woman is rare who can create a free relation
with her partner; she herself usually forges
the chains with which he has no wish to load
her: she takes toward him the attitude of the

‘. amoureuse, the woman in love,

Through twenty years of waiting, dream-
ing, hoping, the young girl has cherished the

myth of the liberating savior-hero, and hence
4 - theindependence she has won through work

is not enough to abolish her desire for a glo-
rious abdication. She would have had to be
raised exactly!? like a boy to be able easily to
overcome her adolescent narcissism; but as
it is, she continues into adult life this cult of
the ego toward which her whole youth has
tended. She uses her professional successes
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as merits for the enrichment of her image;
she feels the need for a witness from on high
to reveal and consecrate her worth. Even if
she is a severe judge of the men she evaluates
in daily life, she none the less reveres Man,
and if she encounters him, she is ready to fall
on her knees. ,

To be justified by a god is easier than to
justify herself by her own efforts; the world
encourages her to believe it possible for sal-
vation to be given, and she prefers to believe
it. Sometimes she gives up her independence
entirely and becomes no more than an
amoureuse; more often she essays a compro-
mise; but idolatrous love, the love that
means abdication, is devastating; it occupies
every thought, every moment, it is obsessing,
tyrannical. If she meets with professional
disappointments, the woman passionately
seeks refuge in her love; then her frusira-
tions are expressed in scenes and demands at
her lover's expense. But her amatory trou-
bles have by no means the effect of redou-
bling her professional zeal; she is, on the
contrary, more likely to be impatient with a
mode of life that keeps her from the royal
road of a great love. A woman who worked
ten years ago on a political magazine run by
women told me that in the office they seldom
talked about politics but incessantly about
love: this one complained that she was loved
only for her body to the neglect of her splen-
did intelligence; that one moaned that only
her mind was appreciated, to the neglect of
her physical charms. Here again, for woman
to love as man does—that is to say, in liberty,
without putting her very being in question—
she must believe herself his equal and be so
in concrete fact; she must engage in her en-

terprises with the same decisiveness. But
this is still uncommon, as we shall see.
There is one feminine function that it is
actually almost jmpossible to perform in
complete liberty. It is maternity. In England
and America and some other countries a
woman can at least decline maternity at will,
thanks to contraceptive techniques. We have
seen that in France she is often driven to
painful and costly abortion; or she fre-
quently finds herself responsible for an un-
wanted child that can ruin her professional
life. T this is a heavy charge, it is because, in-
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versely, custom does not allow a woman to
procreate when she pleases. The unwe;d
mother is a scandal to the community, and il-
legitimate birth is a stain on the child; qnly
rarely is it possible to become a mpt.her with-
out accepting the chains of marriage or los-
ing caste, If the idea of artificial insemina-
tion inferests many women, it is not becaus-e
they wish to avoid intercourse with a male; it
is because they hope that freedom of mater-
nity is going to be accepted by society at last.
It must be said in addition that in spite of
convenient day nurseries and kindergartens,
having a child is enough to paralyze a
woman's activity entirely; she can go on
working only if she abandons it to relatives,
friends, or servants. She is forced to choose
between sterility, which is often felt as a
painful frustration, and burdens hardly
compatible with a career. _

' Thus the independent woman of today is
torn between her professional interests and
the problems of her sexual life; it is dif:ﬁcu!t
for her to strike a balance between the two; if
she does, it is at the price of concessions, sac-
rifices, acrobatics, which require herto be in
a constant state of tension. Here, rather than
in physiological data, must be sought the
reason for the nervousness and the frailty
often observed in her. It is difficult to deter-
mine to what extent woman's physical con-
stitution handicaps her. Inquiry is often
made, for example, about the obstacle pre-
sented by menstruation. Women who have
made a reputation through their publica-
tions or other activities seem to attach little
importance to it. Is this because, as a matter
of fact, they owe their success to their rela-
tively slight monthly indisposition? One may
ask whether ii is not because, on the con-
trary, their choice of an active and ambitious
life has been responsible for this advantage;
the interest woman takes in her maladies
tends to aggravate them. Women in sports
and other active careers suffer less from
them than others, because they take little no-
tice of them. There are certainly organic fas:-
tors also, and I have seen the most energetic
women spend twenty-four hours in bed eac.h
month, a prey to pitiless tortures; but I_lhlS
difficulty never prevented their enterprises
from succeeding.

I am convinced that the greater part of the
discomforts and maladies that overburden
women are due to psychic causes, as gyne-
cologists, indeed, have told me. Women are
constantly harassed to the limit of their
strength because of the moral tension I have
referred to, because of all the tasks they as-
sume, because of the contradictions among
which they struggle. This does not mean that
their ills are imaginary: they are as real and
destructive as the situation to which they
give expression. But the situation does not
depend on the body; the reverse is true. Thus
woman’s health will not affect her work un-
favorably when the woman worker comes to
have the place she should; on the contrary,
work will improve her physical condition by
preventing her from being ceaselessly preoc-
cupied with it.

* k %

These facts must not be lost sight of when
we judge the professional accomplishments
of woman and, on that basis, make bold to
speculate on her future. She undertakes a ca-
reer in a mentally harassing situation and
while still under the personal burdens im-
plied traditionally by her femininity. Nor are
the objective circumstances more favorable
to her. It is always difficult to be a newcomer,
trying to break a path through a society that
is hostile, or at least mistrustful. In Black qu
Richard Wright has shown how the ambi-
tions of a young American Negro are blocked
from the start and what a struggle he had
merely in raising himself to the level wl‘lere
problems began to be posed for the .whltes.
Negroes coming to France from Africa also
find difficulties—with themselves as well as
around them—similar to those confronting
women. )

Woman first finds herself in a position of
inferiority during her period of apprentice-
ship, a point already made with reference to
the young girl, but which must now be dealt
with more precisely. During her studies and
in the first decisive years of her career,
woman rarely uses her opportunities with
simple directness, and thus she will often be
handicapped later by a bad start. The con-
flicts I have spoken of do, in fact, reach their

greatest intensity between the ages of eigh-
teen and thirty, precisely the time when the
profcssional future is at stake. Whether the
woman lives with her family or is married,
her family will rarely show the same respect
for her work as for a man’s; they will impose
duties and tasks on her and infringe on her
liberty. She herself is still profoundly af-
fected by her bringing up, respectful of val-
ues affirmed by her elders, haunted by her
dreams of childhood and adolescence; she
finds difficulty in reconciling the heritage of
her past with the interests of her future.
Sometimes she abjures her femininity, she
hesitates between chastity, homosexuality,
and an aggressive virago attitude; she
dresses badly or wears male attire; and in

this case she wastes much time in defiance,

play-acting, angry fuming. More often she
wants to emphasize her feminine qualities:
she is coquettish, she goes out, she flirts, she
falls in love, oscillating between masochism
and aggressiveness. She questions, agitates,
scatters herself in every way. These outside
activities alone are enough to prevent com-
plete absorption in her enterprise; the less
she profits by it, the more tempted she is to
give it up.

What is extremely demoralizing for the
woman who aims at self-sufficiency is the ex-
istence of other women of like social status,
having at the start the same situation and the
same opportunities, who live as parasites. A
man may feel resentment toward the privi-
leged, but he has solidarity with his class; on
the whole, those who begin with equal
chances reach about the same level in life.
Whereas women of like situation may,
through man'’s mediation, come to have very
different fortunes. A comfortably married or
supported friend is a temptation in the way
of one who is intending to make her own suc-
cess; she feels she is arbitrarily condemning
herself to take the most difficult roads ; at
each obstacle she wonders whether it might
not be better to take a different route. “When
I think that I have to get everything by my
own brain!” said one little poverty-stricken
student to me, as if stunned by the thought.
Man obeys an imperious necessity; woman
must constantly reaffirm her intention. She
goes forward not with her eyes fixed straight
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ahead on a goal, but with her glance wander-
ing around her in every direction; and her
gait is also timid and uncertain. The more
she seems to be getting ahead on her own
hook—as I have already pointed out—the
more her other chances fade; in becoming a
bluestocking, a woman of brains, she will
make herself unattractive to men in general,
or she will humiliate her husband orlover by
being too outstanding a success. So she not
only applies herself the more to making a
show of elegance and frivolity, but also re-
strains her aspiration. The hope of being one
day delivered from taking care of herself,
and the fear of having to lose that hope if she
assumes this care for a time, combine to pre-
vent her from unreservedly applying herself
to her studies and her career.

In so far as a woman wishes to be a
woman, her'independent status gives rise to
an inferiority complex; on the other hand,
her femininity makes her doubtful of her
professional future. This is a point of great
importance. We have seen that girls of four-
teen declared to an investigator: “Boys are
better than girls; they are better workers.”
The young girl is convinced that she has lim-
ited capacities. Because parents and teach-
ers concede that the girls’ level is lower than
that of the boys, the pupils readily concede it
also; and as a matter of fact, in spite of equal
curricula, the girls’ academic accomplish-
ment in French secondary schools is much
lower. Apart from some exceptions, all the
members of a girls’ class in philosophy, for
example, stand clearly below a boys’ class. A
great majority of the girl pupils do not intend
to continue their studies, and work very su-
perficially; the others lack the stimulus of
emulation. In fairly easy examinations their
incompetence will not be too evident, but in
a serious competitive test the girl student
will become aware of her weaknesses. She
will attribute them not to the mediocrity of
her training, but to the unjust curse of her
femininity; by resigning herself to this in-
equality, she enhances it; she is persuaded
that her chances of success can lie only in her
patience and application; she resolves to be
as economical as possible of her time and
strength-—surely a very bad plan.
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The utilitarian attitude is especially disas-
trous in studies and professions that ca]l for
a modicum of invention and orig_inahty, and
some lucky little finds. Discussions, extra-
curricular reading, a walk with the mn'1d
freely wandering, can be much more profit-
able, even for translating a Greek text, than
the dull compilation of involved points of
syntax. Overwhelmed by respect for agthon—
ties and the weight of erudition, her view re-
stricted by pedantic blinders, the over-con-
scientious student deadens her critical sense
and her very intelligence. Her metho.dma.l ea-
gerness causes tension and weariness of
spirit. In the classes, for example, wh_e‘re stu-
dents prepare for the Sévres competitive ex-
aminations, a suffocating atmospherq reigns
that discourages all individualities with any
semblance of life. The candidate has no wish

but to escape from her self-create.d prison;
once she closes her books, her mind is on
guite different subjects. Unknown to her are
those fertile moments when study and dn{er-
sion fuse, when the adventures of the mind
assume living warmth. Disheartened by the
thankless nature of her tasks, she feels more
and more inept at doing them well. T,recal] a
girl student, preparing for teachers’ exami-
nations, who said in reference to a competi-
tion in philosophy open to men and women:
“Boys can succeed in one or two years; forus
it takes at least four years.” Another, told to
read a book on Kant, an author on th_e 1'"ead-
ing list, protested: “That book is too difficult;
itis a book for men students!” She seemed to
think women could go through the competi-
tion at a reduced rate. To take that attitude
was to be beaten in advance and, in effec:t, to
concede to the men all chances of winning,.
In consequence of this defeatism, woman
is easily reconciled to a moderate success;
she does not dare to aim too high._Entenng
upon her profession with superficial prepa-
ration, she soon sets limits to her ambltlom:‘..
It often seems to her meritorious enough if
she earns her own living; she could have en-
trusted her lot, like many others, to a man. To
continue in her wish for independence re-
quires an effort in which she takes pride, but
which exhausts her. It seems to ber that she
has done enough when she has chosen to do
something. “That in itself is not too bad fora

woman,” she thinks. A woman practicing an
unusual profession once said: “If 1 were a
man, I should feel obliged to climb to the top;
butI am the only woman in France to accupy
such a position: that's enough for me. ? There
is prudence in this modesty. Woman is afra.}d
that in attempting to go farther she will
break her back. :
It must be said that the independent

e
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woman is justifiably disturbed by the idea

that people do not have confidence in her. As
a general rule, the superior caste is hostﬂ.e to
newcomers from the inferior caste: whiteg
will not consult a Negro physician, nor males
a woman doctor; but individuals of thsa infe-
rior caste, imbued with a sense of their spe-
cific inferiority and often full of resentment
toward one of their kind who has risen above
their usual lot, will also prefer to turn to the
masters. Most women, in particular, steept'_ed
in adoration for man, eagerly seek him out in
the person of the doctor, the lawyer, the of
fice manager, and so on. Neither men not
women like to be under a woman’s 01:ders.
Her superiors, even if they esteem her highly,
will always be somewhat condescending; to
be a woman, if not a defect, is at least a pecu-
liarity. Woman must constantly win the con-
fidence that is not at first accorded her: at the
start she is suspect, she has to prove herself
If she has worth she will pass the tests, 50
they say. But worth is not a given essence; it
is the outcome of a successful developmept
To feel the weight of an unfavorable preju-
dice against one is only on very rare ocea-
sions a help in overcoming it. The initial infe-
riority complex ordinarily leads to a defense
reaction in the form of an exaggerated affec-
tation of authority.
Most women doctors, for example, ha}ve
too much or too little of the air of authority
If they act naturally, they fail to take control,

for their life as a whole disposes thepl rather 7
to seduce than to command; the patient who

likes to be dominated will be djsappoiqu
by plain advice simply given. Aware of this
fact, the woman doctor assumes a grave ac-
cent, a peremptory tone; but then she lacks
the bluff good nature that is the charm of the
medical man who is sure of himself. .
Man is accustomed to asserting himself,
his clients believe in his competence; he can

e
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act naturally: he infallibly makes an impres-
sion. Woman does not inspire the same feel-
ing of security; she affects a lofty air, she
drops it, she makes too much of it. In busi-
ness, In administrative work, she is precise,
fussy, quick to show aggressiveness, As in her
studies, she lacks ease, dash, audacity. In the
effort to achieve she gets tense. Her activity
is a succession of challenges and self-affir-
mations. This is the great defect that lack of
assurance engenders: the subject cannot for-
get himself. He does not aim gallantly to-
ward some goal: he seeks rather to make
good in prescribed ways. In boldly setting
out toward ends, one risks disappointments )
but one also obtains unhoped-for results;
caution condemns to mediocrity.

We rarely encounter in the independent
woman a taste for adventure and for experi-
ence for its own sake, or a disinterested curi-
osity; she seeks “to have a career” as other
women build a nest of happiness: she re-
mains dominated, surrounded, by the male
universe, she lacks the audacity to break
through its ceiling, she does not passionately
lose herself in her projects. She still regards
her life as an immanent enterprise: her aim
is not at an objective but, through the objec-
tive, at her subjective success. This is a very
conspicuous attitude, for example, among
American women; they like having a job and
proving to themselves that they are capable
of handling it properly; but they are not pas-
sionately concerned with the conzent of their
tasks. Woman similarly has a tendency to at-
tach too much importance to minor setbacks
and modest successes; she is turn by turn
discouraged or puffed up with vanity. When
a success has been anticipated, one takes it
calmly; but it becomes an intoxicating tri-
umph when one has been doubtful of obtain-
ing it. This is the excuse when women be-
come addled with importance and plume
themselves ostentatiously over their least ac-

complishments. They are forever looking
back to see how far they have come, and that
interrupts their progress. By this procedure
they can have honorable careers, but not ac-
complish great things. It must be added that
many men are also unable to build any but
mediocre careers. Tt is only in comparison
with the best of them that woman—save for
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VEry rare exceptions—seems to us to be trail-
ing behind. The reasons 1 have given are
sufficient explanation, and in no way mort-
gage the future. What woman essentially
lacks today for doing great things is forget-
fulness of herself: but to forget oneself it is
first of all necessary to be firmly assured that
now and for the future one has found one.
self. Newly come into the world of men,
poorly seconded by them, woman is still too
busily occupied to search for herself.

There is one category of women to whom

these remarks do not apply because their ca-
reers, far from hindering the affirmation of
their femininity, reinforce it. These are
women who seek through artistic expression
to transcend their given characteristics; they
are the actresses, dancers, and singers. For
these centuries they have been almost the
only women to maintain a concrete inde-
pendence in the midst of society, and at the
present time they still occupy a privileged
place in it. Formerly actresses were anath-
ema to the Church, and the very excessive-
ness of that severity has always authorized a
great freedom of behavior on their nart.
They often skirt the sphere of gallantry and,
like courtesans, they spend a great deal of
their time in the company of men; but mak-
ing their own living and finding the meaning
of their lives in their work, they escape the
yoke of men. Their great advantage is that
their professional successes—like those of
men—contribute to their sexual valuation;
in their self-realization, their validation of
themselves as human beings, they find self-
fulfillment as women: they are not torn be-
tween contradictory aspirations. On the con-
trary, they find in their occupations a justifi-
cation of their narcissism; dress, beauty
care, charm, form a part of their profes-
sional duties. It is a great satisfaction for a
woman in love with her own image to do
something in simply exhibiting what she is;
and this exhibition at the same time de-
mands enough study and artifice to appear
to be, as Georgette Leblanc said, a substitute
for action. A great actress will aim higher
yet: she will go beyond the given by the way
she expresses it: she will be truly an artist, a
creator, who gives meaning to her life by
lending meaning to ihie world.
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These are rare advantages, but they also
hide traps: instead of integrating her narcis-
sistic self-indulgence and her sexual liberty
with her artistic life, the actress very often
sinks into self-worship or into gallantry; 1
have already referred to those pseudo-artists
who seek in the movies or in the theater only
to make a name for themselves that repre-
sents capital to exploit in men’s arms. The
conveniences of masculine support are very
tempting in comparison with the risks of a
career and with the discipline implied by all
real work. Desire for a feminine destiny—
husband, home, children—and the enchant-
ment of love are not always easy to reconcile
with the will to succeed. But, above all, the
admiration she feels for her ego in many
cases limits the achievement of an actress;
she has such illusions regarding the value of

her mere presence that serious work seems

useless. She is concerned above all to put
herself in the public eye and sacrifices the
character she is interpreting to this theatri-
cal quackery. She also lacks the generous-
mindedness to forget herself, and this de-
prives her of the possibility of going beyond
herself: rare indeed are the Rachels, the
Duses, who avoid this reef and make their
persons the instruments of their art instead
of seeing in art a servant of their egos. In her

private life, moreover, the bad actress will ex-.

aggerate all the narcissistic defects: she will
reveal herself as vain, petulant, theatric; she
will consider all the world a stage.

... Once again: in order to explain her lim-
itations it is woman’s situation that must be
invoked and not a mysterious essence; thus
the future remains largely open. Writers on
the subject have vied with one another-in
maintaining that women do not have “cre-
ative genius”; this is the thesis defended by
Mme Marthe Borély, an erstwhile notorious
antifeminist; but one would say that she
sought to make her books a living proof of
feminine illogicality and silliness, so self-
contradictory are they. Furthermore, the
concept of a creative “instinct” must be dis-
carded, like that of the “eternal feminine,”
from the old panel of entities. Certain misog-
ynists assert, a little more concretely, that
woman, being neurctic, could not create

anything worth while; but they are often the
same men that pronounce genius a neurosis.

In any case, the example of Proust shows .
clearly enough that psychophysiclogical dis- -,
equilibrium signifies neither lack of power :-

nor mediocrity.

As for the argument drawn from history,
we have just been considering what to think
of that; the historical fact cannot be consid-
ered as establishing an eternal truth; it can
only indicate a situation that is historical in
nature precisely because it-is undergoing
change. How could women ever have had ge-
nius when they were denied all possibility of
accomplishing a work of genius—or just a
work? The old Europe formerly poured out
its contempt upon the American barbarians
who boasted neither artists nor writers. “Let
us come into existence before being asked to
justify our existence,” replied Jefferson, in
effect. The Negroes make the same reply to
the racists who reproach them for never hav-
ing produced a Whitman or a Melville. No
more can the French proletariat offer any
name to compare with those of Racine or
Mallarmé.

The free woman is just being born; when

she has won possession of herself perhaps
Rimbaud’s prophecy will be fulfilled: “There
shall be poets! When woman's unmeasured
bendage shall be broken, when she shall live
for and through herself, man—hitherto de-
testable—having let her go, she, too, will be
poet! Woman will find the unknown! Will
her ideational worlds be different from ours?
She will come upon strange, unfathomable,
repellent, delightful things; we shall take
them, we shall comprehend them.”18 It is not
sure that her “ideational worlds” will be dif-
ferent from those of men, since it will be
through attaining the same situation as
theirs that she will find emancipation; to say
in what degree she will remain different, in
what degree these differences will retain
their importance—this would be to hazard
bold predictions indeed. What is certain is
that hitherto woman’s possibilities have
been suppressed and lost to humanity, and
that it is high time she be permitted to take
her chances in her own interest and in ithe -
terest of all.

Notes
1. Franchise, dead today.

2. The Kinsey Report [Alfred C, Kinsey and oth-
ers: Sexual Behavior in the Human Male (W, B.
S_aunders Co., 1948)] is no exception, for it is
limited to describing the sexual characteris-
tics of American men, which is quite a differ-
ent matter,

3. E. Lévinas expresses this idea most explicitly
in his essay Temps et I'Autre. “Is there not a
case in which otherness, alterity [altérité], un-
questionably marks the nature of a being, as
its essence, an instance of otherness not con-
sisting purely and simply in the opposition of
two species of the same genus? T think that
the feminine represents the contrary in its ab-
solute sense, this contrariness being in no
wise affected by any relation between it and
its correlative and thus remaining absolutely
other. Sex is not a certain specific difference
-« » no more is the sexual difference a mere
contradiction. . . . Nor does this difference lie
in the duality of two complementary terms,
ff01: two complementary terms imply a pre-ex-
isting whole. . . . Otherness reaches its full
fowering in the feminine, a term of the same
Fan.lﬁ as consciousness but of opposite mean-
ing.

I'suppose that Lévinas does not forget that
woman, too, is aware of her own conscious-
ness, or ego. But it is striking that he deliber-
ately takes a man’s point of view, disregarding
the_ reciprocity of subject and object. When he
writes that woman is mystery, he implies that
shq is mystery for man. Thus his description,
which is intended to be objective, is in fact an
assertion of masculine privilege.

4. See C. Lévi-Strauss: Les Structures élémen-
taires de la parenté. My thanks are due to C.
Lévi-Strauss (or his kindness in furnishing
me with the proofs of his work, which, among
others, I have used liberally in Part II.

3. With rare exceptions, perhaps, like certain
matriarchal rulers, queens, and the like.—Tr

6. See Part II, ch. viii.
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7. .At the moment an “equal rights” amendmen
to the Constitution of the United States js be.
fore Congress.—Tr.

8. SeePart 11, pp. 115-17.

9. Or at least he thought he could.

10. A significant article on this theme by Miche;
Carrouges appeared in No. 292 of the Cahiers
du Sud. He writes indignantly: “Would thai
there were no woman-myth at all but only a
cohort of cooks, matrons, prostitutes, and
bluestockings serving functions of Pleasure
or usefulness!” That is to say, in his view
‘woman has no existence in and for herself; he
thinks only of her function in the male world,
Her reason for existence.lies in man. But
then, in fact, her poetic “function” as a myth
might be more valued than any other. The real
problem is precisely to find out why woman

. should be defined with relation to man.

11. Ft?r example, a man will say that he considers
his wife in no wise degraded because she has
no gainful occupation. The profession of
housewife is just as lofty, and so on. But when
the first quarrel comes, he will exclaim: “Why,
you couldn’t make your living without me!”

12. The specific purpose of Book IT of this studyis
to describe this process.

13. Thave indicated in Book I, p. 135, how heavy
these are for women who work outside.

14. We have examined their situation in Book 1,
Pp. 109, 134.

15. If that is the word. —Tr.

"16. Itwould appear that the life of Clara and Rob-

ert Schumann attained a success of this kind
for a time.

17. That is to say, not only by the same methods
but in the same climate, which is impossible
today, in spite of all the efforts of educators.

18. In a letter to Pierre Demeney, May 15, 1871.

Adapted from: Simone de Beauvoir, The Second Sex, H.
M. Parshley, ed. 2nd trans., pp. xix—>o0cv, 679683, 692—
704,714-715. Copyright © 1952. Reprinted by permis-
sion of Alfred A. Knopf, Inc. 4
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. J
that, under conditions of equality, men an
ternal rather than oppressive.

CONCLUSION

No, woman is not our brother; through %ndo}er;::

ané depravity we have maude of her ahbcmﬁe:;; Bx,
known, having no weapon Od:lcr than ve;

lvl\.'rlllid'l not only means constanti stixfelbutjls nl;fil;:it:t—

i e eternal little slave’s :
zg;fl:li)‘:i?t?:g?fbti never our frank compam::n,' a
b e e ches wards o
Laf MZ:V;‘:; ?k?ll:\k tsl:lét there will always be “str?fe

dm(-igisp:ltc," as Montaigne put it, and that fratel.'ztz
irrilll never be possible. The fact is that today gel ; }Te

or women ate satisfied with each otl}e.r. 11.11:

g::;trilon is to know whether there is a;ll ongmah::ﬁsei
7 s them to rend each other or w
:lhxztc‘;tfllcil:gu;n which they are opposed merely mark
a transitional moment in hut.nan hlstory;] o absic
We have seen that in spite of legends f}tp -
logical destiny imposes an eternal hostili yra o
Male and Female as such; even the far:?uihir ’fy*OOd
mantis devours her male only f.or want of 0 her food
and for the good of the species: it md-to - ’fmm
species, that all individuals are subordinated,
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the top to the bortom of the scale of animal life.
i e
Moareover, humanity is somethl?g more tl}:t;satseée
istori ment; i
cies: it is a historical deve op tis ;
sdiilcri:d by the manner in which it deals w:lth (;l:s n;;tn
i ici v
ural, fixed characteristics, éts;‘a fa}c;m‘:lgéﬁllnwzsik,‘ eit o
ith bad faith in the '
with the most extreme . o
i the existence of a
i ssible to demonstrate y
i::gt’)een the human male and femal(; ofa truh;)l:ﬁ;
ir hostility may -
ical nature. Further, their ) '
2:125: rather to that intermediate terrain betwe;rel
. n
biology and psychology: psychoanalv.ms. Wom:s . e
are told, envies man his penis and w1sl.1e:°, toc e
him; but,: the childish desire for the penis is m;p(;rti e
in ti:e life of the adult woman only '1f .she eels her
femininity asa mutilation; and ':jhe;lw it 1; as ai:ly;ns ol
f manhood that she w
of all the privileges o . o
appropriate the male organ. We may r[i:,?'lh; iag e
that her dream of castration has this syon 1(;1 ﬂale
cance: she wishes, it is thought, to deprive the
his transcendence. .
c‘fhlli'»ul: her desire, as we have seen, is mucl'} mo:z
biguous: she wishes, in a contradictory fa\sh1cthil ”
m : ontra
;ave this transcendence, which is to suppose
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she at once respects it and denies it, that she
intends at once to throw hemelf into it and keep it
within herself. This is to say that the drama does
not unfold on a sexual level; further, sexuality has
never seemed to us to define a destiny, to furnish in
- itself the key to human behavior, but to express the
totality of a situarion thar it only helps to define.
The battle of the sexes is not immediately implied
in the anatomy of man and woman, The truth is
that when one evokes it, one takes for granted that
in the timeless realm of Ideas a battle is being waged
between those vague essences the Eternal Feminine
and the Eternal Masculine; and one neglects the
fact that this titanic combat assumes on earth two
totally different forms, corresponding with two dif.
ferent moments of history,

The woman who s shut up in immanence
endeavors to hold man in that prison also; thus the
prison wili be confused with the world, and worman
will no longer suffer from being confined there:
mother, wife, sweetheart are the jailers. Society, being
codified by man, decrees that woman is inferior: she
can do away with this inferiority only by destroying
the male’s superiority. She sets ahout mutilating, dom-
inating man, she contradicts him, she denies his truth
and his values. But in doing this she is only defending
herself; it was neither a changeless essence nor a mis.
taken choice that doomed her 10 immanence, to infe-
riority. They were imposed upon her. All oppression
creates a state of war. And this is no exception. The
existent who is regarded as inessential cannot fail to
demand the re-establishment of her sovereignty.

Today the combat takes a different shape; instead
of wishing to put man in a prison, woman endeavors
to escape from one; she no longer seeks to drag him
into the realms of immanence but to emerge, herself,
into the light of wanscendence. Now the attitude of
the males creates 2 new conflict: it is with a bad grace
that the man lets her go. He is very well pleased to
remain the sovereign subject, the absolute superior,
the essential being; he refuses to accept his compan-
ion as an equal in any concrete way. She replies to his
lack .of confidence in her by assuming an aggressive

attitude. It is no longer a Question of a war between
individuals each shut up in his or her sphere: a caste
claiming its rights goes over the top und it is resisted
by the privileged caste, Here two transcendences are

Simone de Beauvoir / The Second Sex » 305

face to face; instead of displaying mutual recoghition,
each free being wishes to dominate the other.

This difference of artitude is manifest on the sex-
ual plane as on the spiritual plane, The “feminine”
woman in making herself piey tries to reduce man,
also, to her carnal passivity; she occupies herself in
catching him in her. tap, in enchaining him by
means of the desire she arouses in him in submissively
making herself a thing. The emancipated woman, on
the contrary, wants to be active, a taker, and refuses
the passivity man means to impose on her. Thus Elise
and her emulators deny the values of the activities of
virile type; they put the flesh above the spirit, contin-
gence above liberty, their routine wisdom above cre-
ative audacity. But the “modern® woman accepts
masculine values: she prides herself on thinking, tak-
ing action, working, creating, on the same terms as
men; instead of seeking to disparage them, she
declares herself their equal.

~ In 5o far as she express herself in definite action,
this claim is legitimare, and male insolence must then
bear the blame. But in men's defense it must be said
that women are wont to confuse the issue. A Mabel
Dodge L.uhan intended to subjugate D. H. Lawrence
by her feminine charms so as to dominate him spirity-
ally thereafter; many women, in order to show by
their successes their equivalence to men, try to secure
male support by sexual means; they play on both
sides, demanding old-fashioned respect and modern
esteem, banking on their old magic and their new
rights. It is understandable that a man becomes irri-
tated and puts himself on the defensive; but he is also
double-dealing when he requires woman to play the
game fairly while he denies them the indispensable
trump cards through distrust and hostility. Indeed,
the struggle cannot be clearly drawn between them,
since woman is opaque in her very being; she stands
before man not as a subject but as an object paradoxi-
cally endued with subjectivity; she takes herself
simultaneously as self and as other, a contradiction
that entails baffling consequences. When she makes
weapons at once of her weakness and of her
strength, it is nor a matter of designing caleulation:
she seeks salvation spontaneously in the way thar
has been imposed on her, that of passivity, at the
same titne when she is actively demanding her sover.
eignty; and no doubt this procedure is wdair tactics,
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but it is dictated to her by the ambiguous situation
assigned her. Man, however, becomes indignant when
he treats her as a free and independent being and
then realizes that she is still a trap for him; if he grati-
fies and satisfies her in her posture as prey, he finds her
claims to autonomy irritating; whatever he does, he
feels tricked and she feels wronged.

The quarrel will go on as long as men and
women fail to recognize each other as peers; that is to
say, as long as femininity is perpetuated as such.
Which sex is the more eager to maintain it? Woman,
who is being emancipated from it, wishes none the
less to retain its privileges; and man, in that case,
wants her to assume its limitations. “It is easier to
accuse one sex than to excuse the other,” says Mon-
taigne. It is vain to apportion ptaise and blame. The
truth is that if the vicious circle is so hard to break, it
is because the two sexes are each the victim at once
of the other and of itself. Between two adversaries
confronting each other in their pure liberty, an
agreement could be easily reached: the more so as

the war profits neither. But the complexity of the
whole affair derives from the fact that each camp is
giving aid and comfort to the enemy; woman is put-
suing a dteam of submission, man a dream of identifi-
cation. Want of authenticity does not pay: each
blames the other for the unhappiness he or she has
incurred in vielding to the temptations of the easy
way; what man and woman loathe in each other is
the shattering frustration of each one’s own bad faith
and baseness. ‘
We have seen why men enslaved women in the
first place; the devaluation of femininity has been a
necessary step in human evolution, but it might
have led to collaboration between the two sexes;
oppression is to be explained by the tendency of the
existent to flee from himself by means of identifica-
tion with the other, whom he oppresses to that end.
In each individual man that tendency exists today;
and the vast majority vield to it. The husband wants
to find himself in his wife, the lover in his mistress,
in the form of a stone image; he is seeking in her the
myth of his virility, of his sovereignty, of his imme-
diate reality. “My husband never goes to the
movies,” says his wife, and the dubious masculine
opinion is graved in the marble of eternity. But he is
himself the slave of his double: what an effort to

build up an image in which he is always in danger!
In spite of everything his success in this depends
upon the capricious freedom of women: he must
constantly try to keep this propitious to him. Man is
concerned with the effort to appear male, impor-
tant, superior; he pretends so as to get pretense in
return; he, too, is aggressive, uneasy; he feels hostil-
ity for women because he is afraid of them, he is
afraid of them because he is afraid of the personage,
the image, with which he identifies himself. What
time and strength he squanders in liquidating, subli-
mating, transferring complexes, in talking about
women, in seducing them, in fearing them! He
would be liberated himself in their liberation. But
this is precisely what he dreads. And so he obsti-
nately persists in the mystifications intended to
keep woman in her chains.

That she is being tricked, many men have real-
ized. “What a misfortune to be a woman! And yet
the misfortune, when one is a woman, is at bottom
not to comprehend that it is one,” says Kirkegaard.
For a long time there have been efforts to disguise
this misfortune. . ..

. To forbid her working, to keep her at home, is to
defend her against herself and to assure her happiness.
We have seen what poetic veils are thrown over her
monotonous burdens of housekeeping and maternity:
in exchange for her liberty she has received the false
treasures of her “femininity.” Balzac illustrates this
maneuver very well in counseling man to treat her as

a slave while persuading her that she is a queen. Less
cynical, many men try to convince themselves that
she is really privileged. . . .

. Free from troublesome burdens and cares, she

obviously has “the better part.” But it is disturbing
that with an obstinate perversity—connected no
doubt with original sin—down through the centuries
and in all countries, the people who have the better
part are always crying to their benefactors: “Tt is too
much! I will be satisfied with yours!” But the munifi-
cent capitalists, the generous colonists, the superb
males, stick to their guns: “Keep the better part, hold
on to it!”
It must be admitted that the males find in
woman more complicity than the oppressor usually
finds in the oppressed. And in bad faith they take
authorization from this to declare that she has

desired the destiny they have imposed on her. W
have seen that all the rhain features of her rrai‘ ing
combine to bar her from the roads of revolt nmg
adventure. Society in general—beginning with ;n
respected parents—lies to her by praising the 1 fﬁf
values C{f love, devotion, the gift of herself and tﬁétr‘:
;:lon];::alfng from her the fact that neither,lover nor
usband nor yet her children will be inclined to
accept the burdensome charge of all that. Sh
::c}:?gi'{slly Eelieves tihese lies because they invi;e hej
W the easy slope: in this i i
worst crime against ﬁf_r; througffnglfzfl Iinflet ;i::
f:hlld‘hood on, they damage and corrupt her by des-
'lgnla:tmg as heF true vocation this submission, which
;isbl; e telrfnptan.on .of every existent in the anxiety of
i dr;y. [ a child is taught idieness by being amused
. ey f:] zzsi air;dwr}leIVEr l:ie;ing led to study, or shown
; Ul hardly be said, when he
up, that he chose to be incapable and j ot
) € « gnorant; yet
it::;::s:::iw vf.'c;lman is brought up, withour ever bezlg
s exme\;vl:te tsh: ?;cesig_lof Itaking charge of her
. ¢ readily lets herself come to
count on the protection, love assistance, and
vision of others, she Jets he , i SUPffr'
glx]e hope of self-realization \;siigo?; Ei;nz;eiﬁ?nh
ma(; :Elot‘es wrong in yielding to the temptation; Er;ft
- '8 I RO position to blame her, since he hag led
il ;::10 hthe tempta-tion. When conflice arises
o= :u :tt'n, e:acﬁ\ WL‘H hold the other responsible
made her what she i: N o s, "h boving
* "No one taught me ¢
E; to earn my own living”; he will l:iproach lc':erreifiilr-ill
v111;1'g accepted the consequences: “You don’t know
:;Ztt hl:lg];s y9tu are an 'Lr;cnmpetent," and so on. Each
ol It can justify itself by taking the offen.
sive; bu ot ke (o
el in; otil:nvzrongs done by one do not make the
womThe Innumerable conflicts that set men and
iy hen against one another come from the fact that
; }f;sts-ilrl is .preparf_-d to assume all the consequences of
ihis 1te ca{atlc')_[r}h which the one has offered and the other
ineqsah 2 ; doubtful concept of “equality in
e ual 2:},::- tf};lt::k (])lne uses to mask his despotism
: .
the test of experience; irr1 Ct(;lweia:d;::ii:gesesmt o
appeals to the theoretical equality she hasg 'ue, =
anteed, and man the concrete inequality thaineir:r:
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The result is that in every (a'ssociation on end]
d;lrbate 8Os on concerning the ambiguous ineanin e(s):
;1 1e 1\llvw:n-ds give and wke: she complains of giving ier
» e protests that she rakes his all, Woman h
lE‘.al"n‘ that exchanges—ir s g fundamental Iaas “1)7
fﬁil[tlldc-al ec;nﬁy}:—are based on the value the :m:
1s€ ofvered has for the buyer, and nor £ .
seller: she has been deceived in bei aded
her worth is priceless. The truth is ;hngtl}il;sga::iﬁh?t
EE Oix‘nﬁse@efnt, a pleasure, company, an inessen:iag
Doan; ¢ is for her the meaning, the justification of
her existence. The exchange, therefore, i not of
items of equal valye. , oo
e fa'l;kzlts h;rliclllual}ty will be especially braught out in
oo hat e tm;e they spend together—which, fal-
cious Ims to be the same time—does not have
e value for both partners, During the even;
the lovgr spends with his mistress he could be gn'mg
som.ethllng of advantage to his career seeing fri Ol:ilg
cultivating business relationships, seel,cing rneg acion
for 2 man normally integrated in society, tj:ﬁ:t;:n::
ilc;s:n;; e\éai:’lg;! ::;Jr;erz,t}rleputation, Pleasure. For the
le, , € contrary, it |

}:‘l-Shel to gzt rid of; when she succz;c;: iltsma;c}?ﬁ;dge?iz;te

It 15 a benefit to her: the man’s pre i ’

In a liaison whar most c]earlypin::;(s::slil?: l;;fr:{)ﬁ't.

rrlnezaer;iy b(;as;s, is the sexual benefir he gets from it,:' lir;'

peet his’ m? ;:;, bﬁ content to spend no more time
e his 0 Stress than is required for the sexyal act;
. exceptmns_—what she, on her part, wants is
° tha the excess time she has no her hands; and—
tL :C (: storekeleper who will not sell potatoes’ unless
h bl::-_l omer will take turnips also—she will not yicld

r body u‘r‘llesls her lover will take hours of conver-
::;512 zr:? oioltr}xlg ou}tl” 1inl:ohthe bargain. A balance is

. A e who €, the cost does not seem too

?;geh t;l th%e man, z.md this depends, of course, on the
ngth o his desire and the importance he gj

what is to be sacrificed, . .. s

becaﬁ;i iaml’;:le he consents to assume the burden

e ows very well that he is on the ptivi-

g bIsn e, he has_ a bad conscience; and if he is of rea-
isrc::a T‘ good v?ull he tries to compensate for the
N r:[u:s:y by}?emg generous. He prides himself on his
. £0 m:;l, owever, and at rhe first clash he treats
== as ungrateful and thinks, with some irrita-

1M 100 good to her.” She feels she is behaving
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like a beggar when she is convinced of the high vatue
i iliates her. . . .
of her gifts, and that humiliates .

Ofxce again it is useless to apportion blatt'le ar;cllc
excuses: justice can never be done in the mlfl;-tl-
injustice. A colonial administrator has no possibi m{
of acting rightly toward the natives, nor a geljxeilra
toward his soldiers; the only solution js to be nzlt er
colonist nor military chief; but a man c}c:ul. :Luci'f
prevent himself from being a man. So 'Ehere Ti is, o
pable in spite of himself and labormg. uny ;th
effects of a fault he did not himselff }cl:omtlrfut; and here

is, victi in spite of herself. .. .
she is, victim and shrew in spi :

In daily life we meet with an abundance lof
these cases which are incapable of sansfactc.)ry solu-
tion because they are determined by unsatﬁsfactory
conditions. A man who is compelled to go on if:nateo
rially and morally supporting a wec:lmzn tw-}f}(i: a{: ar::1

is victimized; but I -
longer loves feels he is victim
dons without resources the woman wh_o has plgdgeld
her whole life to him, she will be quite as unjustly
victimized The evil originates not in the perver;tty
of individuals—and bad faith first appears when
each blames the other—it originates ratherl in a sit-
uation against which all individual acné)n ;s po.w}elrt-
“clinging,” they are a dead weight,
less. Women are “clinging, they : welght,
and they suffer for it; the point is that their 1s'u'.tlm
tion is like that of a parasite sucking out the nf(;ng
strength of another organism. Let the:tr?1 be ﬁmw t;.:e
ivi i let them have
with living strength of their own, ave the
1d and wrest from it thei
means to attack the wor i
i ir dependence will be
wn subsistence, qnd their .
:bolished—that of man also. There is no doubt th}?t
both men and women will profit greatly from the
situation. : _
- A world where men and women would be equall is
easy to visualize, for that precisely 1s what the Sqwe;
Revolution promised: women 1'5;115.3(11 and tram;
i k under the same condi-
actly like men were to wor er t ;
:ixons :nd for the same wages. Erotic lllbertv was t(:: be
i but the sexual act was not to
recognized by custon, bu ual act was 1ot 19
nsidered a “service” to be paid for;
?: ;2 obliged to provide herself w1thboth;r way:r :ef
iving; i to be based on a
earning a living; marriage was e
reement that the spouses could
:Satemitv was to be voluntary, whlcl'l; mea:;lt :;]::ct]
- i e autho
ception and abortion were to I :
Siﬂntia? on the other hand, all mothers and their

Qi RS o==s

children were to have exactly the same rights, -lélfor
out of marriage; pregnancy leaves were 1o be Ealch'-:;r
by the State, which would assume charge n;:;m e chil-
dren, signifying not that they would be y awgy
from their parents, but that they would not be
them. .
W&tl enough to change laws, insti_tutlons,
customs, public opinion, and the whole social coni-?
text, for men and women to be’come trulvkequ.a.
“Women will always be women.’_ say the s' e[f)tlc§.
Other seers prophesy that in casting ‘off t:eu' elml—
ninity they will not succeed in changing ;;mse VT(S]
into men and they will become monsters. This \.wouof
be to admit that the women of today is a cx:ealtllon
nature; it must be repeated once more that in ul‘ilin
society nothing is natural and that wo'm.alex, like
much else, is a product elaborated by. civi szzttgn.
The intervention of others in her destm\lj is fun a;
mental: if this action took a different dt\r;cnon, ;5
would produce a quite different resulr. oman i
determined not by her hormones ot by mbv:‘tierm :
instincts, but by the manner in wh}ch het ﬂ g:r;
her relation to the world are modified thr}czug ?
action of others than herself. The abyss t zt fi;pa_
rates the adolescent boy and girl has i?een e lizt
ately opened out between them since hearhan
childhood; later on, woman could not be 0]:, ern:i to
what she was made, and that'past. was ol °
shadow her for life. If we appreciate its mflue.m::i ;:) '
see clearly that her destiny is not predetermin
o ef;}':gl-lst not believe, certainly, the?t a chanie 111
woman’s economic condition alone is elr:oug . ng
transform her, though this facror .has cen e_ll "
remains the basic factor in her evolfmon; but ulnt; &
has brought about the moral, social, cug:ura, an
other consequences that it promises alr:l requi ; ;
the new woman cannot appear. .At this momzre
they have been Iealizei ncylv;h.etl:.(i “é tl:;s:}a ;& mt ore
in France or the Uni . ]
Zl;c:rllairl:s why the woman of today is torn fb;et:lw::r;
the past and the futurz. She appea;; :lngﬁz ({)’eeis 2
“true woman” disguised as a man, ! :
ill at ease in her flesh "as in her masculine
sgealfb.assgl must shed her old skin and cuthher ov.v;
new clothes. This she could do only through a social

evolution.

If the little girl were brought up from the first
with the same demands and rewards, the same sever-
ity and the same freedom, as her brothers, taking part
in the same studies, the same games, promised the
same future, surrounded with women and men who
scemed to her undoubted equals, the meanings of the
castration complex and of the (Edipus complex would
be profoundly modified. Assuming on the same basis
as the father the material and moral responsibility of
the couple, the mother would enjoy the same lasting
prestige; the child would perceive around her an
androgynous world and not a masculine world. Were
the emotiorally more attracred to her father—which
is not even sure—her love for him would be tinged
with a will to emulation and not a feeling of power-
lessness; she would not be oriented toward passivity.

Authorized to test her powers in work and sports,
competing actively with the boys, she would not find
the absence of the penis—compensated by the prom-
ise of a child—enough to give rise to an inferiority
complex; correlatively, the boy would not have a
superiority complex if it were not insrilled into him
and if he looked up to wormen with s much respect ag
to men. The little girl would not seek sterile compen-
sation in narcissism and dreaming, she would nor take
her fate for granted; she would be interested in what
she was doing, she would throw herself without
teserve into undertakings.
Woman is the victim of no mysterious farality;
the peculiarities that identify her as specifically a
woman get their importance from the significance
placed upon them. They can be surmounted, in the
future, when they are regarded in new perspectives.
Thus, as we have seen, through her erotic expetience
woman feels—and often derests—the domination of
the male; but this is no reason to conclude that her
ovaries condemn her to live forever on her knees.
Virile aggressiveness seems like a lordly privilege only
within a system thar in its entirety conspires ro affirm
masculine sovereignty; and woman feels herself pro-
foundly passive in the sexual act only because she
already thinks of herself as such.

As a matter of fact, man, like woman, is flesh,
therefore passive, the plaything of his hormones and
of the species, the restless prey of his desires. And she,
like him, in the midsr of the carnal fever, is a consent-
ing, a voluntary gift, an activity; they live out in their
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several fashions that strange ambiguity of existence
made body. In those combats where they think they
confront one another, it is really against the scif thag
each one struggles, Projecting into the partner that
part of the self which is repudiated; instead of living
out the ambiguities of their situation, each tries to
make the other bear the abjection and tries to reserve
the honor for the self, If, however, both should
assume the ambiguity with a clear-sighted modesty,
correlative of an authentic pride, they would see each
other as equals and would Tive out their erotic drama
in amity. The fact that we are human beings is infi-
nitely more important than all the peculiarities that
distinguish human beings from one another; it is
never the given that confers superiorities: “virtue,” as
the ancients called it, is defined at the level of “that
which depends on us.” In both sexes is played out the
same drama of the flesh and the spirit, of finitude and
transcendence; hoth are gnawed away by time and
laid in wait for by death, they have the same essential
need for one another; and they can gain from their
liberty the same glory. If they were to raste it, they
would no longer be tempted to dispure fallacious priy-
ileges, and fratemnity between them could then come
into existence,

[ shall be told that all this is utopian fancy,
because woman cannot be “made over” unless soci-
ety has first made her really the equal of man. Con-
servatives have never failed in such circumstances to
refer to that vicious circle; history, however, does
not revolve. If a caste is kept in a state of infetiority,
no doubt it remains inferior; but liberty can break
the circle. Let the Negroes vote and they become
worthy of having the vote: let woman be given
zesponsibilities and she is able to assume them, The
fact is that oppressors cannot be expected to make a
move of gratuitous generosity; but at one time the
revolt of the oppressed, at another time even the
very evolution of the privileged caste itself, creates
new situations; thus men have been led, in their own
interest, to give partial emancipation to women; it

remains only for women to continue their ascent,
and the successes they are obtaining are an encour-
agement for them to do so. It seems almost certain
that sooner or later they will arrive at complete

economic and social equality, which will bring about
an inner metamorphosis.
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However this may be, there will be some 1o
object that if such a world is possible it is not desir-
able. When woman is “the same” as her male, life will
Jose its salt and spice. This argument, also, has lost its
novelty: those interested in perpetuating present con-
ditions are always in tears about the marvelous past
that is about to disappear, without having so much as
a stnile for the young future. . . .

There is no denying that feminine dependence,
inferiority, woe, give women their special character;
assuredly woman’s autonomy, if it spares men many
troubles, will also deny them many conveniences;
assuredly there are certain forms of the sexual adven-
ture which will be lost in the world of tomorrow. But
this does not mean that love, happiness, poetry,
dream, will be banished from it.

Let us not forget that our lack of imagination
always depopulates the future; for us it is only an
abstraction; each one of us secretly deplores the
absence there of the one who was himself. But the
humanity of tomorrow will be living in its fiesh and in
its conscious liberty; that time will be its present and
it will in turn prefer it. New relations of flesh and sen-
timent of which we have no conception will arise
between the sexes; already, indeed, there have
appeared between men and women friendships, rival-
ries, complicities, comradeships—chaste or sensual—
which past centuries could not have conceived. To

mention one point, nothing could seem to me more
debatable than the opinion that dooms the new
world to uniformity and hence to boredom. ] fail to
see that this present world is free from boredom or
that liberty ever creates uniformity.

. To begin with, there will always be certain differ-
ences between man and woman; her eroticism, and
therefore her sexual world, have a special form of
their own and therefore cannot fail to engender a
sensuality, a sensitivity, of a special nature. This
means that her relations to her own body, to that of
the male, to the child, will never be identical with
those the male bears to his own body, to that of the
female, and to the child; those who make much of
“equality in difference” could not with good grace
refuse to grant me the possible existence of differ-
ences in equality. Then again, it is institutions that
create uniformity. Young and pretty, the slaves of the
harer aie always the same in the sultan’s embrace:

Christianity gave eroticism its savor of sin and legend
when it endowed the human female with a soul; if
society restores her sovereign individuality to woman,
it will not thereby destroy the power of love’s embrace
to move the heart. ' )

It is nonsense to assert that revelry, vice, ecstasy,
passion, would become impossible if man and
woman were equal in concrete matters; the contra-

dictions that put the flesh in opposition to the spirit,

the instant 1o time, the swoon of immanence to the
challenge of transcendence, the absolute of pleasure
to the nothingness of forgetting, will never be
resolved; in sexuality will always be materialized the
tension, the anguish, the joy, the frustration, and the.
triumph of existence. To emancipate woman is to
refuse to confine her to the relations she bears to
man, not to deny them to her; let her have her inde-
pendent existence and she will continue none the
less to exist for him also: mutually recognizing each
other as subject, each will yet remain for the other
an other. The reciprocity of their relations will not
do away with the miracles—desire, possession, love,
dream, adventure—worked by the division of human
beings into two separate categories; and the words
that move us—giving, conquering, uniting—will not
lose their meaning. On the contrary, when we abol-
ish the slavery of half of humanity, together with the
whole system of hypocrisy that it implies, then the
“division” of humanirty will reveal its genuine signifi-
cance and the human couple will find its true form.
“The direct, natural, necessary relation of human
creatures is the relation of man to woman,” Marx has
said. “The nature of this relation determines to what
point man himself is to be considered as a generic
being, as mankind; the relation of man to woman is
the most natural relation of human being to human
being. By it is shown, therefore, to what point the
natural behavior of man has become human or to
what point the human being has become his natwral
being, to what point his human nature has become
his natwre.”
The case could not be better stated. 1t is for man
16 establish the reign of liberty in the midst of the
world of the given. To gain the supreme victory, it is
necessary, for one thing, that by and through their
natural differentiation men and women unequivo-
cally affirm their brotherhood.
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STUDY QUESTIONS: DE BEAUVOIR, THE SECOND SEX

1. What is de Beauvoir’s view of the Laforgue quote?
2. Does she believe in physiological destiny? )
:. ‘\\)vafhhat is hel: view of psychoanalysis? ;
g at are the ‘Fremal inine’ g i
5. What does all oppressil:c“:[::ur:;‘::?ar'%d e
6. What does she mean
7. By what action,
wronged!?
g. &V/hhy did men enslave women?
. y are men afrai i
10, What is her view 0(1:"[ ‘?;:;?rzg’?mrdmg o=
11. How does she view blame and excuses?
12. What use does she make of the Oedipus complex?
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14. What is her view of Mamx?

*and what role do these play?

4
bz' transcendence’? How is it connected to sexuality?
according to de Beauvoir, does the male feel tricked and the woman

Philosophical Bridges: de Beauvoir’s Influence
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