- IRSYSHOCHE SEX, Ly Simone de Beauvoir, originally publisned -in Francs b
'.'_“G:Tlifzxd in 1@49{ published by Knof:f MWI%B. ‘ e
- "Heading this hook now mads me 2ppreciate greatly Betty Friedan's cbsarvationd
about de Bemwvols in the Satutday Reviey (June 1%, 1975) AREEEE Tollowing
. BM's dialgous wi Friedan's phraso that de Peauvolr's viaws
- ahout wonen' waralstorile;-(tol E;‘aﬁtravtion" s that she did not"isentify
. * "with ordinary womsn™ were v.iy much what I felt about SECOND SHX.

Indeed, I would say that what camg through for me was that deHeayvois dogs not. ... . .-
like women at all, and very much wished that she had begn aﬁﬁﬁﬂ.g,vgzgtﬂn@%&ggnggum’ :
on Sartre’s existentialien is abndantly clear. Likewise her mechenical vice—o7

VAT “socizlism® wSULT Ba. _ .
In Beck I, Paft I ("Destiny"), 1 would have thought that B8 T would have held

.. .soma interest for me (The Data of Blology), Jusi becanse T hive genarally liked .

" 'layman’s "seience” - btut she somshow manaped ‘to deal even with these "sciaamntific: -
: ‘-ifn_vc.t.g"’:ﬂff‘.’t.th anti~female prejudice. And her descriptions of manstruation and e
nnopauge- convinced me that she was really sorry she wAsse-weman.: The view on
p.28. that’ after mencpause women are some sort of(@ihd-'sex'“‘_ - "while they arg'r

1.mles, they. ere no longer females” is patifudy . ™ #obls point to her having
{ gone -into these datails of bioloii,_ca.]_. data 4% apparently (p.33) . just to. show' Us.

that. "biclogy is not enough sshswers by 1s woman the Other?”: ‘'Which 'l

vonder against whom'she.#as arguing? oo 2R
2pibi IT demen(the Fuchoanalybic Point of Wiew F- sekboils doin to declining:

_Accapt Freud's "methed” of piychoanalysistwithout’rejecting Frewd's contiribu~

¥, ; :
v tiongW(p.bh) ~- and finally she getc around to talk about "liberty” =~ i.d.y that:
;- --ghgwill place woman in a world of yalues ivpsie her beinvior a dimension &F ™ " 1
o liberty"  -- but from' this page to the e %{5;, Irension of liberty’ is never 'seen.:.
oo a8 8 dimension of the ‘subject, woman: Woman s always the object #het terrible .
' . things are done to (primerily because she suppouedly allows it to be that way.) .
/{Pt. of View of Historical iaterialism) svruosedly takes up Kvigels v
But wiTH dppr ¢clation that Ingels certainly isn't Marx, I don't feel that SdB
- .- vnderstands Engols whatsoever, e.g. (p.49} "The problem of women ig reduced to
- tho preblem of har capecity for laber.” She says that Homo economicus is.an
' abstraction, which makes Engels' ‘account ‘superficial, S e
: B . . Now we ccme to what:ﬁgr ex-
wPlamation for the "phenomenon” of oppressicn: (p.52): iw s a "result of the -. 0
im :_@jéfg_o_f the human consclousfess/ seeking always fo exgercise its soverelpnty;
in objective faghion " There 15 sdhie~sort of "original aspristion to dominate ths
o Other.” And then we come to her real opinion of women: the slaves wers always .
¢onsicous of ,mnwmmmmmmﬁwm\;mm in revolt, tut . . -

E’?j m for women? ‘M@Wﬂﬂ@?hw (p. 52) . '
A L Ly Huving rejkected

the "sexual {hisprof Fratﬂ" and th¥economic 6‘:?{’59 of ingels" S4B will show us.that -
the "existentirlist Coundation,..alone enable Us understand.,, human 1ife.” ‘

In “History "} wa get over and over and over the stress about how wox;‘.ap
ave alweys been "handicapped". She FORENIAEIE refors & 5%) to Hegel and ~
.says his definition of tha relation of master to slave appliigs better to the
relation of man to woman. But there is not a whiff of the dialect®ecf strugele
to ovarcome contradiection (ard oppression) on a single Fage of this entire book .
. om_ .
that 1 coufd See. -’h‘l,g. £hishe rofors to Bachofen ighgels again, and to “"the
" great histordcal defea®t ™ Bf the feminine sex", Onsb, we-are told that "woman was
dethroned by the advent of private proparty and har—1ot through the centuries has
. (“}(ﬂf;/ en bourd up with private property,"
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- She wil) stick to Freuch history as "typiecal” and we do have considcrable
_ - "hiatory” given, especially abeut "women of vark and wit" bot mors about -
S ©7 men as “leading feminists”, (p.§9), Epk on the French Revolutien) .
e E 'd6 we got any uention of womon An- revolt...(sidde ¢, Eucile Desmoulin, Charlotte .

¥ o k j Corday /-~ and {thope wes gome feminiat agltaticn® Olympe de ficurges, who proposéd
. N \:,‘ Q}\‘-’.Lin 1785 a "Denlaration of tha ghts of Women", ' .

- a, f O Fa 1C3 15 the reference to Fourler:"dith the utopian socialisws of Saint-Simen,
,.‘&‘* Fourler, ard Cabet was born the utopia of the 'free woman** ., ,.Fourier, for axampls,
,‘corfased the emancipation of woman with the rebabilitation of the flesh, demanding .
Tor every individusl tho right to yeild to the call of ‘passlon and- wishing to—._
~replace maprriage with 10\59’ he considered woman not as a person but @__jp,h? .
(’ amorous funetion, -~~~ e ) L

e o i

PRSP N

Lo, U s0ncpe 104 ths refevence.t "Prouihon_::")}{s broke the.alliance betneen feministm and:.
| - ’socialisi, relagatingthe howcatWoman o the home and to dependence en the.mile and’
-4 attempting to damonsirate her inferiority, 'Hougsewifo or harlot' was. the rholas ho -
-t oflered™ {liere is & pt. that the letters of his own wife®wore -cna"long lament.): "

"1 Ps105 has. goubaes on conditiens in the mills for women in ‘early 19th ¢, and 7 .

i~ quotes Marx from Capitel, = - R e

. Pe106 == Wy hear again about unionization begiming in 1848 tat advancing so . -

=" glowly because of the "tradition of submission”,"lack of solidarity sné collective

i 7. consclousnéss”of woman, And on-amd on about the "rasi%ed ingriis of female workers"
e, And onop. 102-4on women getting lower pay and mele workers Uglng opposed tc. the ~ . . %

t LpdY/ women) Rit is understendable {dand "only when woman have been intagrated into ths'

~../° 13fe of trade-unionism have they besn able to defand their own interests and coage

A
Pt

endangering those of the workinpg clugs as a whole." |

(I d3d fing intergsting some of the hi;tory on birth centrol and abpetdon,pli0 ff) .

P.113 I%on Richier is presented as the true fowder of feninisY, in 184%organizing
-~ an International congress on "The Rights of Yoman" of 1869, In 1 came the . =
., -Socialist Congrecs proclaiming the equality of the sexes. (Women's amancipation
” --seen as dependent on liberation of workers in general, in conirazt to bourgeois -
-women seeking rights within the system sx3sting.) L :

] p. 115 5dB takes up American movement -- with the”\rery mildest reference to the
Fact fht womem“‘in laying claim to political rights’in 1830 JEENNeW! "undertesk a i
campa in favor of tha Negrows", Jucrstia Mott, Harriet Bascher Stows, Susan- R
anthen§ (alse imerson and Lincoln) are mentioned -- but only the activity arowid _
the vote is discussed, not the dnti-slavery roots %ﬁeﬁf Negro woman,
on p:_u{;_comes the snide reforence to Rosa L as heing "beside Llebim ", In this
whale section there is no depth, no scope, it is disgustingly superficial and with
no fesling of any mass movement, or even for thc "leaders"... anywhere, whether.
France, Amerieca or in Russia, Russia supposedly has mada the "most sweeping ad- K
vances"” for the feminist movement (t) p, 117 -~ even to "many woman workers becqmﬂng s

o Stakhonivite??7?1 - - dis- - in .j_;-.:};,.w - e ‘ . ; ;

¢These_pages are the most & gusting in the whole boo Y ¢ L ¢
"p. 118 "The whole of faminine history has been man-made,” -I-'%Wmﬁuddm(r: QTGS
" p.119. "Some isolated individuals -- Sappho, Christine ¢ePisan, Mary Wollstonecraft,
#WOlympe de Gourge -- have protestod... &nd occaslomEIly 1ESs Hemonstrations have
been made; but neither the Roman matrons uniting against the Cppian law pgr
the Anglo-Saxon Suffragettes could have succeeded... unless the men had been

disposed toward it."
' 14408
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P ldl"lf wo compare Joan of Are, Mme Rolard, Flora :T.‘ristan, with Riohelieu. Danf.on.
Yanin; we ces that their graa r:!.m..rily subjscfive, they are exemplary - 2
firures rat ﬂxm*hist:srﬁa _Bp¢ {vhat non-sequitgm-choleas of figires
she uses?):%.."The greé'{i wan springs rrom the massas and ls propelled orward by
circumstunces; the masses of woman are un the margin of Ristory and circmnstmcos
-are’ an obstacle for each individusl, not & springboard."

'Ie chi

[P _Gm__gg_‘t,hs-) (The taboos about monstration made me think 6 Barbara Purke,
SETS& to have an obsemsion about this bcx:\ily function. I began to pity her.)

I could not ses where the 7 authors she took up were "typicel", but that ray ba
my ignorance of literaturs (Mentherlant; DH T.awrama: Clawlel; Bretonl Stenr!hsl) r???’
Sl Boo.c -bored na tv teahs_L This may have baen shcck.‘mv ard epochﬂmgking i
it i‘E scums like pala stuff todsy. And takas up interminsiile pages with,
case histories. By now it is #o0 out of date, who would tot an oye? It may have
" $ben inkended to show her “erviftion™ or tha% she di§ rascarch or that tha beok
. had "scope” 4= but even in\ll-Q i 1t really reed all thist? .
P 542 again, hayr viaw of "mtu*i'ry" and "menopause" is horriblas She c.alls i
N x'EE.i_.'!E *mutdlation” and . T waii reminded of the stringe remirk ‘she was quoted
.:,:'- # ade (Weakgedd Magaxine of Sept. 30, 1978) “There.is something in my -
bcdy that is deed. That's good, I think, because when I contenplate these old
B - woinen who_ere 8till twitchy ~-- I don't blama them but they must suffer-a 1ot ..
B em‘barrassmmt."‘_' Rut she 1g 70 when sha is sayinp lh.his. She was only hi whan'
she wrote Sscond Sex, .
- T v This terrible foar of aging is no‘L what. scems ‘to me to 'bo
a nomal ruaotion to he.v:lng passed,. say; the 50th birthday,(vwhen the idea that
& "edmg T 45 rot forcv'er“ and thers 4s 'still so much 4o decomplish has'sn upgency
1t didn't have befora 50,) This is really morbid{ #She ‘fesls tho fatal touch of"
" deatl itrelf.” Hoorsy for the Princess @l Metternich who said (when asked "at: .
w-hi; gge & woman ceases to feel the torments of the flesh") "I do not know, I.am
' Somehow nowhere in the pages do you sea the presence either of workmg wonign
‘op. of genuine thinkers. All you see are middledclass women (gome) and the
"¢xeoptional"” woman.
: . " And most of all you nover see the veal revolt, the true -
history of women, : : S

Ch., XXT (Woman's Sifgition and Character) again Thibits her terrible attituie

to women, especially on p, 566: "Their ideas are mere attitudes". "Her faith is
blind? "They accept what 3™ TREPOUE Their "distressing trait 1is regignation®.

The hest she can scy about women is thet they have “stolcal courage” and "patience”
which are enly other forms of "resignation". _p.56Z."They prefer compromise

fland ad justment to revolution."” "For ¢ne Flora Trista or Loulse Michel, how many . .-
timid housewives begged their husfiands not to take chances." And others ad nauseum. -

Her conclusicn on p. 591 that woman must"re;jec.t tha lmit.ation of her situation

and work for her liberation" comes as a preachy sermon from on high.

Ch, XXV (Independent Woman ) ravesls her vulgsr interprefation of sccislism, And
gen she o2ys (p. 672) "as long as woman has to struggle to bscome a human being, -
5 bocoms a creator", it is the exact opposite, : Jreating to her must mean .
only works of literature or art? Thare is no recognition that a new world mesns %
& different kind of man as well as a diffarent kind of woman, And vhen she says it
is only possible through social gvolution instead of rsvolutiond (p.683) that tells :

a rot. She ends with Marx's pt. on Manh#oman. tut totally twists its mean Oaﬂli

IN SHORT,YOU NEVER Sn.E WOMAN AS RuASTN OR FCROE OF RJ:.VOIETION, QLY AS ™ ke,




o OneAqﬁ fﬁ? fundemzntul reasong SEA§Ing w0 2hpoged to
Teminigts fsnxﬂgt rnot only do they Andw hathine of Dhilo~- S
sophy, at Jeadt do not beljevs that. that had a direct. = . .7
. relationschip, ‘ when - they do bring it in, it 18 always ag o,
‘w:.Zhejproduct o :n‘&ndividual"l ereal individial, Sn af
S¥ou do net find the EgUIvEIen ai?aDeacé?t&s,or‘a‘Marx or
‘a Hegel--or Sartre?--then the treativity in philoscphy of .
nlibefation;gets last,  on tha.other,h&nd. when thers Finally "
iz an original theoretician ag, ©ayy Rl »che gots denezned.
not bezeause of philosophy may be wrdﬁgff%nd I certairly thiny
- ker economice ig but because of her assteiation with men .
persoal or yelitical, phe ceriainy rets put into 2rd pPlace
Lo . : &r S 17/ VS PAN SRR
- . Sp.that Himone deBeauvoir places hep S anile Leibnecht . (116
\§& sne is Judged "ugiy~ (671)as i+ thé%,-rather‘thanjher

ind, is what has created and rightly such san important
ace: in history for hep. And Shelia Rowbotham doesn*t
‘€ven hother to menmtion her at all, as ir unless you. wetre:
direetly involved in women's worlk, ‘though you may have
bEGnvﬁhg one. -ty have inspiread the. whole wpmen!sﬂsbcialiSt
‘movement “that Clapa Zetkin headed, you don'+ count, .F

v
.

_ ;The‘qnly thireworthwhile is the historic reriods she _
mentions in the \"Sigee ch Revolution: tha Job
Andthe Vote, . ' ; D "Declardtion

/"of. the Rights of Homen'# a2 ;MarywailsténEcraft's'deﬁéfﬁ-
.fition)it ig },oantapian'soniélisgs. hven though”hé
" was for "equality", it was;acfually on fres love “he co s i

am ?Fﬁ.as‘a Perzon bhut 5"51;éf_h95 MOrous functiont
the other hamd;—inas Qual women 1i¥c Mme de Stael. and
Sands who made it in the ma
apart from the women's mavement,/”
' evolutions, theufh it 1o From FREATE TThat the women rlayed
lJ e greatect part;.including the publication of o dailyEpapef:.
Lts Voix de Femmes, 106) szhe mentions the umber of women

workers un%gﬁﬂéed and otherwise. She doe mention them

as revolutians, 905, 1917) but az +q humber of workerwg
she mention the feminist songreds held in

3 XV inQ 31:8) PronpuiEed " in favor

1ch ¢11 goes to Snew what RAppers
revolution ang counter-revelution hag logi~
gave women full rights ip 1893.(2?}1}9
Otto- as the 1gt Goim feminicot X101 m e
@ party leader €nd ’ﬁgﬁ\bega sﬁaclalizing in women Warier
organizing, gi;;ﬁjﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁérror of ‘that S&B is that che shows
her fellow-t dveling wish Comm, so.that "the Russian woman
is in = singular conditjor which would repay the close sty A
that circumstances u u T srevert me from taking,"

and she plays up Siakhorov: 2 2 victory, . .J
I Y Erdn ]/ PP 14410
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. %3g) The most undialectical statement of all

.ame it on Hegel at that, ske writes about ™ ; p
dialectic:of master and slave”as if that didn't involve'.
c¢reativily as well'as.oppoaition, S o




