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Simone de Beauvoir

The Second Sex and The Mandarins.
Sartre’s muse, partner in life and soul mate.
She is considered the banner name for the second wave of feminism. (After the WW II)
Sartre called her ‘Le Castor’ (Beaver)
A newspaper headline on the day after her death proclaimed, ‘Woman, you owe her everything!’
De Beauvoir’s view on existence.
For her the human condition is ambiguity. What does that mean?
We are bodies entrenched in a world of objects but yet, we always try to transcend our ‘object-ness’ to an open future;
We are firmly embedded in time and destined to die, and yet, we are well aware of the situation.
(We want to leave some sort of legacy and want to strive for a timeless future.)
We are a unique subjectivity and yet, among other unique subjectivities who experience themselves the same way;
We act responsibly toward ourselves and others and yet, our acts interpreted arbitrary by others;
I am an object for others as they are for me.
Human are unstable, torn between two poles, always projects; we are lack (of certainty and completeness)
Human existence is dynamic, active, always engage in projects.
The aim of these projects is to fill in the lack, to somehow justify this existence (one ‘futile’ way of doing is by appealing to God’s existence or by trying to be God.)
“Man’s being is lack of being, but this lack has a way of being is precisely existence… To attain his truth man must not attempt to dispel the ambiguity of his being but, on the contrary, accept the task of realizing it.” (Ethics of ambiguity)
(If you want to know the truth about the meaning of life is about the ambiguity. Do not go to ethics, reasons, or religion. It is about accepting ambiguity.)
Our lives are a string of projects and it is by way of these projects that value appears in the world.
The question about whether or how human existence is valuable, are meaningless because human exists and it is in virtue of this existence that humans define the value of their existence.
People have chosen religion has chosen the easy way. They just go for the divine knowledge of their beliefs.
“The paradox of the human condition is that every end can be surpassed, and yet, the project defines the end as an end. In order to surpass an end, it must first have been projected as some thing that is not to be surpassed. Man has no other way of existing.”
So, human existence is just that: setting the goals and strife to achieve them.
Human is free but she also must make herself continually free. (You must continually define your freedom and what is freedom.)
Freedom is the only realist that I cannot transcend.
Although it is not possible to will ourselves not free, it is possible to fail to will ourselves free, by being lazy, capricious, impatient, etc.
De Beauvoir’s view on ethics.
The human condition is that human life is life with others, so ethics is grounded in the nature of human existence.
(Kant never describe the other.)
Thus, others ‘project me toward a future that I recognize as mine.’
But I also need to respect the other’s freedom (this is the first condition of my successful effort to project myself into the world.)
What we need that our project are not universally ignored.
To will myself free is to will others free.
This is the only way in which I can justify my own existence, through freedom (which is also freedom for others).

But what if someone uses their freedom to deny freedom of others, (Nazi regime)?
Oppression denies a person the most central to human existence the chance to justify one’s existence.
Oppression comes in many forms: foreign occupation slavery, and gender oppression.
The only answer to oppression is rebellion.
But rebellion may require violence: if you want to fist oppression, you have to sometimes resort to ’dirty hands’.
What justifies the use of violence as the ultimate punishment is the existence of absolute evil.
(Oppression is absolute evil because you are denying someone’s existence)
Here is what she writes in an essay called ‘Eye for an eye’:
“For to punish is to recognize man as free in evil as well as in good. It is to anguish evil from good in the use that man makes of his freedom. It is to will the good.”
De Beauvoir thought that the ultimate goal/end of human existence is the freedom and transcendence of each individual.
BUT there are no recipes for attaining the end.
What is more, de Beauvoir thought that is it not possible to act in the name of man, humanity without treating certain people as means to an end.
The end is inseparable from the means of achieving it and it is a mistake to think that the end can be achieved only by just means. 
The joy of existence.
“If we don’t love life on our won account and through others, it is futile to seek to justify it in any way.”
De Beauvoir’s view on woman and woman’s situation.
“The Second Sex” (1949), the introduction. Read it
What is a woman?
The question implies that there is such a thing as the ‘essence of woman’, ‘womanhood’, and ideal of femininity.
But there is so such essence or ideal.
“One is not born a woman, one becomes a woman.”
But that’s not how woman is perceived and defined. What is the problem?
Woman, like man, is defined through her body and through her experience in the world.
However, woman’s body is and bodily experiences are different than the man’s in an important way. (Woman gets more stuck to her body than men does.)
Woman feels alienated from her body. (They are perceived more for her body)
“From puberty to menopause woman is the theatre of a play that unfolds within her and in which is not personally concerned… It is during her periods that she feels her body most painfully as an obscure, alien thing; each month things are made ready for a child and then aborted the crimson flow.”
Because of her child-bearing ability, woman is exposed to content pressure, pain, health risks.
She us constantly at the crossroad of a conflict between the needs of the species and the needs of the individual.
Thus, de Beauvoir, states that for women, ‘anatomy is destiny.’
Thus, for woman the individual freedom is more difficult to achieve and she needs to make an extra effort to be free.
Male, thus takes the central place in the universe.
He is considered as the positive and the negative.
He is what he makes himself to be.
Man has turned into a historical idea, a paradigm, a measure for humanity.
Woman, in contrast, is always a becoming, while man is more defined.
Thus, man has taken the place of subject/self while woman has become the Other.
The position of the self is a privileged position; a position of the One.
There’s nothing inherently wrong with the duality Self-Other.
We think in dualities: Day-Night, Light-Dark, Good-Evil, etc
Normally, the Self/One-Other relationship, just like the relationship of any other dual pair, would be reciprocal (even through there is conflict involved.)
But the male-tamale duality is different.
There is conflict between the male-female, but there’s no reciprocity. Why?

· Woman has always been dependent upon the man.
· She has become the relative Other, the second sex.
· How come that this dependence has persisted for so long?
· It is true that woman lacks the physical robustness that man had, and that she has been missing educational and financial resources.
But most importantly, woman has stayed in this situation of dependence out of her own volition. Why?
· To decline to be the other would mean that she would her status and identity.
She gets protection from the One (man) in exchange of her alliance with the superior caste.
· Also, being the relative other, woman doesn’t have to justify her own existence, man can do it for her. (Justifying existence is everything life is).
· So, it is convenient for her to stay where she is. (This is why it has lasted so long.)
The status of woman as the other has lasted so long because it has brought a number of advantages to both parties.
· But this makes both parties (man and woman) live an inauthentic existence. (Man has become an abstract term, a paradigm which is far from what man is all about and woman has become the second-rate human).
· Until woman brings about the change of her inauthenticity, she will remain inessential and will never assume a “subjective attitude” (Unique, authentic, and the driver of her own life)
· ‘Male and female stand opposed within a primordial togetherness and woman has not broken it.’
· What de Beauvoir means but this “primordial togetherness” is a biology necessity.
· Man needs woman for sexual pleasure and continuation of the species.
· The division of the sexes, then, is a biological fact, not an event in human history.
· Woman needs to be emancipated.
· This emancipation hasn’t happened, de Beauvoir argues, but it doesn’t mean that it can’t happen.
· Even the most ‘feminist’ of philosophers, such as John Stuart Mill, granted ‘equality in difference’ to women.
· This, for de Beauvoir, is like the ‘equal but separate’ formula of this Jim Crows laws aimed at the African Americans.
· This ‘eternal feminine’ then correspond to the ‘black soul’ and the ‘Jewish character’, that is, to the outcast/underdog.
· A way of ‘fooling’ women, them, is to grant them ‘abstract equality’.
· When man is in a co-operative mood, he grants her equality, but when there Is a conflict or disagreement, the attitude changes and inequality emergyes.
· To refuse to pose oneself as the Suject/One requires great sacrifice and self-denial, and how many mean are really capable of that?
· But woman is the worst underdog out of all underdog.
· The difficulties:
· 1) Women are not a class or a race, so it’s hard for them to organize themselves and protest in the same way that the workers can (different women what different things);
· 2) Woman, like all humans want to be happy, but woman’s happiness leads to complicity and contentment with her current situation.
· 3) humanity needs women to be mothers, that is, tied down by their anatomy, so that the species can survive;
· 4) the image of woman is constantly confused with myth; (secondary while the first 3 is primary.)
· Women are views as mysterious (this is the ideal of femininity)
· In truth, all humans are a mystery to each other because no one can penetrate the other’s subjectivity.
· But woman is considered a mystery for the wrong reasons: she is mysterious she doesn’t do anything, she hasn’t made herself into anything, she is wondering what she could be but she doesn’t act on it.
· Women are not a class, that is true, but de Beauvoir thinks that there is a way for women to rebel and improve their situation.
· But it’s not the feminist way!
· Feminists’ mistake: they try to prove that women are superior or equal to men.
· We have to get out of this rut and start thinking about women’s situation not comparing it to man’s situation or wanting the same that men have.
· Proving a superior of one gender than the other is a power struggle. It may seem great on paper but it is never the reality.
· We need to be impartial and get out of the established biases.
· But this seems impossible!
· De beauvoir’s response: if we claim that we are all concerned with the public good, then we have to be clear on what we mean by this public good.
· For existitentialists, ‘the public good is that which assures the private good of the citizens.’
· So, what is the private good?
· For existentialists, it’s not happiness but liberty.
· Women should seek liberty and not happiness, this is their only enchance for emancipation.
· So, it’s only via the realization that the ultimate goal is not happiness but liberty that mean and women can be authentically equal and truly friendly to each other.
· (A woman cannot be happy the same way a man can because of her anatomy. If woman are not authentic then men are not authentic either.)
· This solution to women’s situation, de Beauvoir refers to as ‘existentialist ethics.’
· (We are not authentic because the gender are in an inrecoprical state.)
· Existentialist ethics prescribes life free of stagnation.
· The life of stagnation is the life of ‘en-soi’ (Life in itself), the life is constraint and contingence.
· It is when we are in the state of stagnation that we are happy and content.
· (It is convenient that your limitation are absolute and you cannot change them)
· What we should strive to live in is a life ‘pour-soi’ where the individual defines him/herself.
· This is what de Beauvoir calls ‘authentic existence’
· (Constantly trying to redefine goals and yourself is authentic.)
· Sartre doesn’t want to have kids because he saw them as a limitations.
· In authentic existence we are transcending ourselves, we are constantly creating projects, reaching out toward other liberties.
· (not making a limitation as a set and permananant)
· When transcendence falls into immanence, our existence degrades.
· So, woman, just like all humans, should be defined in terms of liberty and not in terms in happiness.
· Liberty can be achieved through labor.
· Liberty is not going to resolve or eliminate all the conflicts between the genders, but it will give women, and men the toold to be authentic.
· Once men and women have embraces the ambiguity of human condition, they can live together in amity.
· (Men and women has to start with friendship to go through ambiguity.)
· Here’s what she says later in the book:
· “The fact that we are human beings is infinitely more important than all the peculiarities that distinguish human beings from one another. … In both sexes is played out the same drama of the flesh and spirit, of finitude and transcendence, both 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 liberty the same glory. If they were to taste it, they would no longer be tempted to dispute fallacious privileges, and fraternity between them could then come into existence.”
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