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Thesis Statement: Gy one de Beavvior’s |

claim Hat one s not born o woman bul becol

mes- one  vejects  bioloaical determinism and presents
o+ o t

womonhood as a social construct. Rooted m existen)

ialist- thouall , H araves thal gender identity is
v v |74

shaped thvouah culure 5 instidutions , oand power |
r 17} 1
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The Essay.

n
One is not born o woman, but becomes one ,

wyote simone de Beauvior in lhe Second Sex (1AY9

o ctatement thal fundamedally altered the way

gender is  understood in wnodern {hoial'rﬂ. Al a

tme _when women’s social roles were widely T‘1;1}5:4"'4"'1&:'

Jﬂ'!'rough [)10[03? ond ~Iradition ., de Beauvior chqllon%ed

the QSSUMp+iOH ‘Hﬂﬂ"’ fgmininﬂv s hO.-hJTQ' ay
1 v 7

inevitable condition. Her words suaaest »n thai

bein% a woman is nod o biologicol fact but
v

o Social process , shaped oavey 4ime Thfauca_h

expevience , expectations . and constraint. De
B |

Beavvior's ovaument 15 deeply in.Fluenced ‘.‘71{;
U v

existentialist philosaphy , parvticularly ihe idea
1 1 T T 7

a .
hhat " existence precedes ecsenmce . Accovding +o
] [

| this view , humoan beings are not born with
U

fixed identities but creale themselves thvough

acton and choice- However, aulthor observes

that  women ave historically denied this
[

{reedew't- '“:le:( are socialized wmto P:rede{limcl

roles that vestrielt their abililies 40 +tangeend

cirvcum slances . making womanhood a cocially
v I
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| _imposed identily vathey than an avthenlic

H__Gflf_-.._"_’ifl?".-'zi_‘!*_"_ Giwmone de Beauvior’s claim thal

| one_is_nol _bom a _woman , but becomes one

|| rejects biologreal deberminiam and  pre sents

; _womahhood as _a_gocial _construct , Rooked in _

; S.’_":':i‘r‘i_“[':f_‘,__.‘bmﬁ".'*_;.__"}.__-9%923.__!‘10!___';1‘:9‘.“’?____ —
| identily s _“ih_apgi_"hﬁ?w()‘r\__ culture , institud i‘l’l‘ai R

1} ond powes vel abions: S

;_ Simone de  Peauvior’s undevg._{andiﬂa__gf__‘;____ =

:rx womanhood 15 firmly ﬁrouno\ed in exislentialis

- lp'hiloso?h-.!, "a 6chool _of Hﬁaulr}'n‘ that evnphasizes

I,__ human {reedom | choices , and TesPOHSibi“iy. |

L Central 10 existentialist is  the vz‘iu:#ion of fixed

} human nature  and ?7edeievmin¢o| essence: Existendialisl |

L argues 4hat individvals are not born with an |

i,; inna te purpose , instead | Jhe? create meaning

\ Ihrou%h lived experience. A key existentialist

- P—rinciple in{'orms'nf} de Beavvior’s argg_;menjr 13 i

;r_ Jean - Paul Savdre’s asserdion that "Existence

L 4

n |
pfecedes escence . Garlre contends that humansg|

firsd exist and only laley define dhemselves
e 7

vaout}h actions and choices. De Beavvioy applies
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are encouraqed Y0 exercise [reedom ond Self -

this concept o c:lender;, arguing that while men

definition , women ore systematically denied

bhis opporiunity. Instead of being allowed Ho shape
H ! : | |

their ‘dentities , women ave assianed pradefined
v T

voles — mothey , wife , careaiver — that livni 4

existential fveedom. De Beavvior famously O‘JSGWGL

u s
Humanily is wale, and man defines woman

nol in herself but velative o him,.' This philocophica

division expldna why women arve denied full

subjectivily and treated as Secondary be"""‘j,f"

A  cornerstone of de Beavvior's thesis s

|
i
1
|
|
|

the distinction  behween biological sex and Gocial
L)

aqender. While bigloay way delermine reproductive
J -t ¥ ¥

[

functions, i does not stify the vast social,

economic . and political inegmalities: between

men and women. Biological sex Tefevs Ho  the
L*J

classi fication of human beings as  vnale or {erral
4 U

based on physical and physiological characteristics-
— U

present ab birth: From o bialatc,,}ical gfand‘poinjr,sex

is associated primarily  with reproductive  functions,
I I T

Ae b‘;oloql}i s+ Anne Favsto - %erling explains 3 Bio(o%i bl




I _%___ﬂ____-____.______ Bo——

_ | Sex_is  commonly defined _k\;__i‘“"_@f‘.y_:_éz!mt

|
N

physical differentiotion rather than social den by

" .
Somes-, and hormones, erki_ﬂ%__ﬁ‘\_&_ﬂ_gﬂ_?_?__ﬂ‘: |-

- ———

: |
| Gimone de Beauvvior cl-.aﬂeng;:g_ Haig r(duc’liorjnsir |

)

| T |

1
4

gﬂcknowlodqiha‘ bip_|0qica\ dif'{‘ewnCE’S,_ghﬁ msisks !
T U U v

' View by avauina  thal  biology alone cannot accewnt
U v Ul (l

for uwnymen’s Subordinate posithion in sociely. While  N———

Hhat  these  diffevences do not  cavry inherenl

| _ .
social meaning. She famously m_uflﬁ‘s.,"Biolo%q is
1 s 19} S r _‘l
| |

3 ——

| yole oy value _—

CGlendey 15 a  complex social construct

j
that reeys {0 the voles , behawiors | activibies , |

- and alnibutes that a qven cociely consider 4

1

‘not des-l-im;"., g_n_w[)_hgs!z_mg Hhat rngocluchvc L

capacity dees not prdeloymine a  woman's SE"Q_I_JJ_ N

o ate foy raen oman 5, and other aqender | l
. ___“__+__P“>_Yc>_?h {1_ > W 5 A % g =

identities- Unlike biolagical sex , which determined bgi.
U i |

de Beavviory ewphasized that -the identily of 1
: s =

bema a woman is socially constyucted rathey

physical chavactenistics , gendey is shaped by -

cultural _ SOCiaI} and  historical contexts. As

|
|
|
f
|
[
|

than  Iioloaically pre defeymined - Judith Butley, a
o _
1
|

—_—




|

. Sevmmal _figure in gend

 m—

ev “theory , avques that

gender is pevfoymative : i is not gsomething

gt nkeniily i W sepmedhinn one doel BT

L]
writes, (:lendcf is a kiﬂd_gp_ _irﬂm_gy_i_saﬁah_,_ﬂn

oct which s vpeated under sociol mmpul‘-'-iﬂ"-"s

hiqh“q‘/\{ihq 4‘hat society’s
v U |74

shape qevdereol  Lehawvioys. Gender is nol  just o
2 J A

neutval cgle%qw___;__i_i_ is  doeply hed o powey

structuoyes.  Ferminist thinlers  like bell hooks

L avaue that aender inlercects with vace, class |
1 (¢ U

ond other social hierarchies 5 produeng Systermic|
L]

Yo_gmlec} expectations |

|

Hooks wTihS,'thiniSm is for every

N
L=

|
|

| ineq ualities.

1
1|
[l
il
|

body-" reminding vs  that unders’;and-‘.ﬂ% quenoler
) )

s crucial _[.'a‘.r cho“enﬂ|ﬂﬁ oppress'aon G\ﬂd P'for"l'\OTi-

eq,ual h! ;

I

Throvahout history . bioloqy has ofien
[v) T T

been misused 10 rationalize social hievarchies ,

and ineq vality. Men's

aender discrimination |
U

_suppesed  physical _and inlellectual  superiorily

ho-_:_, been

cittd as natural justification of

potriarchal dominance: As Simone de Beauwioy
l g -

re vnarked , " The onmssion of women s not the




i |

] |

consequence of natumal law, but of history and

I
[

B " o v
- sociely. emphasnzm% that appeals 10 biclogqy ave
'[ ¥ L L | uT
socially constructed  vnyths  vathey than facks.

Ferminist theoricis have consistently cfih'qfued Hhi's

misuse of biology. Judith Butler highlights that

L1 ]
| social notms  ave oflen  frormed as biologically
T — T L= 4

necessary . et aender idznli#f and voles ave
v ¥ v

performative , nol bioloai cally fixed- Bell Hooks
1 + 1t 1 t

also  emphasizes that opp eals Ho bioloay are fyeo - |

uently- emplo\;ed lo vmamtain patriarchal systems:

L]
| Most patriavchal societies misuse the idea op natuye

Wy

do justify dominations" . These crvHiguwes Show

1‘

|

| that biology itself is weutval ; it is social
T

|

interpretation 4hat distorts it.

Hf'— W

| Bioloaica! differences between humans
| v

Such as stvenath , reproduclive capacity , or
v 3 T T

-

hormonal variations | ave orien inlerpreted fhraug“
' U

w

o

§

a social lens that assians maaning beygnd mere,
L™ U T

biology. while biology provides o framework ,
v L* A T *

_society  oflen overlays novms  ond expectations,

— g

Y

creating roles and hierarchies: Historically
v ¥

sociefies have exagaerated biological  diff everces
Uy u




Day

Date;

{0 justify unequal treat ment  For instance |

women's repvoductives capacily was cited as

a rason to confine -them o domestic roks,

while men's ph\{sical Shzhﬂi‘h was  |inked o
i i " g

leadeyship avd labgr. John Stuart Mill cvitig ued

such veasoning in The Subjeckion of Woven, avgui
1% L v

that <ocial constraints , nol bidloay , limited
v

women’s  polential. Giender norms  arve enacted
]

repeatedly thyouah culture . media | law, and

| education | converting bioloai cal differences into
4 U L "4

| socially _enforced identities- Butler emphasize that

bioloay is only meaningful when interpre ted
o v o

through social normMs. When society interprets
v t +

biﬂ'oq"-_l o hm‘l"' Oppo'rﬁ}ﬂih{ oY iUS+‘-¥\j’ h;QYaTChy,
Ut Tt ' o 1+ 1

i+ voilates the principles: Bell hooks wf‘;fﬁf;'mt

misuse of percieved wnatural differences sustains

oppression ond limits freedomn: , highlighting the |
LI Y v v U

ethical dansey of socializing bicloay rather than
v v T

undevotandineg i+ scieifically-
Y v

The myth of natural fevnininity s

the idea. that women ave inherently suited to
[

certain roles . behaviors , or a{;uahﬁes Sim{_)lv-a




| ] .,
| byl nature. Simone de Beavvior critiqued this

perpetvated

{idea in The Second Sex , emphasizing

becavse of their biology. This nobion has been
acvoss sociehies , often porivaying

emotional

femininity i« socially  consirucled rather tnan |

bicogically predelermined: The muyth af natwral

hr__!-eminmi Yy

) i"“":-i’f“"_.s&f_i_!h__pqs&fﬁ_qn_d,_COQ‘_'{*‘-_B"‘_‘ = o

hooks _emphasizes that patviaichal socielies ofien

weaponizes  this wythlo wainlain dominance , |

stating, To daim thot women ave naturally passivg

or nuﬁurina s o u?hold structures 4h0&_

freedom and oppg_1funflni| B?}--Polh—ﬂbli‘a'*'“fgﬂh{i% :

- as_innale so:_;,igl_igs__h_l_egﬁimize __uneaq,uoal eatment |
" and reslrict women's au*OHOMLJ_%_VﬂOSKiﬁ%___“ |

: w |
_ | cultuval biac  as "natural  law - Phi\OS_QPHiCMl‘Ijz.-- L _
. -r@jec{.;ng the m},th of natural _{emininilua ali_%n_s__ _!

—

with existendialist {b"uﬁhj' . which ern?!nasi_ges N

.{:-reedc:m, choice . and creation Qf__SP_I{'_Di

RBeavvioy writes . One is defined btﬁ ;,ggieiga_ and

| ean redefine onecelf *ihmu%h _9_;:_:}_[9_'0:_'___ _ I




Social institutions Plaq a cenlrval yole in
v

'.S"\OP"“% whot # yeans 1o become a  woman|

| The .EQMH% 1s _oflen the {'\TS-! Sithn G{' %E‘ndQY

.;cordi"iﬂhihq, where qirls leam obedience and
U t

domestic responsibility. From bitth families treal
| b J

 boys and guls  diggevently naming pyactices
Il N v v B~ . S

_clothing , toys and emotional expectations.
1 U i )

,ll P5ychalaa'|s4 E \eanay chcob:[ observed that children

o

actively learn qeﬂdtT Yoles ’rh'rouqh pofeﬂ-‘ﬂl
v U v L}

|
| modelina _and reinforcement” The division of

l! v
'[ll labor  withim -the family shenathens gender condill
I v 1°J o

|-iomna-. when children obsevves women perfor-
T v T

| -mMing- u?;aid domestic work and wmen OCCUP‘H"'-‘L}
Y U L] L]

| avthvolative oy economic roles . they lernalize
v

| these arranaements a¢ natural, Feminisd
1 v

I
| Gocioloa) At Ann Oll{h\; a'rquuet:l that hovsework
| ,u' T

is one of the eavliest &ites where quencie'r

n
'ineqiualihﬁ s norma_lizec}-; notinag that domestid

laboy is a ™Mooy mechanigm Hﬂ'rou&\ﬁ w‘r\fc.‘r\ wgmnex)
v L5

| subordination is re!:r'mducezd'-1 Thus  family becomes

| & microcosm of wider patriavchal structuves -

| The education cysterm 15 one o_F

ost evful ingdilutio i '
| dhe m powerful ing dJutions in glrnpmg
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e

%endw identities and rein{orc,inqu social norms.

while  schods arve often viewed as neutval

spaces of leavning . they actively paﬁici?aies
. ¥ v} v U ¥

i bansmitting  cultural yalues , incluo‘iﬂc& ﬂueﬂdef
v

expectations . Textbooks and curvicula play a

Sianiticant vole n Yeinforcing qender steveotupes.
w o d U 1% ] L *

-
Educational malevials grequently po‘!h’ﬂtj men :.
0s leadevs, ccientist and deci gion- makers while _ﬁq

- women appeary in  dowmestic or 5uch1+'\Ve roles. ﬁ__l

Feminist scholar Dale Spehdef observes 4hal~;lWhG4

is _absend fyom the currviculum is as important

as  whal ic w;;.rgc_:,e\"ﬁ.",,l highlightina  how women’s
1 (v v o

historical conkributions are mafﬂina‘iied- Such

selective rep*re,gen-l-ahon conetructs a wmale -

centered wovld view and limiks gludents’

ondey standina  0f  Lomen's potential.
u ¥

B W —— ———

an‘aque and domesticily have
1)

historically been constructed as central o
v

women's identily, donsforming private |ife inlo
[ X v X

o site of aendeved obligation- Acvoss sociehes,
) [

marriage s presented as o funfiliment of

methey womahood, while domestic  loboy 14
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[vamed as a natural extention of female

bioloay. Feminisd philoso pher Covole Paterman
[V L) 1 ]

arques that moarriage opevates as a  political
v v L L]

inctitution » stating thal “The warriagqe contrack
u "

ic alse a gexuval ccvﬂmc,l—“, fhrouﬂh uuhip_'h
v

women’s labor and sexvality are requlated. Within
[*] o

marrigge , women are oflen expec-‘fed {0 Qssumg

responslb'llihﬁ I'm' un?aid domestic labor such as

child cave . cooking _and emotional cave- This
[

division ok laboy is  vavely q_,ueshonec\, as it

is iuS-HCiec] thvouah ecultural narratives of
[V U L3

{faminiﬁ*\t’! and wmaternal instineds: Socio|o%izﬂ

Arlie Hoehschild  described this  phenomenon

oas "Gecond chip " noting that wowmen pe*r{ow'&

extensive  ynpaid labor even when enagaqed in
] L* ] or

paid work. Guch expectations normalize inequalif
I T

by presenting® domeslic responsibilihy  os momen'sl
e "4 7

nalural duly vather than socially imposed worki

v

E conamic dependence and upaid

laboy constitute one of the wnost endu'rinqu

foundations of wamen's subordination in Society]
1 1 J

A";hau?;k women's wark ig  Porv wlﬂ'“ﬁ?} mn lhe
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Date:

the household s essential for social and

economic survival , ik is  aystematically  Je-
t d

values| because i+ falls outside the formal

mavkel. Unpaid domestic labor has hi&h}ricallﬂ

been povhoayed as a natuval expression of

femininity  vather Ythan productive wark- Feminisy
ke .

ity

economist Mavilyn Waring critiaques this invisibi
Y 9 \

: J

G‘l’ﬂuiﬂ% that ¥ what we cound determines whal |

"
we Vale, amcl no-l'mq that nm-"iono.l QC(OUY\“W‘.
U [4)

systems  exclude women’s domestic labor from |

€conomic wmeasure ment.

At dhe heort of de Beauvior's avque-

ment-, lies a  critique ©°f patriarchy — a

systemn  that previleqes male auvthornty and
L . v [#}

|

institutionalizes female subordination- |t exlends

|
|

beYonds individual hovseholds , embeddinag

itself in nstitutions , cultuves and laws +to

| mairain male dominance- Kale MieM in Sexval |

]
|
1

bon

" g i . o1,
Politics . defines palviavchy 05 “a political institw
U [ ¥ |

|
that+ avqanizec] Schiei‘q a‘rou'ncl male guprevnacy
v v t .

ond fewmale subordination" high'li%hhﬂ%_'ihQ‘}

it is not a natvral order but a Socgl{]“L&

sem— —— ——
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Db .-

construcled  syclevn desianed {o preserve the
L U |

power hierarchies - P'nilosoohica'rltj, pairiavchy
‘ | T

can_be analyzed thyough Jhe lens of social
. 8 i

power and inequality. Michel Foucavlt’s theory
[ v

on__powey and Knowledge suaqest that pairiarchy

-

perpetuates ibself not just through physical control

but by fsha?inr# Aociekal heliefs aboul aender

n
roles : Powey s everywhere ; not becavse it embrgce

everyfhimhv; but becavse i+ comes from {?M’_T‘I“‘hm:

n this  sense, patriavchy s embedded in
' o

EVQTYC"Q‘:, ]:n‘Gc-,'ic@S, norms , and institutions-

Male dominance is not a +imeless

Or watural phenomenon; rather , it has been

constucted  and maintained thioughout hislan
(V)

+0 serve , cocial . poltical and gconomic

wterecls.  Gimmone de BeavvioY emphasizes
T

1
this in the Gecond Sex noling that, His‘ta'n.t}
D

15 a lonﬂ process Of men (gsﬁn%) Ae-Fininq_l

women as other' This illvstrates that male

dominonce emevrges not fyeormn biology . but
U i o

fvorn  hislerical,  cultuval, and instidutional

j .l
processes desnﬁned o privege wmen over
¥ ] 1)




Day

].)'t[,l'.'_.__:———-—'"_-___

women- Economic faclors have also p|aqued

a crucial role in conslrruc-]-inq ma|e olominanma—
U

Conhol over land, trade and lobor historicall

allowed wen 1o consolidate au1hmi43, w hile

women’s laboy , pardicularly domestic work,|

¥

Bt 4

was  undevvalved 0y  unpaid- Silvia Federici

emphasizes , Women's unpaid reproductive loboy

-~

the {ounda*‘ion which ¢aPi4qlisl and pa’rriovcha{

5?5{’31‘7\5 are buil{..lt This  demoastrales: that

— —

male dominance is  inlerdwined with wmaterial ||

k4

cortrol  and economic  Slructures rathey “ﬁanl

g

mnate  superiority:
’ J

Contriol over female sexvality has
- J

been a certral mechaniem —thvouah which
v

patriavchal societies wmaintain power and renf{orce
o 1

aendey hierar chies. Women’s bodies have histori-
v

cally- been politicized ., requlated . and surveilled

L fo_vphold male auvthority. De Beauvior emphasizes
:? T u |
x,_ this , 5’@““3: " The Bod-a_o.!:' o womon s not
} merely her own ; it is a sgocial object , constantly
! defined and judaed by others . Hev Nsiahts
;"— v 1) v V)
L hithi:}h’rs how gacietal narms  bansfoym private

v v 1




el B

L

)7, S —

-

-

bioloaical realities o public  instruments |
u T

& 3

g conmirols. HG‘O“CG\\\A , conhlyol ovey ;emale [
v |

MarYyaqge s Chas’rilq, rep'mcluc4w0 rquE . and
v [1] ] L¥J

sexvaliby has manifesled n restniclion  on
v

sexval behavior. Contiol of female qexvalily |
3 i
|

is alse linked 4o inhentance , family honor, |
U |

and economic chuctures - Gilvia Federici ?o'mk |

o that requlating women’s reprodu ctive labor [
v v "

ensures the condinuation of properly and socioﬂ,.
b L] T 174 ‘

hierarchies . stating — The comrol of women’s
U

L

bodies is central 10 the veproduction of

f|
otviavchal gociety . I
L] v |:

One of de Beauwvior's most in{lueNﬁ[qi
|

comribution i her concopl Of woman as The

Other”. The concept of otherness 15 a central

S |
idea in philosophy ond feminisd theovy, des-:wb\ra
L 144

how o dommand aroup defines iself in relation
v 1

o a subordinate aqrovp , It involves the process |
v T T '

0f mavainali zalion where  one  qioup 14
v J 1

posil-.oﬂta as the notm  and the other as 4h‘zj

1

f
OH'IQT, Simone c:le Beauvioy (lamoughs} wyote

|

w
in The Seecond Sex . Re?fesen{'aﬁoh of woman as

f
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e

| the Other is 4he pwol avound which padriarchy

| revelves', t’_r*zpm:_n'ﬂg.. Mal  women  have

higtorically  been defmed in  opposSition Yo

P ———

e

men rather thon  as aulonomous b?jﬂ%.__

loﬁ‘”““‘ 15 nol oh'lu, Q philo';op'hlcal concepl

bul also _a social wmechanisayn  Of  exclusion. H

crealex boundaviex , both symbolic _and matenial,

"“"0* limit_the vightA , aqency, and, vecogmlion
U u v

i.i_o[ e marainalized: The concept of othermess
L] w4 '

Li1A__also intercects with culture ,\OnﬁUOC}ea and

power. Michel Fovcalt arques that discouyse

chapes rga_h{l&; What Socie{'l-'} says obout o

?%rcwg Yeinforces its status as Other.

The coﬂtagfuo.liza’rion of _wan_ 04

‘.5Ub|ec4 and woman as o'b&_ 16 a central

| theme in ferminist phu\oso?hu{} i Paw%icula'rl‘j_

n  Gunone de Peauwvior's existentialist critigue

|
i
"

L1l
L0f ?Gh'iﬂ'fchtj, che writes, He is the Subjec-‘, he |

i the Absolute _ che is the Other. This illushales

" how wnen have hssbricollg been gusHioneci as the,

'_s:.‘tandard, +he de{lininq center of social , pohhqﬂ

and intellectual ife while women  Qre onlﬂ
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_defined _in relation 4o men- Man, as subject,

‘.
!
|
i
5

15 _granted avlonomy and the ability lo

define_his _exislence. Woman , as Objec , is

— ~’4_- e e——l)

o l'elcgalfd‘_jg__i)asp';iuihjn}___p _lwin% o be Ubgp”‘:d_:!t

___lor possessed . Hislovically , this r,thwl-obJ'?cl "
0 —— 1
|

| dich-d-lorm! has been re'n.f_orced -“nfouqh mciﬂ' +'+_ -
| v |

| Shroclure | wli%ion, and law. The constryeltion

i —

of {emale iden{—ih& thowh male qaze is a |
v v '

concept  that rveals how woemen’s roles , behavigg

— —— ——— ~

and Sel{?-che]pHon are c'hOnc;ecl bfd‘f the

PerSpective and expectations of wnen-  Lavra Ml

comed the fterm “wale qaze" 1o descyibe how
v

visual media  represerts  women  as  objects for

male pleasture. She wvites,“hn a woild ordered

structured around the masculine vieweyr . Historicall

bté sexval imbalance . pleasure in loaking has be

—

av} , hterajure and media have vein forced thia

|
| aaze. Paintings ; novels and films have frequently
T T U r L * ' 2

| ; .
| portroyed women as passive , decorative and |
1 14

cexually available to wnale 5Fﬂ;lq-lgy,f,hlp. The :;

i
| male qaze , theve fote in notl merely o theorelical

1

concept but a tool forx ,sughiniﬂcé__bfoadej Sﬂcia:l%‘

and economic hievarchies - | W E——
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\n conclusion , Gimone  de  Peavvior’s

- assevbion thal one is nol born a woman
¢ becomes one chqller_w_%g_s'Jrhg___id_‘!f}...._ﬂI”T_‘f"'."f’f}l-ml
—

determinism p:-‘et;(’n‘in(‘ womanhood as a
1 1 e e

—

k4

i
1

[

:7"Oc|0c* of social rnnf,’!lurlinﬂ__.____(:]_?_g!..t'l_"_fi“_d"_‘f"‘

stendial : \ ' *
existendialh sl 'p_l'uloc,o_‘@lé 14 pq::,ljc_u thal ﬂ?ﬁiﬁ’!

jc{enhh& ie {o'lmecl and ren forced 1hrou3'h

culbural norms ., institulional fhme works ond |

L

powey dynamics . VIt vnalely . undér,;!ondin%

%endev as a social construct  othey  than

o bioloaical desting  allows (ov the possibilily
v L'd ] ¥ J

of _emancipation and equality. As  Simone de

-~y

BeavioY rveyminds U,

te
—— The liberation of woman is

n

nol o ﬂ‘:## from otherg ;

s a congpest of her

own->?_____
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