12 FEMINIST CRITIQUES OF THE
PUBLIC/PRIVATE DICHOTOMY

Carole Pateman

The dichotomy between the private and the public is central to almost
two centuries of feminist writing and political struggle; it is, ultimately,
what the feminist movement is about. Although some feminists ireat’

. the dichotomy as a universal, trans-historical and trans-culiural feature
of human existence, feminist criticism is primarily directed at the

sepatation and opposition between the public and private spheres in
liberal theory and practice.

The relationship between feminism and liberalism is extremely close
but also exceedingly complex. The roots of both doctrines lie in the
emergence of individualism as a general theory of social life; neither

 liberalism nor feminism is conceivable without some conception of

individuals as free and equal beings, emancipated from the ascribed,
hierarchical bonds of traditional society. But if liberalism and feminism
share a common origin, their adherents have often been opposed over
the past two hundred years. The direction and scope of feminist criticism
of liberal conceptions of the public and the private have varied greatly
in different phases of the feminist movement. An analysis of this

- criticism is made more complicated because liberalism is inherently

ambiguous about the ‘public’ and the ‘private’, and feminists and liberals
disagree about where and why the dividing line is to be drawn between
the two spheres, or, according to certain contemporary feminist argu-
ments, whether it should be drawn at all.

Feminism is often seen as nothing more than the completion of the

" liberal or bourgeois revolution, as an extension of liberal principles

and rights to women as well as men. The demand for equal rights has,
of course, always been an important part of feminism. However, the
attempt to universalise liberalism has more far-reaching consequences

~ than is often appreciated because, in the end, it inevitably challenges

liberalism itself.! Liberal feminism has radical implications, not least
in challenging the separation and opposition between the private and
public spheres that is fundamental to liberal theory and practice. The
liberal contrast between private and public is-more-than adistinction
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the maturity, and hence freedom and equality, of (male) children.
Commentators usually fail to notice that Locke’s separation of the
family and the political is also a sexual division. Although he argued
that natural differences between men, such as age or talents, are irrele-
vant to their political equality, he agrees with Filmer’s patrarchal
claim that the natural differences between men and women entail the
subjection of women to men or, more specifically, wives to husbands.
Indeed, in Locke’s statement at the beginning of the Second Treatise
that he will show why political power is distinctive, he takes it for
granted that the rule of husbands over wiyes.is.included.in.other (non-

gl L wcri B

political) forfis % oF power. He mﬁuﬁa.&% agrees with Filmer that a wife’s

Csubsrdination o Her husband has a ‘Foundation in Nature’ and that the
husband’s will must prevail in the household as he is naturally ‘the
gbler and the stronger’.* But a natural subordinate cannot at the same
time be free and equal. Thus women (wives) are excluded from the
status of ‘ndividual’ and so from participating in the public world of
equality, consent and convention.

It may appear that Locke’s separation of paternal from political
power can also be characterised as 2 separation of the private from the
public. In one sense this is so; the public sphere can be seen as encom-
passing all social life apart from domestic life. Locke’s \theory also
shows how the private and public spheres are grounded jn_opposing
prngiples of association, which are exemplified in the conflicting status

i

of women and men; natural subordination stands opposed to free

individualism. The mﬁab% is based on natural ties of sentiment and

blood and on the mm%:mmw mmnnw@a mﬁmﬂzm of g.&qm and husband ABoEmH .

and father). Participation in the public sphere is governed by universal,

Y,

;.B Smonm_mbg oosqmsﬂwmmw Emdﬁm#m%w,wmfmqgﬁsﬁmmmmammHm
equality and property — liberal criteria, applicable only to men. An
important consequence of this conception of private and public is that
the public world, or civil society, is conceptualised and discussed in
liberal theory (indeed, in almost all political theory}in mwwﬂm.oﬁcu from,
or as separate from, the private domestic sphere.

It is important to emphasise at this point that the contemporary
feminist critique of the public-private dichotomy is based on the same
Lockean view of the two categories; domestic life is as paradigmatically
private for feminists as it is in (this interpretation of) Locke’s theory.
However, feminists reject the claim that the separation of the private
and the public follows inevitably from the natural characteristics of the
sexes. They argue that a proper understanding of liberal social life is
possible only when it is accepted that the two spheres, the.domestic

1
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(private) and ciyil society. @:&h@m&%ﬁp&nh@%ﬁwﬂgax@mo%a
are inextricably interrelated; they are the two sides.of i i
Tiberal-patriarchalis
If, at one ﬂw@oﬁﬁo& level, feminists and liberals are in conflict over
a shared conception of the public and the private, at another level they
are at odds about these very categories. There is another sense in which
the private and public are far from synonymous with Locke’s paternal
and political power. Precisely because liberalism oOboowEPmmom civil
society in_abstraction, from ascriptive aoBmmﬁn iC life, the Tatier Temains

A e S A e e kT

Torgotien® in theoretical discussion .The separation between private

R S st S e

mumumm&wmpm&:w mm.nwﬁgmrmm}mm. ,m;@mmﬁwm smmwseﬂwoﬁm@
within the world of men. The separation is ‘then oxﬁmmmoa in a number
of different ways, not only private and public but also, for example,
‘society’ and ‘state’; or ‘economy’ and °politics’; or ‘freedom’ and
‘coercion’; or ‘social’ and ‘political’.5 Moreover, in this version of the
separation of private and public, one category, the private, begins to
wear the trousers (io adapt J L. Austin’s patriarchal metaphor for once
in an appropriate context). The public or political aspect of civil society
tends to get lost, as, for example, Wolin points out in Politics and

Vision.6

The uncertain position of the public sphere develops for very good
reason; the apparently universal criteria governing civil society are’)
actually those associated with the liberal conception of the male in- \_
dividual, a conception which is presented as that of the individual. The'
individual is the owner of the property in bis person, that is to say, he
is seen in abstraction from his ascribed familial relations and those
with his fellow men. He is.a ‘peivate’ individual, but he needs a sphere
in which he can exercise his rights and opportunities, pursue his (private)
interests and protect and increase his (private) property. If all men
(“individuals®) are so to act in an orderly fashion, then, as Locke is
aware, a public ‘umpire’ (rather than a hidden — private? — hand),
or arepresentative, liberal state, is required to make and enforce publicly
known, equitable laws. Becanse individualism is. as Benn and Gaus ze-
mark, ‘the dominant mode of liberal theory and discourse’, it is not
surprising either that the private and the public appear as the ‘obvicus’
pair of liberal categories, or that the public gets stripped of its trousers
and civil society is seen, above zll else, as the sphere of private interest,
private enterprise and private individuals.”

In the Jate iwenticth century the relation between the capitalist
economy and the state no longer looks like that between Locke’s um-

" pire and civil society and confusion abounds about the boundary be-
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between (women’s) nature and (men’s) culture, has been central fo
some well-known feminist attempts to explain the apparently universal
subordination of women. Arguments focusing on nature/culture fall
into two broad categories, the anthropological and the radical femi-
nist.12

In one of the most influential anthropological discussions, Ortner
argues that the only way to explain why the vaiue universally assigned
to women and their activities is lower than that assigned to men and
their pursuits is that women are ‘a symbol’ of all “that every culture
defines as being of a lower order of existence than itsell”.13 That is,
women and domestic life symbolise nature. Humankind attempts 1o
transcend a merely natural existence so that nature is always seen as
of a lower order than culture. Culture becomes identified as the crea-
tion ‘and the world of men because women’s biology and bodies place
them closer to mature than men, and because their childrearing and
domestic tasks, dealing with unsocialised infants and with raw materials,
bring them into closer-contact with nature. Women and the domestic
sphere thus appear inferior to the cultural sphere and male activities,
and women are seen as necessarily subordinate to men.

It is unclear whether Ortner is arguing that women’s domestic
activities symbolise nature, are part of nature or, rather, place women
in a mediating position between nature and culture. She argues that the
opposition between women/nature and men/culture is itself a cultural
construct and not given in nature; ‘Woman is not “in reality” any closer
to (or further from) nature than man — both have consciousness, both
are mortal. But there are certainly reasons why she appears that way.”14
However, Ortner fails to give sufficient weight to the fundamental
fact that men and women are social and cultural beings, or to its
corollary that ‘nature’ always has a social meaning, a meaning that,
moreover, varies widely in different societies and in different historical
periods, Even if women and their tasks have been universally devalued,
it does not follow that we can understand this important fact of human
existence by asking questions in universal terms and looking for general
answers formulated in terms of universal dichotomies. The distinction
between domestic, private women’s life and the public world of men
does not have the same meaning in pre-modern European society as in
present liberal-capitalism, and to see both the latter and hunter-gatherer
societies from the perspective of a general opposition between nature
and culture, or public and private, can lead only to an emphasis on
biclogy or ‘nature’. Rosaldo recently criticised arguments about wom-
en’s subordination that, like Ortner’s, implicitly rest on the question,
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‘How did it begin?” She points out that to seek a universally applicable
answer inevitably opposes “‘woman’ to ‘man’, and gives rise to a separa-
tion of domestic life from ‘culture’ or “society” because of the ‘presum-
ably panhuman functions’ thus attributed to women.!s

The mest thorough atternpt to find a universal answer to the question
of why it is that women are in subjection to men, and the most stark
opposition between nature and culture, can be found in the writings
of the radical feminists who argue that nature is the single cause of
men’s domination, The best known version of this argument is Fire-
stone’s The Dialectic of Sex, which also provides an example of how
one form of feminist argument, while attacking the liberal separation of
private and public, remains within the abstractly individualist frame-
work which helps constitute this division of social life. Firestone
reduces the history of the relation between nature and culture or private
and public to an opposition between female and male. She argues
that the origin of the dualism lies in ‘biology itself — procreation’,16 a
natural or original inequality that is the basis of the oppression of
women and the source of male power. Men, by confining women to
reproduction (nature), have freed themselves “for the business of the
wotld17 and so have created and controlled culture. The proposed
solution is to eliminate natural differences (inequalities) between the
sexes by introducing artificial reproduction. ‘Nature’ and the private
sphere of the family will then be abolished and individuals, of all ages,
will interact as equals in an undifferentiated cultural (or public) order. —

The popular success of The Dialectic of Sex owes more to the need
for women to continue to fight for control of their bodies and repro-
ductive capacity than toits philosophical argument. The key assumption
of the book is that women mecessarily suffer from ‘a fundamentally
oppressive biological condition’,1® but biclogy, in itself, i neither
oppressive nor liberating; biology, or nature, becomes either a source of
subjection or free creativity for woirien ,ob@ ‘because it has meaning
within mm@ﬁmn social” ‘tetationships. Firestone’s ‘#rgiiment teduces the
social conceptions of ‘wormien” and ‘faen’ to the biological categories of
‘fernale’ and ‘male’, and thus denies any significance to the complex
history of the _.mwmﬁ.ommw:u between men and women or between the
private and public spheres. She relies on an abstract conception of a
natural, biological female individual with a reproductive capacity which
puts her at the mercy of a male individual, who is assumed to have a
natural drive to subjugate her!? This contemporary version of a
thorough Hobbesian reduction of individuals to their natural state
leads to a theoretical dead-end, not perhaps a surprising conclusion
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of manliness, which are seen as mowmEmmnE the military, force of the
“State, m_mm__bﬁ love and altruism, the natura m&ﬁw es of womanhood,

e e

é@u}mmmma @mwm&mamﬁnmhﬁ EME&EQS aoEmmﬂn Eméwmhm?ﬁm qﬁ?
and moiher stands as the ity. 23 Was the struggle
“fyr Wothanhood suffrage locked in the mm@ﬁmﬂou and dichotomies of
patriarchal-liberalism, within the duality of morality and power (which,
again, is one way of expressing the doctrine of separate spheres), to the
extent suggested by Elshtain? To vote is, after all, a political act. Indeed,
it has come to be seen as the political act of a liberal-democratic citizen,
and citizenship is a status of formal civil or public equality.
A different assessment of the suffrage movement is presented in
recent work by DuBois, who argues that the reason that both sides of
the struggle for enfranchisement saw the vote as the key leminist de-

mand was that the vote gave women

a connection with the social order not based on the institution of
the family and their subordination within it . . . As citizens and
voters, women would participate directly in society as individuals,
not indirectly through their subordinate position as wives and
mothers.??

DuBois cmphasises that the suffragists did not question women’s
‘peculiar suitability’ for domestic life, but the demand for the vote
constituted a denial that women were naturally fit onfy for private
life. The demand for the suffrage thus reached to the heart of the
mutual accommodation between patriarchalism and lberalism since to
win the vote meant that, in one respect at least, women must be admit-
ted as ‘individuals’. This is why DuBois can argue that women’s claim
“fora @ccro equal status with men, ‘exposed and challenged the assump-
tion of male authority over women’.25 An important long-term conse-
quence of women’s enfranchisement, and the other reforms that have
led to women’s present position of (almost) formal political and legal
equality with men, is that_the contradiction between civil equality
and social, wwmmﬁm:% familial, msz%mm,oP nichidtifg the beliels thaf Help
..oop&#&bw is pow.sta revealed, The liberal- Humﬁﬁmmn_uuwmn@mhmﬁcn
Ionm the public and private spheres has become a political problem.

““The dimensions of the problem are set out — very clearly with the
benefit of hindsight — in John Stuart Mill’s feminist essay The Subjec-
tion of Women and his arguments for womanhood suffrage. Mill’s essay
shows that the assumption that an individual political status can be
added to women’s ascribed place in the private sphere and leave the lat-

e
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ter intact, or even strengthened, is ultimately cbﬁmnm_&m OH to make
this point another way, liberal principles ca iy lised
to extend to women in.the.public. w@bﬂ@kﬁg ising an agute prob-
,Hmmmw_ubﬁ the patriarchal structure of private E.m Mill shows theoreti-
Tally, as the feminist movement has revealed in practice, that the
spheres are integrally related and that women’s full and equal member-
ship in public life is impossible without changes in the domestic sphere.
In the Subjection, Mill argues that the relation between men and
women, or more specifically between husbands and wives, forms an
unjustified and unjustifiable exception to the liberal principles of
individual freedom and equility; free choice, equality of opportunity
“and allocation of occiipations by merit that (he believes) govern other
social and political institutions in nineteenth-century Britain, The
sociadl subordination of women is ‘a single relic of an old world of
thought and practice exploded in everything else’.26 At the beginning
of the essay Mill attacks the appeal to nature and argues that nothing
can be known about the natural differences, if any, between women
and men until evidence is available about their respective attributes
within relationships and institutions where they interact as equals instead
of as superiors and inferiors. Much of Mill’s argument is directed against
the legally sanctioned powers of husbands which placed them in the
position of slave-masters over their wives. Legal reform should turn the
family from' a ‘school of despotism’ into a ‘school of sympathy in
equality” and a ‘real school of the virtues of freedom’.?” However, as
recent feminist critics have-pointed out, in the end he falls back on the
same argument from nature that he criticises. Although Mitl argues that
in the prevailing circumstances of women’s upbringing, lack of educa-
tion and occupational opportunities, and legal and social pressures,
they do not have a free choice whether or not to marry, he also assumes
that, even after social reform, most women will still choose marital
dependence. He states that it will generally be understood that when a
woman marries she has chosen her ‘career’, just like 2 man entering a
profession:

she makes choice of the management of a household, and the bring-
ing up of a family, as the first call upon her exertions .. .She re-
nounces [all occupations] not consistent with the requirements of
this.28

The question why, if marriage is a ‘career’, liberal arguments about
(public) equality of opportunity have any relevance to women, is thus
neatly begged.
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origins and, since the mid-nineteenth century, the economically depen-
dent wife has been presented as the ideal for all respectable classes of
society. The identification of women and the domestic sphere is now
also being reinforced by the revival of anti-feminist organisations
and the ‘scientific’ reformulation of the argument from nature by the
sociobiologists.32 Women have never been completely excluded, of
course, from public life; but the way in which women are included
is grounded, as firmly as their position in the domestic sphere, in
patriarchal beliefs and practices. For example, even many anti-suffragists
were willing for women to be educated, so that they could be good
mothers, and for them to engage in lacal politics and philanthropy
because these activities could be seen, as voting could not, as a direct
extension of their domestic tasks. Today, women still have, at best,
merely token representation.in authoritative public bodies; public life,
while not entirely empty of women, is still the world of men and domi-
nated by them.

Again, large numbers of working class wives have atways had to enter
the public world of paid employment to ensure the survival of their
families, and one of the most striking features of post-war capitalism
has _uo@w the employment om a steadily increasing number of married

women. However, their presence serves to ?mEHmE the wﬁnﬁnw&

e i,

,doﬁnbﬁgswwﬁhﬁmﬁw@ogog the sexual division of labour in the mEEw,

on e e e

and the sexual division of Hm,coﬁ in Eo workplace. Feminist research

“hag” wwoﬁméwo& woren workers are concentrated into a few occupa-
tional areas (‘women’s work’) in low-paid, low-status and non-

', supervisory jobs.33 Peminists have also drawn attention to the fact

i that discussions of worklife, whether by luissez-fuire liberals or Marxists,
always assume that it is possible to understand economic activity in
“abstraction irom mmumommm;mmw “If i “Forgotten® tHat ¥he Worker, in-
“variably taken t6 be 2 man, can appear ready for work and concentrate
on his work free from the everyday demands of providing food, washing
and cleaning, and care of children, only because these fasks are per-
formed unpaid by his wife. And if she is also a paid worker she works
4 ?ﬂrﬁ?&ﬁ;@ _at these ‘natural’ activities. A complete analysis and
mmw.mmwnﬁos of the structure and ovamﬂmb of capitalism will be forth-
coming only when the figure of the worker is accompanied by that of
the housewife.
~ Feminists conclude that the “separate’ liberal worlds of private and
 public life are actually interrelated, connected by a patriarchal struc-
. ture. This conclusion again highlights the problem of the status of the

‘natural’” sphere of the family, which is presupposed by, yet seen as

Ty
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separate from and irrelevant to, the conventional relations of civil
society. The sphere of moEmmno Life is at the heart of civil society rather

i TR i

7 it"A widespread conviction that this is

50 15 Tévealed 3 wowﬁmamog contcern about the crisis, the decline,

the distintegration of the nuclear family that is seen as the bulwark of
civilised moral life. That the family is a major ‘social problem’ is sig-

Emnmbﬁ fi H,..mw.m ‘sogis tegory. that, g_,omm S

“outside 1 m or, more accurately, it is one of the two mﬁmm into which

civil society can be divided; the social (private) and the political (public).
Donzelot has recently explored how the emergence of the social is also
the emergence of ‘social work’ and a wide vagiety of ways of (political-
Iy) ‘policing’ the family, giving mothers a social status, and controlling
children.3* Feminists, too, have been investigating how personal and
family life is politically regulated, an investigation which denies the
conventional liberal claim that the writ of the state runs out at the gate
to the family home. They have shown how the family is a major con-

cemn of the state and how, through legislation concerning marriage and
sexuality and the policies of the welfare state, the subordinate status:

of women is presupposed by and maintained by the power of the
state 35

These feminist critiques of the dichotomy between private and public
stress that the categories refer to two interrelated dimensions of the
structure of liberal-patriarchalism; they do not necessarily suggest that
no distinction can or should be drawn between the personal and politi-
cal aspects of social life. The slogan ‘the personal is the political’ can
however, be taken literalty. For example, Millett, in Sexual Politics,
implicitly rejects Locke’s distinction between paternal and political
power. In political science the political is frequently defined in terms
of power, but political scientists invariably fail to take their definition
to its logical conclusion. Millett agrees with the definition but, in con-
trast, argues that all power is polifical so that, because men exercise
power over wamen in a multitude of ways in personal life, it makes
sense to talk of ‘sexuat politics’ and ‘sexual dominion . mmoﬁmom
[the] iost fundamental concept of power’ 36 The @ammom& becomes
the political. This approach illuminates many unpalatable aspects of
sexval and domestic life, in particular its violence, that too frequently
remain hidden, but it does not greatly advance the critique of
patriarchal-liberalism. As the radical feminist attempts to eliminate
nature, as one side of the dichotomy, so Millett seeks to eliminate
power, thus echoing the suffragist vision of a moral transformation of
politics. But this does nothing to question the liberal association (or
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300 Carole Pateman

women are to take their place as public ‘individuals’® then the conflict
is about the universalisation of liberalism. But that is to ignore the

g Sk 7 AR5

feminist achjevement in bringing to light the patriarchal character of
liberalism and the ambiguities and contradictions, of its oobonm_ﬁobm,m
‘the private and public. A full analysis of the various expressions of the
dichotomy between the private and the public has yet to be provided,
together with a deeper exploration than is possible in this essay of the
implications of the double separation of domestic life from civil society
and the separation of the private from public within civil society
itself. Feminist critiques imply a dialectical perspective upon social life
as an alternative to the dichotomies and oppositions of patriarchal-
liberatism. It is tempting, as shown by feminists themselves, either to
replace opposition by negation (to deny that nature has any place in a
feminist order) or to assume that the alternative to opposition is-har-
mony and identification (the pérsonal is the political; the family is
political). The assumptions of patriarchalliberalism allow only these
two alternatives, but ferinist critigues assume that there is a third.

Feminism looks toward a differentiated social order within which
the various dimensions are distinct but not separate or ppposed, and
which rests on a social conception of individuality, which includes both
wormen and men as biologically differentiated but not.unequal creatures.
Nevertheless, women and men, and the private and the public, are not
necessarily in harmony. Given the social implications. of women’s
reproductive capacities,*2 it is surely Utopian to suppose that tension
between the personal and the political, between love and justice,
between individuality and communality will disappear with patriazchal-
liberalism.

The range of philosophical and political problems that are encompas-
sed, implicitly or explicitly, in feminist critiques indicates that a fully
developed feminist alternative to patrarchal-liberalism would provide
its first truly ‘total critique’.#3 Three great male critics of abstractly

individualist Iiberalism already claim to have offered such a critique, "

but their claim must be rejected. Rousseau, Hegel and Marx each argued
that they had ieft behind the abstractions and dichotomies of Eberalism
and retzined individuality within communality. Rousseau and Hegel
explicitly excluded women from this endeavour, confining these
politically dangerous beings to the obscurity of the natural world of the
family; Marx also failed to free himself and his philosophy from pat-
riarchal assumptions. The feminist total critique of the liberal opposi-
tion of private and public still awaits its philosopher.

——

L e )

ey —

B e

301

Feminist Critiques of the Public{Private Dichotomy

Notes

I am prateful to Stanley Benn and Jerry Gaus for the care with which they
read and criticised my arguments.

1. The subversive character of liberal-feminism has recently been uncovered by
memHWmmnmaaFu The Radical Future of Liberal Feminism (Longman, New York,

2. Ibid., p. 223.

3. 1.8. Mill is an exception to this generalisation, but Benn and Gaus do not
mention The Subjection of Women. It might be objected that B. Bosanquet, for
example, refers in The Philosophical Theory of the State (Ch. X, 6), to ‘the two
persons who are [the] head’ of the family. However, Bosanguet is discussing
Hegel, and he shows no understanding that Hegel’s philosophy rests on the ex-
plicit, and philosophically justified, exclusion of women from headship of a family
or from participating in civil society or the state, Bosanquet’s reference to “iwo
persons’ thus requizres a major critique of Hegel, not mere exposition. Liberal
arguments cannot be universalised by a token rzeference to *women and men’
mstead of ‘men’. On Hegel see P. Mills, ‘Hegel and “The Woman Question™:
Recognition and Intersubjectivity”, in L. Clark and L. Lange (eds.), The Sexism of
Social and Political Theory (University of Toronto Piess, Toronto, 1979).  am
grateful to Jemry Gaus for drawing my attention to Bosanquet’s remarks.)

4. J. Locke, Two Treatises of Government, 2nd edn, P. Lastlett (ed.) (Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1967), Bk. I, Ch. 47; Bk. I, Ch. 82. The conflict
between the social contract theorists and the patriarchalists is more fully discussed
in T. Brennan and C. Pateman, © “Mere Auvxiliaries to the Commonwealth™:
Women and the Qrigins of Liberalism’, Political Studies, XXVII (1979), pp.
183-200. .

5. Rawls’s two principles of justice provide an example of this division. He
states that the principles ‘presuppose that the social structure can be divided into
two morte or less distinct parts’, He does not call these private and public, but the
‘equal liberties of citizenship® are usually called “political’ liberties and the “social
and economic inequalities” of the secomd part are usually seen as part of the
‘private’ sphere. In Rawls’s final formulation it is clear that the principles refer
to ¢ivil society and that the family is outside their scope. Part (b) of the sccond
principle, equality of opportunity, cannot appl Hpmmwm\%, and part (a),
the difference principle, may not apply. A &mqﬁ.fm e sent to univer-
sity at the expense of other family members. (I owe this last point to my student
Deborah Kearns.) John Rawls, A Theory of Justice (The Belknap Press of Harvard
University Press, Cambridge, Mass., 1971), pp. 61, 302.

6. Wolin, Politics and Vision (Little Brown, Boston, 1960)..

7. It is also the sphere of privacy. J. Reiman, Privacy, Intimacy, and Person-
hood’, Philosophy and Public Affairs, 6 (1976), p. 39, links ‘owning’ one’s body
to the idea of a ‘self’ and argues this is why privacy is needed. My comments in
the text do not explein why liberal theorists typically write of the private and the
public rather than the political. An explanation could only be found in a full
examination of liberal ambiguities about the public and the political, which takes
us far from the purpose of this essay, although the problem arises again below in
the context of the feminist slogan ‘the personal is the political’.

8. J. Habermas, ‘The Public Sphere’, New German Critigue, VI, no. 3 (1974),
pp- 49-55. However, Habermas, ke other writers, ignotes the fact that women
are conventionally held to be deficient in reason and so unfit to participate in a
public body.

9. In the present context these remarks must be very condensed. For amplifica-
tion see Brenman and Pateman, © “Mere Auxilizries to the Commonwealth™:
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