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PREFACE

Our authors were presented with an especially demanding task, being
asked to introduce the reader to feminist debate in a whole area of
philosophy as well as to make a contribution of their own. We thank them
all, for their essays, for their flexibility, and for their enthusiasm and
encouragement along the way. We are grateful to our editor at Cambridge
University Press, Hilary Gaskin, for her help with the project, and to our
colleague Chris Janaway for suggesting the Gabriele Miinter painting for
our cover picture.

There are more influences on this book than are apparent from all its
footnotes and the many works cited in the lists of Further Reading. When
women first began to make distinctively feminist contributions to philo-
sophy, their work was not supported by the usual institutional structures
and it was often not recorded on the printed page. Feminist philosophy
forced its way into the academy through the political and practical
commitment of women whose intellectual courage and professional daring
made books like this one possible. The international profile of the contribu-
tions here may hide a particular, more local influence on the two of us. We
should like to record a debt to the UK Society for Women in Philosophy,
and to its dedicated core members, past and present.

M.E J.H.
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MIRANDA FRICKER AND JENNIFER HORNSBY

Introduction

This Companion represents a departure from the previously published
volumes in its series. Each of those dealt with a single philosopher and
with a male one in every case, whereas this one brings women in and
treats a theme rather than an authority. So far as the departure allows,
this book’s principal aim is in line with that of other Companions: it
consists of new papers by an international team of philosophers at the
forefront of feminist scholarship; and these have been written with non-
specialists in mind, so that the collection can serve as an introduction to
the area. We have tried to design it to be helpful to any student or
teacher of philosophy who is curious about feminism’s place in their
subject.

The present Companion has a further aim. It is intended to foster
appreciation of the potentially far-reaching impact of feminist thinking in
philosophy. As departments of women’s studies and gender studies have
grown up in the last twenty years, there has come to be more and more
published work falling under the head of feminist philosophy. In our
experience as members of philosophy departments, students and teachers
of philosophy find it difficult to relate much of this work to their own
projects. It needs to be made clearer that — and how - feminist concerns can
be brought to bear on philosophy. Then ‘pure’ philosophers may feel less
disconnected from work that they are now perhaps inclined to ignore, and
genuine interdisciplinary links may be made between philosophy and other
subjects on which feminism has had an impact.

In this Introduction, we address at a general level the question of how
feminism can impinge upon philosophy, and we say some more about the
book’s organization and rationale. We hope to illuminate our view of the
role of feminism in philosophy, by explaining why we wish neither to
advocate an understanding of feminist philosophy as a separate and
distinctive branch of philosophy, nor to argue for the ability of feminist
philosophy to replace philosophy. We also attempt to situate the work it
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presents in the context both of the political movement that has inspired it
and of the discourse of philosophy that it seeks to engender.

One might ask whether it has made a difference to philosophy that it
should have been the creation largely of men and not women. Feminists are
bound to ask this question. So long as philosophy is an object of their
critical reflection, they will insist on viewing its authors as socially situated
beings with a specific location in history. But the question makes perfectly
good sense even for someone who usually abstains from the historicizing
perspective of a feminist.

The publication twenty years ago of Genevieve Lloyd’s The Man of
Reason! incubated an influential line of argument. Lloyd’s central claim
was that philosophers’ conceptions of reason have tended to be aligned
with cultural conceptions of masculinity, reason being conceived as con-
trasted with and superior to intuition and emotion which the cultural
imagination has associated with femininity. When one sees the bearing of
gender on the understanding of such faculties as reason — which is taken
often enough to be the faculty distinctive of human kind — one comes to
be concerned also with gender’s bearing on the philosophical conception
of individual human subjects, whether in the role of thinker, of agent, of
speaker, or of inquirer. It may be agreed that the great subjects of
philosophy ought to be concerned with us in the sense of ‘us’ in which we
are all human. But when the association of ‘man’ and ‘reason’ is acknowl-
edged, it is possible to think that the male philosophers who have addressed
these questions have actually not always subsumed everyone with their
‘we’s and their ‘our’s. Although philosophers’ accounts of what ‘we’ know,
or of how ‘we’ relate to ‘our’ bodies, purport to have universal application,
one can question whether their authors’ generic conception really is the
socially and historically neutral one that their universal claims would
require. In doing so, one takes issue with traditional philosophy on its own,
‘neutralist’ terms. One arrives, from a starting point within philosophy, at a
place at which questions about male bias arise.

Feminism’s own starting point tends not to be this neutralist one. By
starting from the idea that human subjects are socially concrete and socially
diverse beings, feminists encourage suspicion of any given universal claim.
Of course feminists are not alone in their commitment to the social
specificity of the subject. Other politicizing theoretical perspectives can
equally place emphasis on the socially concrete character of any human
being. If a feminist perspective is unique, then it is probably unique only in
its insistence on the importance of gender. But we can see how a feminist
perspective tends to take one more quickly to a point at which philosophy
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itself may arrive unaided so long as it allows that its texts are written by
real people. Given philosophy’s reflexive character ~ given that philosophy
is concerned with ‘ourselves and our place in the world’, so that its authors
belong among its objects of study ~ a questioning of philosophers’ self-
image cannot be simply external to philosophy.

When the gender-ideological aspects of a piece of philosophical theory
are unveiled, the theory is exposed as masculist. The theory might be less
sophisticated or less complete than it had purported to be, or it might
simply be in error - as when an account records only male experience
while putting forward claims about the whole of humanity. But an
account may also be charged with masculism in a different sense, when its
generalizations are taken to exclude the symbolically feminine. This sort
of charge might be made as a psychoanalytic claim - in which, for
instance, some tendency in philosophical thought is diagnosed in terms of
male philosophers’ unconsciously living out an exclusively masculine
psychology (see Susan James’s chapter here). Or, again, such a charge
might be made as a historical claim - in which a tendency is diagnosed by
reference to the operation of a ‘philosophical imaginary’? that arises from
distinctively masculine social experience. There are feminist writers who
think that all of philosophy excludes or subordinates the symbolically
feminine, so that they take the whole philosophical enterprise to be
irredeemably masculist. Theirs is a radical view, in which the task of
feminism is to find a surrogate for philosophy - philosophy in the
feminine.3

Evidently, the radical view is not our own view. (There is no space for the
project of this book on the radical view.) But we share with the radical view
a belief that a feminist perspective can bring enlightenment by introducing
insights gained from lived experience. Philosophical reflection has always
been conditioned by background intuitions and assumptions about how
people generally behave or what they would think, say, want, intend, in
particular circumstances. To the extent that it may have been conditioned
by a consensus among its (de facto) white, male, middle-class practitioners,
there are likely to be new debates as other sorts of people find their way
in.* Feminism will impinge upon philosophy wherever feminist insights
challenge prevailing intuitions and assumptions. We agree with Sabina
Lovibond, in the first chapter here, that ‘the relation of feminist thought to
its discursive environment’ can be grasped in terms of Neurath’s boat,
‘which cannot find a haven safe from error but has to be repaired while out
at sea’. Feminism is then one among the critical impetuses for the ongoing
repair work that determines philosophy’s historical development and its
sense of its own history.
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As our title signals, the idea of feminism iz philosophy guided us in
commissioning chapters. We think that the work presented here is testi-
mony to the intellectual value of taking feminism to be a radicalizing
energy internal to philosophical inquiry. We resisted using the more generic
“feminist philosophy’ in the title, partly because our own enterprise is more
circumscribed than that would suggest, and partly because that label can be
misunderstood. People sometimes suppose that ‘feminist philosophy” must
either name a subject area — as, say, ‘political philosophy’ does — or else
stand for something that is meant to supplant philosophy. But at least as we
understand “feminist philosophy’, it stands for philosophy informed by
feminism; and feminism has different sorts of relevance as it impinges on
different philosophical subject areas.

Feminism i philosophy is the product of a single understanding of how
feminism may relate to philosophy. But it is not the product of any
monolithic conception of feminism. A feminist may be hostile or sympa-
thetic to essentialist styles of thought, for instance; she may take feminist
politics to have social androgyny as its goal or think that it should aim at
creating cultural and intellectual spaces for sexual difference. On matters
such as these, no party line is toed here. Indeed we hope this collection
exhibits pluralism within feminism. What unifies the present work is our
conception of philosophy and of feminism’s relationship to it.

There are other conceptions of feminism’s relationship to philosophy
than our own. That ours is not the only fruitful one is evident from the
enormous and disparate body of work published under the heading
‘feminist philosophy’ which is informed by different conceptions. There is,
for instance, the ‘radical’ view already mentioned, which sees feminism’s
philosophical task as finding a truly feminine counterpart to an irredeem-
ably masculist tradition. There is also the postmodernist view which sees
feminism’s task as bringing philosophy per se to an end, so as to make way
for some preferred, perhaps more literary, discourse. Although work
deriving from these views is not represented here, several of the chapters
are in dialogue with it. Perhaps this dialogue is possible because of a
common purpose — the exploration of the philosophical implications of
gender and sexual difference. But however that may be, the important
thing, which we hope to have achieved, is to encourage continuing debate
across different conceptions of feminism’s relation to philosophy while
producing a volume whose content and organization promotes a particular
one.

Our idea of feminism 7z philosophy is also born of the ambition that
feminist contributions should take their place in the philosophical main-



