#NOTME: A COMMONWEALTH FOR MANKIND

Deirdre M. Bowen*®

[CJivic promiscuity that mixes the two sexes in the same tasks, in the same
work cannot help but engender the most intolerable abuse."

I. INTRODUCTION

The notion of the commonwealth is not a concept clearly articulated in
sociological theory.? Yet, the underpinnings of the meaning of
commonwealth rely on a set of assumptions about any given society made up
of individuals with a shared goal.’> The method by which individuals arrive
at a collective well-being, or rather, identifying a model of a collective well-
being defines the basis of early sociological theory, particularly for Emile
Durkheim.* Durkheim is noted for, among other things, developing a
sociological theory that argued for the human rights and dignity of
individuals in order to ensure the functional workings of a complex and
diverse society.’ However, equally notable is who Durkheim excludes from
this human rights paradigm: women.® This Article focuses on the modern-
day legacy of Durkheim’s theory, and, in particular, his view of women. It
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argues that the framework, rationale, and language used to theorize women’s
role in society is still in use today to the detriment of women, despite
significant political and legal advances for women.

Durkheim and his predecessors, such as Comte and Rousseau, who
significantly influenced his theoretical underpinnings of society, are
considered social liberals on all matters related to individual men operating
within the social structures of any given society.” Remarkably, though,
Durkheim, and his predecessors are decidedly socially conservative® when it
comes to addressing what is known as the “woman question.” Indeed,
Durkheim fully embraced a patriarchal society in which men are the crucial
and capable actors who create a more sophisticated and cohesively moral
society.'” Women are not merely left out of the equation; they are relegated
to a diagnosis of amoral, asocial beings devoid of significance.!' Durkheim’s
diagnosis relies on biological determinism.'> The nature of women as
creatures different from men defines their traits as passive, lowly, primitive,
intellectually inferior, and affective.'* And therefore, the roles defined by
biological determinism dictate that women are best suited for the private
sphere, i.e., reproducing and caring for the family.

This Article argues that a key legacy of the Durkheimian theory of
society is that it gives permission for otherwise social liberals to join with
social conservatives in endorsing, protecting, and rationalizing a patriarchal
society that continues to subjugate women on the basis of a discourse of
biological and social determinism.' This legacy did not cease to exist at the
end of the twentieth century when the civil rights movement took hold.'* Nor
did it dissipate with the second or third wave of feminism.'” In fact, this
Article asserts that this legacy is thriving in the twenty-first century, even in
the face, or perhaps most notably in response to the #MeToo movement and
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® Id at 16.

10 1d. at 7-20.
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related politically powerful interests directly related to women.' The
continued effort to relegate women literally and figuratively to the private
sphere and margins of the public sphere is quite intentional.

To that end, this Article is organized in three parts. Part II briefly
introduces the framework of Durkheim’s theory of society in order to
contextualize the legitimacy of a patriarchal society. Part I1I briefly describes
Durkheim’s limited theoretical treatment of women, which serves also to
further rationalize the necessity and legitimacy of a patriarchal society in his
view. Part IV critiques this public/private segregation of men and women and
discusses its legacy using a case study analysis of the #MeToo movement as
evidence of the consequence of this hypocrisy and perverse assertion that
such gendered apartheid is not just preferable or natural, but necessary for
evolution and continued functioning of society. While this framework,
rationale, and language is much more coded now, society, particularly even
so-called liberal-leaning political and legal interests, continue to frame
women and men in this biologically deterministic way in order to maintain
and protect patriarchal social structures. This Article strives to demonstrate
the ways in which both powerful left-leaning men and some women reify this
biological determinism and in turn, perpetuate the exclusion of women as full
and equal participants in the public sphere.

I1. A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF DURKHEIM’S THEORY OF SOCIETY

Durkheim, considered one of the founding fathers' of sociology, may be
said to have possessed the most interest in the question, broadly speaking, of
how a commonwealth works.?’ He did not use the word “commonwealth,”
but rather sought to understand “society” as an entity in which individual
citizens of that society exhibited the best of themselves through the
expression of a collective conscience that was, in fact, the personality of
society rather than any one individual?! Yet, these citizens of society, the
individuals entitled to equality, justice, and dignity included men alone.?
Men, according to Durkheim, will socialize and moralize themselves into a
collective conscience—the makings of a functional interdependent society.”

18 See ME T0O., https://metcomvmt.org (last visited Feb. 28, 2019).
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2 See generally EMILE DURKHEIM, THE DIVISION OF LABOUR IN SOCIETY (George Simpson trans.,
Free Press 1960) (1893).

22 LEHMANN, supra note 6, at 22-25, 40.

2 Durkheim was equivocal in the role of class and race in the hierarchy of society, but he was quite
clear that women were incapable of operating in the public sphere. /d. at 25.
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Durkheim asserted that society exists as an entity unto itself in which
individuals are shaped by the constraints of the society in which they live.?*
Indeed, the collective conscience that emerges from society creates the moral
framework from which males, the only sex fully developed morally and
intellectually, behave for the good of themselves, but also, for the good of
society.”” Such a view runs contrary to Weber and other sociological and
psychological points of view that assert it is individuals who actually shape
society.”® Interestingly, Durkheim viewed society as pre-existing and
responsible for shaping individuals—however, he was referring only to males
as active participants who can be shaped and civilized by society.?’

Emile Durkheim’s theory of sociology rests on one key concept: society
is an organism that occurs independently from the individuals that operate in
it.2 In other words, society has its own reality.” Rousseau, a philosopher, in
some ways informed Durkheim’s thinking on this concept and legitimized
for him the idea of sociology as a science, because if society is real, it can be
studied.®® Therefore, according to Durkheim, in order to understand
individuals, one must understand the society from which they came.’! But
first, one must understand the meaning of society.3? Of course, when
Durkheim referred to the study of individuals, he was referring only to
(mostly) men.?

2¢ DURKHEIM, supra note 21, at 202.

% Id at 398.

? KENNETH D. ALLAN, EXPLORATIONS IN CLASSICAL SOCIOLOGICAL THEORY: SEEING THE SOCIAL
WORLD 148 (Pine Forge Press 2d ed. 2010).

27 LEHMANN, supra note 6, at 14.

2 DURKHEIM, supra note 21, at 24.

¥ See, e.g., Erik Malczewski, Durkheim’s Sui Generis Reality and the Central Subject Matter of
Social Science, 31 CURRENT PERSP. IN SOC. THEORY 161 (2013).

%0 Durkheim observed that Rousseau believed that individuals come together as social beings to form
society, but what is formed is not a collection of the individuals® characteristics, but rather a society with
its own characteristics. Society creates a “general will” that endures independent from any “individual
will.” Andrew Roberts, Durkheim and Weber s Contrasting Imaginations, SOC. SCI. HIST. FOR BUDDING
THEORISTS, http:/studymore.org.uk/ssh6.htm (last visited Mar. 21, 2019). Durkheim quoted Rousseau
stating, society is “a moral entity having specific qualities distinct from those of the individual human
beings which compose it.” Jd. (internal citation omitted). “For Rousseau, Durkheim says, ‘society is
nothing unless it be one, definite body, distinct from its parts.” He recognizes that the social order is ‘an
order of facts generically different from purely individual facts.”” /d. (internal citation omitted). It is
important to note, however, that Rousseau was a “state of nature” philosopher whose main inquiry started
with understanding individuals independent of the influences that society has on them. /d. Durkheim did
not hold to this “state of nature” school of thought. /d.
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Durkheim borrowed from biology in defining society as a living,
developing, and evolving organism.** He theorized that societies, like
organisms, can be quite simplistic and evolve into complex creatures.> A
defining feature of any society is what Durkheim coined “solidarity.”
Solidarity is the set of phenomena that holds society together.”” It is glue, if
you will. Durkheim further elaborated on this concept of solidarity by
articulating its two types, which correlated with how developed a society
was.

The first type, mechanical solidarity, refers to the bond that joins more
simplistic societies together.”® A defining feature of a less complex society is
that it tends to be more homogenous, in which individuals are similar in how
they function for day-to-day subsistence.” For example, in an agrarian
society, most individuals subsist on what they produce themselves.*® These
societies are cemented by their shared beliefs and value systems. However,
Durkheim pointed out that bonds tend to be weaker in less developed
societies that rely on mechanical solidarity, in large part because these
societies tend to have less social interaction.*! Moreover, the rule of law
further demarks mechanical solidarity. Law in these societies is typically
repressive or punitive, rather than restorative, given that the application of
law serves a number of purposes in maintaining mechanical solidarity.*

First, a repressive law works to discourage individuals from acting in
self-interest by ensuring harsh punishments will be meted out.”” Second,
repressive law makes clear that infraction of the rule of law harms society
and preventing harm to society rather than the individual is the primary
goal.* Third, the application of repressive laws defines the boundaries of
community membership.** Those that break the law are deviant and viewed
as outsiders.*® By defining what is deviant, individuals have a shared purpose
in not breaking the rules, expressing their agreed upon values, and ensuring
society’s survival and their own membership in that society.?” But again,

3 DURKHEIM, supra note 21, at 190-91.
35 Id. at 204-05.

% Id. at 16.

3 Id. at 64.

3% Id at 181.
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4 See id. at 180—81.
4 Id. at 109.

42 [d

Y Id at 69.

% Id at 71-72.

S Id at 72-74.

* Id. at 74.

47 Id. at 73.
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Durkheim here is referring only to men’s criminal propensity. Women could
not share in this deviant behavior because of their less developed mental
status.*®

Ultimately, the rule of law encourages a social bond that is fairly weak
in less complex societies.* Yet, underlying the rule of law is the idea that it
is man who needs to be controlled from deviant behavior because only men
are capable of engaging as social beings in society.*®

Durkheim, again, stressed that this mechanical solidarity is what makes
society an independent real organism separate from and pre-supposing the
individuals who inhabit it.°' In fact, Durkheim theorized that in history, in
less developed societies, the men and women were more closely matched in
their lack of development.”> However, men possess a propensity for
evolutionary development that women simply lack.* Society influences man
whether it is more or less developed, and men respond in kind due to their
propensity to become more civilized.>* Men inherently have a greater
capacity to become civilized because of their social, moral, and intellectual
traits.”> Women, on the other hand, are stagnant onlookers, doomed to their
naturalistic, animalistic state.’®

As societies develop in complexity, Durkheim wrote in The Division of
Labour, a new type of solidarity develops.”” This new type of solidarity is
known as organic solidarity.*® It does not replace mechanical solidarity, but
rather builds upon it.*® Indeed, Durkheim thought that mechanical solidarity
was fundamental to the functioning of any society regardless of its level of
complexity.®® In other words, all societies, at their core, had agreed upon
values and norms. However, Durkheim observed that as societies become
more complex, the members of that society become more individualistic and

48 LEHMANN, supra note 6, at 82—83.
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later editions of The Division of Labour, he revised his thinking on this approach. Mambrol, supra note
49,
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diverse unlike their less developed predecessors.®’ But, this individualism
does not weaken the solidarity of society, but rather strengthens it.?
Durkheim noted that such an assertion appears as a paradox when he posed
the question how individuals in a society can become more separate and
different from one another, yet the society in which they dwell becomes
stronger.®® The answer lies in understanding the nature of organic solidarity.

Organic solidarity is based on the dependence male members of society
have on one another, as the active members of society.* Organic solidarity
emerges from the divisions of labor that naturally occur as a society increases
in complexity.®*As male individuals become more specialized in the type of
labor that they engage in, they become more dependent on each other to meet
their basic needs and maintain the continued functioning of society.®® What
a male individual may have been able to achieve in a less complex society
without having to rely on others, is not possible in a complex society.’” The
complex society is higher functioning in that it can produce and achieve more
because the individuals within are capable of more sophisticated labor.®® But,
with increased specialization of labor, men are no longer able- to
independently achieve all the tasks necessary to function on a daily basis: In
that sense, males must rely on each other and each persons’ specialized labor
function in order to survive as individuals and as a society.*’

Finally, specialized labor, in theory, creates opportunities for all men to
develop skills based on their individual talents. Durkheim thought this
interdependence would lead to greater social interactions among a society’s
male members.” Unlike mechanical solidarity, organic solidarity would lead

¢ Malczewski, supra note 29.

62 Id

S 1

% Mambrol, supra note 49.

6 Durkheim viewed the development of more complex socicties as part of the natural order. In less
developed societies, individuals engaged in the same type of labor for survival. Competition for resources
would naturally ensue. Specialization was an essential strategy for combatting competition. Specialization
of labor could only occur in more complex societies that had what Durkheim referred to as moral and
material density. In addition, it is important to note that even in societies with organic solidarity, women
are not differentiated in the way men are. The division of labor occurs with men, but not women. Their
roles remain the same as they were in a less complex society. LEHMANN, supra note 6, at 74-93.

% Durkheim was inspired by the economist Adam Smith in developing the ideas behind The Division
of Labour. However, unlike Smith, Durkheim did not see the division of labor emerging from an “invisible
hand” of the economy because of individual self-interest. Rather, Durkheim saw the division of labor as
a pre-existing condition, if you will, that permeated all aspects of society from the political to the economic
to the bureaucratic and judicial. Mambrol, supra note 49.
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to greater social bonds and shared values and norms precisely because of
these increased social interactions.”' Indeed, these social interactions
occurred in the male domain—the public sphere—while women toiled in
greater isolation in the private sphere.”

Timing, however, is everything, according to Durkheim. He cautioned
that individuals did not exist first with particular multifaceted functions and
then organize into a more complex society.”® Instead, Durkheim maintained
that society exists sui generis, then the division of labor emerges as society
becomes more complex. This new more sophisticated labor becomes a
unifying purpose of society.” From there, males take on specialized roles and
become increasingly differentiated within this organism, but are always
constrained by mechanical and organic solidarity.”” It is through this
approach, Durkheim argued, society forms individuals; individuals do not
form society.”®

These tenets really define the social liberalism components of
Durkheim’s theory of society. A crucial component of his social liberal
capitalistic theory was individualism.”” Individuals, specifically males, have
innate abilities and skills that they can develop. Toward that end, class or race
as categories should not be defining features of what individual males can
achieve.” Instead, each man should choose his specialized role in society
based on his unique talents.” This individualism and diversity did not reduce
unity within society. On the contrary, it led to the integrating layers of
mechanical and organic solidarity.?

Let us explore how mechanical and organic solidarity work hand in hand.
Mechanical solidarity operates from two important components. The first is
an agreed upon set of beliefs and values. The second is action based on those
beliefs and values—in other words, practices and rituals that reify the beliefs
and values. In any given society, those values play out in a series of vignettes
from the way men interact with each other on a daily basis in the public
sphere. In other words, a social life exists in society, but it is created from the
mechanical and organic solidarity vis 4 vis males interacting in an agreed

71 Id

2 Durkheim saw this segregation as a critical piece of work. DURKHEIM, supra note 21, at 60.

3 SWINGEWOOD, supra note 4, at 104-05.

74 Id

" Id. at 11314,

" Id at 118.

77 LEHMANN, supra note 6, at 30—31.

" However, Durkheim was unambiguous in his theoretical assertion that women did not share these
characteristics or abilities. /d. at 8.

7 SWINGEWOOD, supra note 4, at 104—05.
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upon manner within that society. These values and practices came from
mechanical solidarity but continue to be passed down from generation to
generation, even in complex societies, serving as the rules of engagement for
interdependent transactions.®'

Essentially, the values that emerge and track generationally allow for
organic solidarity to flourish. According to Durkheim, male dependence on
each other in the public sphere, via organic solidarity, requires interactions
of a predictable nature. The agreed upon values that serve as unwritten norms
in daily social interactions allows not only individual males but society as a
whole, to develop a collective or common conscience.®> Again, Durkheim
viewed this common conscience as not the sum of the individual male
consciences, but an entity unto itself. Society is greater than the sum of its
parts and it is passed on and expressed through generations of male
interactions.®® Women play no role in the development of this collective
conscience, according to Durkheim, because they do not have the moral or
social capacity to do so.%

Durkheim also noted that as societies become more complex, the rule.of
law also changes from repressive to restitutive.®> Because the social bond
among individual males is greater in more complex societies, the purpose of
law evolves from defining the boundaries of society and forming a collective
identity around punishment, as required in mechanical solidarity, to restoring
the individual male harmed by the lawbreaker.?® Restitutive law focuses on
the increased understanding of individual interdependence and social
interactions.®’

For example, Durkheim used the institution or social phenomenon:of
religion as a vehicle to study solidarity and collective conscience.®® Religion,
while not the only institution that expresses or informs the common
conscience, offered Durkheim a prime research tool as a social institution for
examining differences in societies and those societies’ effects on the
individual males existing within. Durkheim explained that in studying society
as an organism, “social facts” would become evident.? These social facts,

8 1d.

82 K ENNETH SMITH, EMILE DURKHEIM AND THE COLLECTIVE CONSCIOUSNESS OF SOCIETY: A STUDY
IN CRIMINOLOGY 12 (Anthem Press 2014).

8 Id at22.

8 LEHMANN, supra note 6, at 32-33.

85 Mambrol, supra note 49.

8 1d.

87 ]d
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comprises only a limited group of phenomena. A social fact is to be recognized by the power of external
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like society itself, exist independently from individuals.®® They are like the
living currents that pass through an organism.’! In this case, they are the rules
that organize society.”” In fact, individual males are constrained in their
actions by these social facts. This point is key to Durkheim’s theory that
society forms individual males but individuals do not shape society.”?
Durkheim viewed religion as a key institution that both reflected social facts,
reified the values of society, and created shared meaning and goals amongst
its male members through its symbolism and artifacts.*

In perhaps his most famous study, Durkheim used the correlation
between suicide rates and the type of religion to which individual males
adhered, to explore how social facts influence individual behavior.”> On the
one hand, religion is an expression of mechanical solidarity.*® The rituals and
practices of religion that people engage in reify the values and beliefs of that
social organism—i.e., society.”” In studying rates of suicide, Durkheim
observed that the rates of suicide do not appear to vary much from year to
year.”® He argued that suicide, if truly an individual act, should change greatly
from year to year based on the varied mental states of individuals at any given
time.*® However, Durkheim found that the rates vary based on certain other
conditions, i.e., societal conditions, such as religious membership or
economic conditions.!” Durkheim compared the rates of suicide in
subgroups where people did not participate in church membership with
groups that did. In addition, he compared subgroups like Roman Catholic

coercion which it exercises or is capable of exercising over individuals, and the presence of this power
may be recognized in its turn either by the existence of some specific sanction or by the resistance offered
against every individual effort that tends to violate it.” Roberts, supra note 30 (citing EMILE DURKHEM,
RULES OF SOCIOLOGICAL METHOD 10 (1895)). Moreover, “{a] social fact is every way of acting, fixed or
not, capable of exercising on the individual an external constraint; or again, every way of acting which is
general throughout a given society, while at the same time existing in its own right independent of its
individual manifestations.” Jd. (citing DURKHEIM, supra, at 13). The propensity for societics to marry
more, have more children, etc. are examples of social facts. Individuals are not making these decisions on
their own. Rather, they are influenced by the society and social institutions in which they inhabit.

90

e

2 Id.

93 Id

% Durkheim went so far as to say that the worshipping of God was akin to worshipping society itself.
EMILE DURKHEIM, SUICIDE: A STUDY IN SOCIOLOGY 303—04 (George Simpson ed., John A. Spaulding
trans., Free Press 1966) (1897).

% Id at272.

% Id at 287.

7 Id. at288.

8 Id. at 562.

% Id. at 269.

19 Jd. at261.
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communities and Protestant communities to determine if different rates of
suicide existed within religious communities.'”’ He drew three conclusions
from his findings.

First, church membership offered some protection against suicide.
Suicide rates were lower among groups of individuals who belonged to and
participated in church.!” This phenomenon made sense because religion
manifested community, and Durkheim saw community participation as
essential to a male human being’s existence. In other words, males, as social
beings, understood the meaning of their life, by social interactions in
society—by belonging and interacting in groups.'” Thus, church
membership offered that sense of meaning and inoculated against an
individual’s propensity toward suicide.'™

Second, Durkheim observed that the rates of suicide also differed within
religions.'” For example, Catholics tended to have lower suicide rates than
Protestants.'® Durkheim asserted that these differences could not be
attributed to individual characteristics, but rather to social facts.'”’
Specifically, recall that external to individuals were social facts.that
influenced their behavior. The Protestant religion tended to emphasize
individualism and self-reliance more so than the Catholic Church. Therefore,
members of the former religion experienced fewer social ties and access to
community in times of crisis.'” On the other hand, the Catholic Church
emphasizes the creation of community and service to others.'” Social
connection is a key function of Catholicism.!"” Interestingly, this trend
remains today.!!"

Remarkably, Durkheim analyzed female behavior in this study. He
observed gendered differences in suicide rates even within religion and
church membership.'"? Indeed, men, across all categories, were more likely
to commit suicide than women.'"® However, married women were more
likely to commit suicide than married men, and single men were more likely

01 14 at 273.

192 14, at 303.

193 1d. at 286.

14 1,

105 jd. at 279.

106 Jd. at 282.

97 1d. at 283.

98 Jd. at 304.

1% 1d. at 684.

10 74 at 155-59.

"I Benno Torgler & Christoph Schaltegger, Suicide and Religion: New Evidence on the Differences
Between Protestantism and Catholicism, 53 J. FOR THE SCL. STUDY OF RELIGION 316, 318 (2014).

12 DURKHEIM, supra note 94, at 117.

3 1d at 121.
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to commit suicide than single women.'"* For Durkheim, these differences
were easily understood within his framework where women were
biologically lesser individuals than men. For Durkheim, suicide reflected the
degree of civilization present in social groups.'’® The more civilized a group
of men, the more likely that suicide exists in that society. Men are social
beings where social forces impact them, such as isolation and alienation (an
effect of divorce that puts men, but not women at risk) and therefore, more
susceptible to the vagaries of taking one’s own life.!'® Conversely, as women
are less developed, non-social beings, they are not sensitive to the same risks
of isolation and alienation as single women. However, his explanation does
not offer a compelling rationale for the married women’s greater rate of
suicide over married men.!"”

Lastly, Durkheim was well aware that social alienation was a risk for
men as societies became more complex.'’® While increased production,
efficiency, skill, and opportunity came with more advanced societies, so did
the threat of normlessness.''” Agreed upon norms that did not guard against
self-interest and competition would lead to inequality, exclusion from the
labor force, lack of shared goals, and disaffection.'?® Durkheim viewed the
division of labor as a necessary but insufficient way of achieving the social
order.'”! He believed that the State could play a central role in enforcing the
norms that accounted for fairness, human dignity, equality, and justice (for
men).'?? But again, Durkheim’s concern for human dignity did not extend to
women.

Likewise, Durkheim explored what happens when these social ties
breakdown, weaken, or simply disappear because individuals no longer find
community membership—i.e., they feel alienated from the community.'??
Durkheim referred to this social problem as “anomie”—roughly translated as
normlessness.'** The consequence is social alienation. He observed that in
times of great social upheaval or rapid social change where a society’s shared
norms, values, beliefs, and laws are weakened or no longer relevant, a

"4 1d. at 139-52.
"5 Id. at 34.

16 Jd. at 174.

n7 Id

8 d at 354-56.
9 Jd. at 354.

120 Id

21 Id. at 356-57.
122 Id

13 Jd. at 167-68.
124 Id. at 169-70.
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vacuum exists.'?* And in this vacuum, the social actor, a male, does not have
the guidance needed to understand his place and meaning in society.'?
Culture creates societal adhesion, but culture is dependent on an agreed upon
understanding of norms.'?” When that agreement dissipates, both mechanical
and organic solidarity are at risk.'?® A lack of attachment in society is a social
force that can have a direct impact on each male’s individual psyche in
society.'? But at the risk of exhaustive repetition, Durkheim simply did not
see females as able to experience anomie.'*

To address the mitigation of anomie, Durkheim turned to what he
referred to as subgroups in society.'’! Durkheim viewed subgroups as
essential mediators in creating purpose and membership within the larger
society.!*2 What is quite extraordinary, is the way in which Durkheim framed
women as capable of playing a role in the subgroup known as “family.”"*> It
is here we see women’s main purpose: to assuage men’s desire for interaction
and purpose within the private sphere.'* At the same time, Durkheim
declared that women did not have those same wants and desires because of
their less than human development. In reality, women, under Durkheim’s
theory, were men’s companions in the way dogs are: benevolent observers
of, not actors in, society.

In sum, Durkheim believed fundamentally that males could not be
understood without first understanding society.!** Society shaped men. And
as society grew more complex with the division of labor, men became more
civilized while women were left behind. However, the division of labor as an
organizing principle of society also required the division of the sexes,
requiring that women operate in a subordinate role in order for society to
function.'*® The theoretical rationalization for a patriarchal society in which
women are delineated as the inevitable lesser, as pre-ordained by nature, is
explored in the next section.
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III. DURKHEIM’S THEORETICAL TREATMENT OF WOMEN

First, Durkheim’s work is particularly ripe for criticism because of his
theoretical perspective of women as lesser creatures.!*” A feminist critique of
Durkheim notes his disdain for feminist theory on society’s workings and
most notably, his entrenched belief in social determinism. Durkheim was
adamant that biology offered an indisputable explanation for gendered
differences, which translated to the natural division of labor.!3® Not
surprisingly, this division of labor defined women as naturally subordinate to
men."*® Indeed, the very functioning of society demanded that women be
subordinate to men.'*

We might start with the question did Durkheim consider all members of
society in developing his theory of social conscience and solidarity? The
answer, of course, is yes, he did, but not in equal measure.'*! At the time
Durkheim began writing his theory of society, he was puzzling through the
seismic shift that had occurred in the early part of the twentieth century: the
Industrial Revolution. The mode of production had shifted from the family
to the factory. As stated, Durkheim saw this as a natural development for
society. But the focus of his analysis was on males because males were the
members of the family who shifted from farm work at home to selling their
labor in factories.'*?

Recall, Durkheim was concerned that any society that shifted to organic
solidarity due to a more complex society needed to address issues of self-
interest.'*’ This new interdependence among workers did not necessarily
discourage self-interest.'* He observed that self-interest could harm certain
members of society because others may not engage in fair labor practices or
offer fair pay.'*> Such a result would create social disintegration. Durkheim
cautioned that the State must step in and regulate against this individualistic
tendency toward self-interest at society’s expense.'*® He repeatedly wrote

137 See Nancy L. Wityak & Ruth A. Wallace, Durkheim’s Non-social Facts About Primitives and
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about the needs for a healthy society to have equality and fairness—but,
disturbingly, these protections extended only to men.'*’

Durkheim was able to reconcile his disconnect between concern for
fairness and equality for men and women. The subordinate role of women in
society in which their primary duties involved unpaid labor and servitude was
pre-ordained."*® As noted, biology provided the answer.'* While Durkheim
acknowledged that the societal dictate that women play an inferior role to that
of men actually benefitted men, he also theorized that the natural differences
in disposition and skills between the genders meant that women were
destined to take on the role of nurturer and remain in the domestic domain.'*
Indeed, the inherent limitations of women left no other choice. That human
rights within the home, such as equality, generally, or paid labor for domestic
work, specifically, did not apply to women did not concern Durkheim.
Indeed, he theorized the natural order of things demanded this gendered
division of labor.'*!

In addition, Durkheim did not address the risks for women .in
experiencing a lack of social cohesion, a lack of shared goals, a lack of social
interaction, or a sense of anomie.'? Similarly, Durkheim resisted
acknowledging that social determinism is more an excuse for arguing that
women must remain in a subordinate role than an empirical testable
hypothesis.’> In fact, Durkheim exhibited antipathy towards feminist
critique of social theory.!> He wrote that feminist theory was unscientific,
misguided, and a misconception of society, which was, in his view, an
immutable organism with social structures that dictated social facts.'”
Suggestions such as allowing for divorce as a way to remedy the social
institution of marriage was far too radical because it incorrectly asserted
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social institutions, such as marriage, are fatally flawed.!>® Indeed, social
institutions, like organs of a body, can have ailments requiring attention, but
such institutions cannot be fundamentally changed."” In fact, according to
Durkheim, feminists failed to recognize that social institutions would affect
the members of society differently.!*® Yet, Durkheim seemed only concerned
with how males were affected by social structures.!” Moreover, because he
believed that biology presupposed the natural division of labor for women
and men, differential gendered experiences were not even worthy of study
largely because Durkheim did not view women as actual actors in society.

In contrast to other liberal thinkers who influenced Durkheim, like
Rousseau and Comte, Durkheim took a notably more dehumanizing view of
women.'® They agreed on the public/private dichotomy and the division of
the sexes, but Durkheim went further in that dichotomy.!®! The public and
private spheres also represented the dichotomy of the social and biological
functions in society.'? The private sphere focused on biological functions.'¢3
And, because women were asocial, it made sense that they were only capable
of biological functions such as reproduction.'® Durkheim, unlike social
progressives and even conservative thinkers of the time, did not see women
as capable of having any role in society.'®> Others theorized that during this
time of social upheaval, and the shift to an industrial capitalist economy, men,
acting in the public sphere, would be susceptible to self-interest and
materialism.'® Women, in a key and complimentary role to men, could,
albeit within marriage and family only, socialize and moralize men to behave
morally and collectively in the economic and political spheres.'” But
Durkheim did not see it that way; only men could socialize, moralize, and
educate other men in all realms of society.'¢®
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On the other hand, while liberal thinkers saw all of male humankind as
capable of achievement within society if given the opportunity, conservatives
relegated these capabilities only to men of a certain race, nationality, or social
class.'®® Durkheim was rather vague on this point, but much less so when it
came to gender.!” Recall, Durkheim’s theory of society relied on immutable
social facts. Here, he asserted three corollaries in regard to women. First,
women are asocial and incapable of being socialized.'”' Second, women are
psychologically, morally, and intellectually inferior to men."” Third, the
prior two social facts dictate the segregation and subordination of women.'”
He used “scientific” rationales—i.e., biological ones—to legitimize this
paradigm of women’s natural, inherent inferiority.'” What is most
compelling (and disturbing) is that unlike conservatives who saw women as
possessing some value, and indeed, put their theoretical focus on sexual
differences, Durkheim focused on sexual inequalities and in particular,
women’s complete lack of significance to society.'”” In doing so, he cast
women as no more than cells in the social organism that is society. Women
reproduce—they create the social actors, males, who alone, can participate in
society.'” As Lehmann writes, in casting women in this biological role,
dehumanizing them in essence, Durkheim banished them from society as an
entirely different species from men.'”’ .

History, however, is replete with the damaging effects of relying on
biological determinism as a basis for treating people differently or accepting
it as the basis for social determinism.!”® Yet, Durkheim’s theory rests on a
supposition that men are the only relevant actors in society because they are
the only capable actors-in society. And, as the father of the scientific study of
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society, the credibility and consequences of his positivist theoretical
paradigm remain unshakably present in our discourse.!” Lehmann notes:

Had Durkheim excluded any other human group from society, from
socialization, from civilization, from modernity—from humanity—not only
actually but also potentially . . ., perhaps it would not have taken a century
for scholars to recognize and criticize his position. Had Durkheim
unambiguously and overtly claimed Europeans, or “primitives” or workers
or men could never be social and could never, therefore, aspire to morality,
mentality, modernity—humanity—and should always, therefore, be
relegated to a “separate sphere,” excluded from “public” political,
economic, and cultural life, perhaps his entire theoretical edifice would have
been examined more careful and more critically.'®

To be sure, Durkheim, alone, is not to blame. But in the context of
understanding the commonwealth, of developing a liberal socio-theoretical
understanding of society, women were not just left out of it, Durkheim
dehumanized them. And yet, his liberal theoretical approach is given
incredible credence in the academic and scientific community writ large.'®!

In the next section, I will analyze the effects of the Durkheimian
paradigm of women in the context of the current #MeToo movement. I use
this movement as it is a diverse, female-driven political, legal, and economic
event. The revelations from, and reaction to, this movement, a year on,
provide a compelling case study for feminism’s protracted attempt toward
equality.’? But what makes it most interesting, is the exposure of the
dehumanizing behavior of so-called “liberal” men who allegedly championed
women. %3

" As Lehmann writes, the concern here is that while Durkheim rejected scientific racism, he was
“unambiguous and perfectly overt in his condemnation of women as inherently, essentially, universally,
and eternally Other: different and inferior, biological rather than social, homogeneous rather than
differentiated, primitive rather than modern, animal rather than human, outside society . . . .” LEHMANN,
supra note 6, at 118. It is remarkable because Durkheim existed in a world where women had participated
in the French Revolution, where feminism was flourishing, and his peers took a different more nuanced
theoretical view of women.
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IV. #METOO AND THE LEGACY OF A SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR FEMALE
DEHUMANIZATION

The legacy of using biology to explain social determinism is that it is a
two-edged sword against women. It is both delegitimizing and legitimizing.
On the one hand, it is used to explain why women are subordinate—and why
the patriarchal society is not only inevitable, but necessary. However, biology
is also used to explain and forgive male oppression of women. And (liberal)
men and feminists reify this approach. First, men’s reaction to the #MeToo
movement came from a place of entitlement. Second, the reaction to the
larger question of how to confront sexually harassing behavior in the
workplace (or the home) was ignored until a certain type of demographic
spoke up. Third, the strategic response was to address the “bad apples™ rather
than confront the social structures that permit such behavior. Fourth, the
critique of #MeToo has turned the accusers into villains and turned their own
language against them and women bought into this approach.

As Marx noted, who does not want power?'® And once you get it, why
would you give it away?'® Men, almost all over the world, enjoy
considerable power over women, regardless of race, caste, class, nationality,
or ethnicity.'®® The power most men hold exists in the running of society
generally, but, specifically, men covet sex, either biologically,
psychologically, or socially.'® However, sex is not a resource that they
control access to unilaterally.'® Therefore, men leverage other areas of power
over women to gain access to sex.'®® This power can come in the form of
violence, economic resources, or political power, to name a few. And it is
difficult to imagine a male feeling more threatened than by an accusation of
misconduct that could result in the elimination of other areas of power.

Justice Brett Kavanaugh’s reaction in his Senate confirmation hearings
last September'® really crystalized the sense of entitlement men feel about
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owning power in society generally, but also the power over access to women.
Women are not humans after all. Sex is a resource—a commodity. Justice
Kavanaugh screamed, cried, and commiserated with the male senators about
how he was the victim in this play.'! Senator Lindsey Graham joined him in
the sense of outrage.'” And here is where act one comes into fruition:
ultimately, Kavanaugh was approved as a United States Supreme Court
Justice;'”* just as Donald Trump, accused at least twelve times of sexual
assault was voted in as President.'™

Society starts from a place where men are entitled to this power first and
foremost and then decides whether something so egregious has occurred that
the power should be stripped or eroded. As women are not equal to men, not
really fully human, but rather a sexual commodity, our response is twofold:
one, we develop a narrative that mitigates the male attempt to access the
resource called sex. In this case, the narrative surrounding Justice Kavanaugh
was “boys will be boys.”'®® Biological determinism means men cannot
control their desire for sex and therefore, they are entitled to it.'”¢ Thus, social
determinism means that they should not be punished for it. Second, Justice
Kavanaugh’s reaction to being stripped of power to which he was entitled,
turned him from a victim into a hero. The emotional outburst became
emblematic of what a lot of men were feeling: the #MeToo movement had
gone too far.'”’

It is no surprise that the #MeToo movement gained traction with a white,
famous, wealthy woman, Rose McGowan, in 2017.'® When, in fact, an
African American social activist, Tarana Burke, coined the phrase “Me Too”
back in 2006.'” Centuries of sexual abuse in the workplace, be it the field,
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the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission office, the factory floor, the
fast food restaurant, or the home, did not garner the sense of urgency that
#MeToo did. Women of color had spoken up for centuries.?®® They suffer the
double-jeopardy of dehumanization from both race and gender. They have
reported sexual harassment claims, experienced domestic violence, and
survived sexual assaults more so than any other group of women.”®! Yet, none
of this mattered until men saw a threat—specifically an economic threat—
and responded in a way that would not result in the elimination of their power.

Journalists investigated and broke the story about Harvey Weinstein.?*
Prior to this story, companies dealt with high profile harassers who were
making money for the company by paying big settlements 29 However, these
media companies faced a different calculus once the news about Weinstein
became public. They needed to gauge the economic hit that would be
associated with an initial public outcry. While not necessarily a conspiratorial
monopolistic approach, companies faced with these unrelenting exposés
chose a “bad apple” approach. Rather than refer the matter to the criminal
justice system or even litigate as a civil matter, these media companies chose
to remove the “bad apple.”?®* One can easily imagine the conference calls
with the crisis managers in which the goal is to manage the optics—and the
best optics are to just get rid of the “cad.”?*
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There seemed to be an unspoken rule. Everyone knew that a lot of men
had engaged in the same type of behavior, but someone had to take the fall
for the good of manhood (and the company’s bottom line). In actuality, it
ended up being more than eliminating a bad apple. It was about getting rid of
the symptom without interrogating the cause of the illness. The fact of the
matter is that U.S. society has long had social structures in place to address
sexually inappropriate actions. The judicial system is the most obvious.
However, these social structures were designed to protect, not punish male
aggression. They were designed to reinforce the narrative of the unreliable
lesser than female.?%

To allow these allegations their full due would mean to allow them to
play out in social structures that were vulnerable to the prying eyes of
investigative reporters. Certainly, shocking stories of college rape in which
the aggressor was sentenced minimally had received some journalistic
attention in the past.”” However, this time, the stories were unrelenting.
People were keeping track and making lists.*® Advertisers were pulling out
from the shows and companies where the accused worked.?”® Thus,
economics dictated in almost all cases, removal first, and maybe an internal
investigation later.21°

As stated, the accusations kept coming and the media exposure was
unrelenting. That is when the crisis managers and other men with significant
power developed a new approach to respond to the #MeToo movement. They
cast themselves as the victims and the accusers as the villains.?'' And some
became outspoken and re-emerged to complain or commodify their
victimhood.?'? An all-out moral panic developed following the classic model:
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(1) Women are dangerous; (2) Men’s lives are being destroyed; (3) It could
happen to your son!?'* Notably, mothers were doing the heavy lifting behind
this narrative.'* In doing so, they reinforced the patriarchy.

To be sure, the #MeToo movement was hitting with a blunt instrument.
The nature of the accusations seemed to have no influence on the outcome.
The accusations all seemed to result in the same consequence—careers
destroyed—regardless of the nature or nuance of the accusation.?'’ But again,
one must ask, who was in power making the choice to respond by removing
the accused from the workplace? Such a reaction, as noted above, comes as
no surprise.

Once the moral panic set in, and the villains and victims were recast, the
people in power (mostly men) turned their gaze to the social structure under
attack: the workplace. They reframed the problem as one in which men were
at risk from unreliable, angry, emotional, vindictive women. (You can almost
hear Durkheim saying, “I told you so.”) Rather than interrogate the structural
underpinnings that allow men to engage in such behavior toward women,
because to do so would relegate power in the workplace to someone other
than men, their solution focused on how to protect men while diminishing
any gains women had made.?'® Companies have started to engage in gender
segregation in the workplace?'’—not to protect women from the biologically
driven, uncontrolled sexual urges of their male counterparts (which, as
discussed, appears forgivable, if not permissible)—but rather to protect men
from women who might accuse them of such acts. Such an approach
reinforces the idea that men are entitled to a workplace in which they are free
to act in ways that may make women uncomfortable or possibly fearful. It
also serves to remind society that women are interlopers in the public sphere
and need to be controlled. And finally, it reinforces the notion that women
belong in the private sphere. It allows men to control women in the very way
Durkheim advocated.
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Most discouraging, however, is the discourse used by women who
critique the #MeToo movement. As noted above, without question, the
accusations and consequences operate with little distinction—but did the
accusers really decide the consequences their perpetrators faced? Of course,
many accusers may have little regard for the consequences having
experienced years of pent up rage, humiliation, and frustration, but it is
unclear how involved the accusers were in the policy to hastily remove the
accused. In some ways, the narrative may have escaped the accusers entirely.
It could be the reason why the new organization #TimesUp was created to
confront the structural challenges with workplace harassment.?'

Katie Roiphe points out how any female criticism of the #MeToo
movement creates a backlash against those females.?!” Yet, she focuses on
the emotions of these accusers, asking whether people in that state should be
formulating policy.”® Such a trope reinforces the idea that women are
emotional, and in turn, unreliable and lesser. After all, Justice Kavanaugh
exhibited outrage that is difficult to compare to the emotions of the #MeToo
accusers, yet not only did that make him a hero, it got him on the Court. By
criticizing women who have been silenced for too long for the manner in
which they choose to express their narratives around this issue, Roiphe and
others who do have compelling points, only serve to reify the patriarchy.??!

V. CONCLUSION

Perhaps a more constructive approach is to contemplate why women are
not given a greater sense of agency in the sexuality/resource transaction.
Roiphe and others, such as Caitlin Flanagan, wonder if the women of today’s
modern #MeToo movement of zero tolerance are weak and voiceless.?”? The
question is how does zero tolerance get expressed? Some point to a
generational divide in which female Babyboomers and GenXers knew that
they were responsible for protecting themselves against male aggression.???
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However, other research shows no such divide exists.”?* Women need to be
humanized. And part of that humanization means voicing what is and is not
acceptable behavior loudly and often both individually in micro-level
interactions with men, and at a macro level, as a society developing a policy
that shifts the culture around workplace harassment and equality of women.
It will not occur with gender-based segregation or silence or infighting.
Women are not homogenous, and therefore, dissent must be expressed and
acknowledged.
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