Yael Tamir Replies

A{mrdi-w.:n Martha Musshaum, my ar-
gument in “Hands O Clitorideceo-
my CommiEs me W (ane of more of ) theee
theses, | will nor discuss dhe fipss, which she
concedes 1o be mue, ar the scond, which,
& she acknowledpes, | am not Eemred
o The third shesis Musbaum srerebures mo
ine is that “female genital munlation is
morally on 4 par with prictices of dieting
and l‘h.ﬂ_l.r -l.h.'iprng i Amencan culmre” |
obwiously eake thia thes m be ml%ﬂidﬂi.
Let e begin, then, by smting my posi
pon. Clieondecoomy;, | arges, Tis obvouily
3 deplorable practice. Ir i, among othet
things. an extremely painful, raumatizing
mustilation of young girk that lexves them
permancnith dil.f‘i:l_mj.m:! it &p:i'-nf ool s
ustl enjoyment. We should express no ym-
pathy toward those who practice ir, and
support those wiho struggle to end " My
operiing stEtement this s all ehe abijex-
picis Mhimbanem labors o cmblish. Moe-
over, if rakes clear thar | do not achvocne a
Framids-ail] approach (o vindations of himan
raghs aginet women. [nstesd, [ object m che
WiV a Jur'ln.l.LLﬂ Joimsd u-f.u_;;.:nu.-m ks ey
e i feeent debates oan rmudioiluel e
Sy conwern, then, was ser whether cli-
toviidectamy i@ defermible—ir o nor. Mo
whether those who obiect to it should enjov
gur support-——they surely should. Mor
wﬁu:hr: 15-1 1-:&'.1.'_1 Hnm‘riﬂ'. Elw‘ﬂ\.l i: I
wise to miakee refeeetuce 1o it i a polrical con-
et iy dvmcen o alescle, the comacheice snel el

WMM{M L]
danpr—pathaps i o, | oonoemre wstesd

ot the role references fo chitordectomy play
iA ourRen J'Hll'i!r'\.af discoure [Tnfortmare
b it is sy to ignore this mee-theoretical di-
mension and shift the debaee back mo mose
concree and les controvesial questions,
r‘hll%lﬂlll‘ll th.l"' I|'||:|'..4-I|'|l:1}~."r.‘lu..|.| I.'l"llll.
I e ro uisiclerend which of dye oy rou-
|:'!|I||:'_ PN Oof l.'.l!-:.-ll-._“-l.'-.tllrll:\-— |:'.'.i‘.1. rishs
it the |:'_||'L<- |'III:|"H-I\. =l ard |,h:u-..‘-ll-11i= l:l.',lll.'.d bsealith,
miitikarion of the body, peevention of sexu-

al enjoymens, coercion, or social implics-
tons-—makes it such a popular example
One may of course claim that this s the
WITHIE (B TION 00 ask; that ol is pm.'u-:lu'ﬂ'rr
|11u]r|-|.1.:|.r|n.| ramure of the hanm camsed by
dhirordectormy that acoouns hor the equent
reference made 1o i Thene are other exam-
rni-u. of abise and hann co women bue, as
Frances Kamm angues, a prctce enoom-
r_msinF a chuster of harmiul ASPRECES B fat
wonrse than one coniaining any anc of these
ety and therefore i a !:H.nl.":r.‘i.ljn..llTlph.‘.
This inference from the enl of 2 practice o

While I share
Nussbaums ﬁ*m inist
social vision, [

think her mode of

argument reflects
some of the trends |
am warning against.

1:-.{1%. -.‘l-;_:k‘?mm\ m?ﬁfm mrnph-.:‘n:lm
be clarihyang, they also tend 1o armficially
break the continuiny between our own failes
anid those exhibited by the mplb_ And
thuar discontinuiny werms to free g from dhie
meed 1o peflec o amd armend CHAN DT WICES

:"-::-' JJ'_lL.'i'lJnﬁtll, 3en, imviles us to e -
ine the troul -I.ut; elerments of citnrdec TEHIY
one E'-:-' CHeE, l-:.l'l-i‘l\'nnE a8 e pn.b:ﬂd that i
injurious nanre wall piot be hully revealed by
sunch exarmination. The point of such analy
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s -is not o claim thar cach aspect 15 a5
harmiful ax the while. nor that a pracuce that
cosains several harmiul aspeces i no worss
than a practice thar contains anby one. Fagher,
the aiem & 1 :-mph.m:r COnOMLENS Berweorn
liscal amdd “slien” practices. This method ix
ITHPEFALIve iR CROsS culniral compansons, in
which ene must compare pracrices that soem
at beast st first gight, rather disarnilar
Morereeer, a piocaimeal snakysis ol a prac-
rice mav albow for a far more nuanced and
sophisticared kind of social crivicium. Let me
ZIvE PWO EXam pes The firsr 15 offersd h"-
Kamms evalution of the relarve severity of
phyvsical and p!'l-'q.'!li.:lh-:lgll.'-.if damage. She
Wi, ":_'l.{.h.- e b that, iF 3 culbmere limio
thie mabiliry of women by bindig theo feet,
this i worse than if it limes thetr mobilioe
by hicwEse srresd Of wvere |n'|-"J'|l'l|l‘.'-g|-.'-l| pres-
surre poigay home. ™ There ix, she concludes
samething special abour physacal mtrusaons
We may debare this e Is the unsquenes
ol l"ll'._l.h.i.'.al harm |-_r|r~'-|:|n-|.|.n| in e severary of
the barm inficted o in sty noticeshle
cifeees? Should we imesnere harm in rerms
ool FESEFALT o avamonorTny, devalwnon of s=f
CUSET, fruim, the |-_|:|._] o HibE ol J:.III'-\-"\- i pet-
scwn e lve? Clan Blamim gy with sirsnce
that a worman who b placed under homese ar
nest oF i 5o intimndated that the nicver clares
ey leave her howse has g berer life than one
whie has been foeomd m underpn citande
EorTYy L 1 carvnot addms these quetaons here
But rotice that they would not even have
arwen iFwe were looking in shocked horros
at the phenomenan of ditarddectomy as a
whale, not separating its peychological, per
soal. and oomrmunal harmo
The piecemeal comparison offered 1n
w aban encorages o secod kinad of
concerning the different wayvs so-
cla] norms and instioutions mold women's
expectations of themselves and their hodies
[t weas im this context dhat | wwed the exam-
ple of dieting and body shaping, It is norun
comman, | angued, o And American
women who tuffer from misconceptions
abour their bodies. | still hold this claim o
be true, and am somewhar puezsied by M
baumns respoasse, which reflecs satitacnon
with her own sociery, She notes, with 3 cer-
tain pride, the |H.la.1u'|ar|l'..' af T Begury
Myt But dhan i‘l.\'!mhj iy reHlect the wwer
iy o the problema it descrbed, and i veould
be naive to think dhar i mccess has dra-
Iill.-tliL..IH:. . h:lrl!_'h‘.l thee namiee af rh.ngq

ere doss wuch social oritkoism kead?
Cerminly noe s refraining from crit
ciring other socsetyes 2x long as our own s
ety is imperfect. Americans shouldn’t have
svoided criticizing either Apartheid or the
extermunation of the Jews beciuse their own
sociery exhibics 3 mesuire of racial discrim-
RAALKCH o anti-Serminsr bt thelr criticim
ahvouild be ol 3 particulber kind
af our own defeces, then, as Kamm argues,
we should cerainly not sop i, “IFehis opens
the way for othes ta criticize our own de-
feces, thar would also be a good thing, ™2
'-'-'hI:P]EI'Il.'-IITI."'L:”':l' EQTOL; My CIILCISET -qu]“
way the example of ditondectomy is used
in recent debates procoeds precisely along
these lines. The standard rhetoric beads us

' doubr wherher such & claim i jumibed. A
wimiin who underpoes disoddeciomy can have
& full and u:mf:.'l:ug life. everi of -.n-_u]Ep bt
rive, of 3 kind that o woman kepe ander house
arvest 1w unlidsty m EXpeTiCE

ro condemnn other soceties while ranime
i tive dehonsncies of oner own. Henee it ob-
-1ﬁ|,_11 fruichal ceoss-rudnonal critheivm, anid
Fosters social hypocrsy, periaps ever rrvaral
obtuseriess and parochialiom

Wi all self-peflective criviciam beads 1o the
s conclusion. George s padpment of what
i defrrrive iy our owm society differ radiclly
froan mw owmne | cerminky dio nog think: that
'.|.1_||:r|,!_-|'|_:5 l_'l_ll_HjEil_"."l.!'l{nlL‘I be I:H."l.l £ LN ST
of the insmrution of marriage or to sexul
chasre Safl, | appreciate his remdines b en-
e in such a refective process. Psor docs
_-;p-tn::fn: an ol abwvays rose on the
ARITIE rvpe of analysis While | share Mios-
baeermys ferninas social visaon, [ chink her mode
of arguament refbects some of the trends | am
'|-l.'.II'I"I..II1!_: against. [t dermonstraces how candsd
dedacaison o the needs of arlens mury blind
us o the Haws of our own sociery, partly as
a way of magnifying the evil we are derer
ruined 1o fiphe Buc the evil of dinoridecormy
& evident and neoeds nao -'.f-.-nk;rlu.-rur||-_. sl
the strugple against it is only hampered by
aclogsting a posnure of cultural spenorin

Nluﬂ! i mirely knows that the socal
.|='u| |l|l|.I'I|.J| ;-umr||rv~n:'-- O WOTmeny
15 not restncted t [ hed Wordd countnies o
|

whe riehih

Irrimigrant cofmmmiien. B, o
wciety i far better than i socketes in which
dirondecromy i performed. She then paing
b the b explanation of that differeno—
the hagh level of female dlliteragy—bun her
consadizensty thus thas suaggees rrues eo che -
pon of consent s dangerousy muskeading

| find the theoretical discussion of aow
wrar exgrermeky challenging, as | am hesitane
o determine when consent is freely ex
pressed, Dolideslly, however, we should be
VErY careful nar o |.|.|.'|.|:|!u.|i.|i':|.'1]':¢ reHevtinve
powers of indivichialy whe fnd dhemefies
wendler soctal, sconomic, and pobitical sres
Nussbaum surely wonld Aot want women
ts be deprived, on the besis of her angguemenss,

-:I'll'-i:.-r r'._.'i'lr D VORE {hf ':E:l'l (n 1l (d plmal

I"""\:.4.'-.'\\-!'1«||:'r| Tt o peadd iy .-rt‘;l JETETHL
23 3 iu'-ll!il..|1|l.||:| '|:::lr EL;ll-'.'\-l'.Il!; ihie [li.l_.;,"u ol
nthi‘r'l I'-;.'ll'l'll'l'l BT e o By g |:||_4|
Third Wodd wcietes are not a '.1.'r|'!-_|'-c.l.i-
naned to sabve their problems as we are 1o
solve aun. They are both wrong: | am nei-
et & molatonin nor an ditiss, My argu
ment was meant o allow for more fraidul
ieeesretical disciesdon and more pointed po
hincal action: 1o detect the |.1n||l|rn 1o wihiadh
£ 5|'.-.=r|-.5rr.u-:n_1- mhura pain futl illsmeragon.
and direct our effors againg them, I illis
eracy is one of the causes, why are we not
highring it? Why not dedicare ime, money,
and P'I.II.IIF.JI mntlaence o -.m:.mij agzing
such a devastating fearure of women's Jves
whose harmbul effecs range tar beyond di-
toridecgomy? Why is this lsue noe discumed
@ exrithusiastically as cliroridecrommy?

The anwwer, s 1 sgpeseed bn my article,
has o do with the et rernity of the exam
ple and s soaually sensational rarure, which
s magnified when we dwell on ity details
Another factor, which [ Giled 1o seres in Y
original plece, is no bes important ﬁgl-.;i.—.,'!_
illiteracy demands & generous investmeric of
maney and effort in the afficed COLEMITIES,
wmething Western sociesies gre extremely
rehuctant o offer. Cotess maraliring ir casy
It is far ot diffuculs fEart I:-I-'-"H.'IIJIE ihe
means needed o edhucste weomen. thus e

pewering them to defend their stand. B
*Ser Frances Kamm's Feply
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