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Assessment 1. 
A sociological perspective is a theory, a certain view on how society works as a whole (Schaefer, 2009). Therefore, to understand sociological perspectives one must understand what constitutes a ‘theory’. A theory as described by Schaefer (2009) is an idea, an idea that explains happenings, behaviours and actions. A sociological perspective is way of understanding the makeup of society not by individuals but by humanity as a whole (Charon, 2012). Within the spectrum of sociological perspectives feminism is categorised as a conflict theory (Schaefer, 2009). Schaefer (2009) describes conflict theory as the need for tension between different bodies within society. The constant struggle and inequalities between these bodies is what drives and characterises contemporary society (Schaefer, 2009). 
This assignment will focus primarily on the feminist perspective of society and will outline the history of feminism, its ideologies in relation to social justice and the feminist perspective in contemporary society. Within this assignment characteristics of the feminist perspective such as the different eras and types of feminists, the patriarchy and how contemporary society has been influenced by these past movements. 
It is understood that the theory of feminism is complex and varied, incorporating all aspects of society differentiating with each individualistic belief (Ferguson, 2017). Backing this up Walters (2005) claims the concept of feminism is vast and the meaning subjective. To justify the complexity of this theory one can look at the effort needed for the feminist perspective to be incorporated into sociology (Skeggs, 2008). Although now an integral theory within certain areas of society the feminist theory still struggles to gain validity in other areas of society (Skeggs, 2008). The feminist perspective is evidently diverse; however, some would define the theory as the fundamental belief that society marginalises and oppresses women (Schaefer, 2009). 
Summarised by Scott (1995) feminism is the recognition that ‘liberty, equality and political participation’ is a human right for both genders. Martinez (2010) describes feminism in a similar manner, the wish to end discrimination, segregation and oppression of women in society. Ferguson (2017) summarises the feminist movement as the fight for ‘equality, freedom, and justice’. Evidently, the underlying principles of feminism are congruent, yet feminism is split into subcategories all advocating for different beliefs within the broader term feminism (Darnell, 2018). 
Women throughout the ages have had to fight to gain inclusion in many aspects of society including law, education and work (Schaefer, 2009). The feminist perspective believe that society was created through a male gaze, a patriarchy where men are above women (Echols, 1989). The need to dichotomise genders is believed to be paramount in the feminist theory of contemporary society, widening social exclusion and inequalities between the genders (Lerner, 1986). Throughout history feminism has been branded in a negative light, its theory degraded and viewed with hostility by both genders (Skeggs, 2008). To the extent the term feminism was looked down upon from feminist themselves who would rather refer to their organisation as ‘Women’s Liberation’ (Walters, 2005). As a result of this it became increasingly difficult for the feminist theory of society to hold any value, with it being ridiculed by not only the male population but the female population too (Walters, 2005). 
Historically, the family dynamic consisted of the male being the head of the family, their duty being to discipline and protect (Moore, 2019). The male role was to be assertive, intelligent and heroic (Hare-Mustin, 1987). Contrastingly, the woman’s place was in the home, women were socially obligated to carry out domestic duties such as raising children, household chores and focusing on their husband (Kerber, 1988). Women were believed to be inferior both physically and psychologically to men with their biological predisposition leaning towards a more nurturing emotional outlook on life (Lerner, 1986). These ridged beliefs pressured woman into subordination, therefore, whilst staying at home they missed out on vital social inclusion such as education and work (Kerber, 1988). 
Patriarchy is the theory that society comprises of different levels of status with women being subordinate to men (Walby, 1989). However, like many aspects of the feminist theory, the patriarchy proves problematic to define as there is a distinct contrast in different theorist’s definitions of the word (Walby, 1989). To understand the patriarchy, one must understand societies history. The history of mankind has been recorded by men, admittedly not every group of man has been represented, but half of the population have been purposely boycotted: women (Lerner, 1986). The absence of women in historical writing is a direct impact of the patriarchy which is dependent on the social exclusion and subordination of women (Lerner, 1986). The patriarchy not only ignored women’s contribution within society historically, but the inequality between genders led to the foundations of contemporary society created solely through the ‘male gaze’ (Schaefer, 2009). Women had no say in social, cultural and political matters yet still had to live the male created reality (Ponterotto, 2016). Patriarchal society managed to silence and marginalise women, removing their power and freedom (Ponterotto, 2016). 

The fight back against the social injustice and discrimination of the patriarchy was first recorded as early as the 16th century (Walters, 2005). Today, the feminist theory  is categorised into four different waves of change (Mohajan, 2022). However, Moloney and Nelson (2017) argue that the wave concepts allows gaps which leads to the assumption of periods of no feminism. Nevertheless, the wave concept is still used broadly today.    
The first wave of feminism came about in the 19th century and fought for social inclusion in general, prioritising women’s suffrage (Mohajan, 2022). Huge steps were made to gain equity such as the right to vote, access to education and own property (Mohajan, 2022). This wave saw the suffragettes came into action leaving a noticeable change within society (Purvis, 1995). Walters (2005) states the vote had become symbolic in reforming societies views on women allowing more social justice. 
Baxandall and Gordan (2002) describes the second wave as one of the most influential of the four, stating that the inclusion we feel today was largely attained during this movement. Legal justice was challenged in this wave with laws such as The Equal Pay Act 1972 being passed, these laws continue to shape the social justice in contemporary society (Baxandall and Gordan, 2002). Within the second wave dating from the 1960’s to the 1990’s liberty of sexuality and the women’s right on reproduction became some of the key aims to feminists (Mohajan, 2022). Additionally, the fight to gain equal pay, the use of sexism and gender within society and the abolition of beauty culture were addressed in hope to gain a more just and inclusive society (Sidler, 1997). 
However, not everyone agreed with the rigid thinking of the second wave feminists, questioning who stood to gain from this movement (Sidler, 1997). The second wave activists were predominantly white women who although marginalised, didn’t suffer the same as other smaller marginalised groups (Sidler, 1997). Thus, bringing about the third wave in 1990’s through to 2000, offering a more ‘global’ view of feminism (Mohajan, 2022).  The third wave focused on inclusion of all women despite cultural, economic and social background, making way for further subcategories of feminism including black feminism, cultural feminism and postmodern feminism (Mohajan, 2022). Pinpointing central definitions and aims of the third wave of feminism proves difficult as this wave relies heavily on the individualisation of feminism (Aune and Holyoak, 2017). Aune and Holyoak (2017) continue to suggest that to some, the third wave focused on recovering feminine qualities and sexuality, despite these being subjective. The third wave looked to offer inclusion to marginalised groups, allow individual views and step away from previous feminist waves (Aune and Holyoak, 2017). 
The fourth wave and current wave of feminism came about in 2012 and is largely characterised by social media (Gnedash, 2022). Gnedash (2022) suggests that the use of social media in challenging gender inclusion is a key concept of the fourth wave of feminism. Social media platforms allow the oppressed to speak out through social justice campaigns Mohajan (2022) states. Mohajan (2022) continues to summarise the aims of the fourth wave as the confrontation of social injustice not only towards women, but to all genders, aiming for a socially inclusive society using the internet as a platform to do so. However, many individuals today state that they do not identify with the fourth wave of feminism (Seidman, 2019). Some believe that feminism is out-dated and invalid in contemporary society (Walters, 2005). Whilst others strongly believe that feminism is a relevant and necessary movement today (Seidman, 2019).
Throughout the waves of feminism there has been no shortage of theory, the ideology, not matching the practice (Hirsch and Keller, 1990). Due to this feminism split into different categories each with their own core beliefs and theories (Darnell, 2018). 
Liberal feminists believe in equality and harmony between both genders (Baehr, 2021). The aim for liberal feminist is to change laws that allow inequality between genders such as the equal pay act (Baehr, 2021). Baehr (2021) explains although there are many different subcategories of liberal feminists, they generally believe in personal and political autonomy. Contrasting to liberal feminist Marxist feminists believe it is the capitalist system which oppresses women, not men, and came about during the second wave of feminism (Mohajan, 2022). Luxton (2014) explains that although widely misunderstood, Marxist feminist believed capitalism used the ‘nuclear family’ to oppress women and the working class whilst benefiting society. Marxist feminism (named after Karl Marx) argue that the role of the proletariat is divided by gender, men are used for production and women for reproduction, thus continuing the cycle of society whilst allowing the bourgeoisie to become richer (Mohajan, 2022).
Cultural feminism is a ‘woman-centred’ approach offering individualistic viewpoints to understanding the subordination of women in society (Wolff, 2007). This type of feminism Wolff (2007) continues to state, celebrates differences between men and women, especially the attributes in women which the hierarchy deemed as lesser. Mohajan (2022) states cultural feminism supports the view that women and men are different, yet both offer qualities needed within society. 
Radical feminism originated in the 1960s with this form of feminism arguing that men oppressing women is the foundation to society (Shapiro, 2007). Radical feminism views society as a patriarchy with men controlling and relying on the female gender being subordinate (Vukoičić, 2013). For radical feminists the lack of equality and inclusion for women is blamed solely on men and the patriarchy (Snitow, 1990).  Beechey (1979) suggests that radical feminists believe the fall of the patriarchy is what will offer liberation and inclusion for women in contemporary society. 
With such a vast array of different types of feminists it is to be expected for conflict to arise (Hirsch and Keller, 1990). Often the language used by the different types of feminist leads to individuals feeling left out and uninvolved (Walters, 2005).  Hirsch and Keller (1990) research suggest tension between different categories of feminist stating that feminists must be more careful around political conversations in fear of offending other feminists. This conflict within the feminist theory has led to the questioning of the relevance today (Anderson, 2015). The argument of feminism today, as throughout history is complicated (Walters, 2005). Feminism to some is rigid with strict fundamentalist interpretations of its definitions (Walters, 2005). Others believe in representing women’s rights and choices however choose not to refer to themselves as ‘feminists’ (Seidman, 2019). For many the lack of education and understanding of the term ‘feminism’ has led to the notion that it is not needed (Anderson, 2016). The misunderstanding that to believe in feminism equals the hatred of men has driven a further divide between the two genders challenging the chance of the two genders working together for equality (Anderson, 2016). 
Despite current views on the validity of feminism today it is of general belief that the raw aims of past movements within feminism allowed for progression within social justice and inclusion (Baxandall and Gordon, 2002). The feminist sociological perspective although broad in respect to ideologies and definition hold crucial theories of contemporary society (Darnell, 2018). The broadness itself leads to a theory which allows space for individuality and freedom of subjectivity (Schaefer, 2009). The social inclusion bought about by this movement is felt today within the workplace, education and women rights (Walters, 2005). Despite individual beliefs of feminism, it is evident the fight of the first wave feminist to the fourth wave feminists has bought about positive social change (Fergusson, 2017). 


Reference List:
Aune, K., and Holyoak, R (2017) ‘Navigating the third wave: Contemporary UK feminist activists and ‘third-wave feminists’, Feminist Theory, 19(2), pp.183-203. DOI: 10.1177/1464700117723593.
Baehr, A. (2021) Liberal Feminism. Stanford: The Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy. 
Baxandall, R., and Gordan L. (2002) ‘SeconFerd-wave Feminism’ in Hewitt, N (ed.) A companion to American Women’s History. Australia: Blackwell Publishing, pp. 415.   
Beechey, V. (1979) ‘On Patriarchy’, Feminist Review, 3(1), pp. 66-82. DOI: 10.1057/fr.1979.21.
Charon, J. (2012) Ten Questions A Sociological Perspective. 8th edn. United States of America: Wadsworth. 
Darnell, L. (2018) An introduction to feminism and cross-cultural body image in the United States. Senior honours thesis. Eastern Michigan University. Available at: An introduction to feminism and cross-cultural body image in the United States (emich.edu) (Accessed: 19/11/22). 
Duncan, S. (1994) ‘Theorising Differences in Patriarchy’, Environment and Planning A: Economy and Space, 26(8), pp. 1177-1194. DOI: 10.1068/a261177.
Echols, A. (1989) Daring to be Bad: Radical Feminism in America. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. 
Equal Pay Act 1970, c.41. Available at: Equal Pay Act 1970 (legislation.gov.uk) (Accessed: 19/11/22)
Ferguson, K. (2017) ‘Feminism Theory Today’. Annual Review of Political Sciences, 20, pp. 269-289. DOI: 10.1146/annurev-polisci-052715-111648. 
Gnedash, A. (2022) ‘The Fourth Wave of Feminism: Political Discourse and Opinion Leaders in Twitter’, RUDN Journal of political science, 24(1), pp. 64-89. DOI: 10.22363/2313-1438-2022-24-1-64-89.
Hare-Mustin, R. (1987) ‘The gender dichotomy and developmental theory: A response to Sayers’, New Ideas in Psychology, 5(2), pp. 261-267. DOI: 10.1016/0732-118X(87)90025-0.
Hirsch, M., and Keller, E. (1990) Conflicts in Feminism. New York: Routledge.
Isaacs, D. (2019) ‘Feminism, Equity and the family-centred workplace’, Journal of Paediatrics and Child Health. 55(5), pp. 497-498. DOI: 10.1111/jpc.14460.
Kerber, L. (1988) ‘Separate Spheres, Female Worlds, Woman’s Place: The Rhetoric of Women’s History’, The Journal of American History, 75(1), pp. 9-39. DOI: 10.2307/1889653.
Lerner, G. (1986) The Creation of Patriarchy. New York: Oxford University Press. 
Luxton, M. (2014) ‘Marxist Feminism and Anticapitalism: Reclaiming Our History Reanimating Our Politics’, Studies in Political Economy, 94(1), pp. 137-160. DOI: 10.1080/19187033.2014.11674957. 
Martinez, P. (2010) ‘Types of Feminism and Solidarity’, Mexican Journal of Sociology, 72(3), pp.445-466. Available at: Types of feminism and solidarity (scielo.org.mx). (Accessed:7/12/22)
Mohajan, H. (2022) ‘An Overview on the Feminism and Its Categories’, Research and Advances in education, 1(3), pp. 11-26. Available at: An Overview on the Feminism and Its Categories Munich Personal RePEc Archive (uni-muenchen.de) (Accessed: 7/12/22).
Mohajan, H. (2022) ‘Four Waves of Feminism: A Blessing for Global Humanity’, Studies in Social Sciences & Humanities, 1(2), pp. 1-8. Available at: Four Waves of Feminism: A Blessing for Global Humanity Munich Personal RePEc Archive (uni-muenchen.de) (Accessed:7/12/22).
Molony, B., and Nelson, J. (2017) Women’s Activism and “Second Wave” Feminism. London: Bloomsbury Academic. 
Moore, L. (2019) Women before the Court: Law and Patriarchy in the Anglo-American World, 1600-1800. Manchester: Manchester 	University Press. 
Ponterotto, D. (2016) ‘Resisting the Male Gaze: Feminist Responses to the ‘Normatization’ of the Female Body in Western Culture’, Journal of International Woman’s Studies, 17(1), pp.133-151. Available at: Resisting the Male Gaze: Feminist Responses to the "Normatization" of the Female Body in Western Culture (bridgew.edu) (Accessed: 7/12/22).
Purvis, J. (1995) ‘The prison experiences of the suffragettes in Edwardian Britain’, Women’s History Review, 4(1), pp.103-133. DOI: 10.1080/09612029500200073.
Schaefer, R. (2009) Sociology A Brief Introduction, 8th edn. New York: McGraw Hill. 
Scott, J. (1995) ‘Universalism and the History of Feminism’, Differences, 7(1), pp. 1-14. DOI: 10.1215/10407391-7-1-1.
Seidman, R. (2019) Speaking of Feminism: Today's Activists on the Past, Present, and Future of the U.S. Women's Movement. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press.
Shapiro, E. (2007) ‘Radical Feminism’, The Blackwell Encyclopaedia of Sociology. DOI:10.1002/9781405165518.wbeosr016.
Sidler, M. (1997) ‘Living in McJobdom: Third Wave Feminism and Class Inequality’, in L, Heywood and J, Drake (ed.) Third Wave Agenda: Being Feminist, Doing Feminism. Minnesota: University of Minnesota, pp. 25-39.
 Skeggs, B. (2008) ‘The Dirty History of Feminism and Sociology: Or the War of Conceptual Attrition’, The Sociological Review, 55(4), pp. 670-690. DOI: 10.1111/j.1467-954X.2008.00810.
Snitow, A. (1990) ‘A Gender Diary’ in Hirsch, M., and Keller, E (ed.) Conflicts in Feminism. New York: Routledge, pp. 9-43. 
Vukoicic, J. (2013) ‘Radical Feminism as a Discourse in the Theory of Conflict’, Sociological discourse, 5, pp. 33-49. Available at: CEEOL - Article Detail (Accessed: 7/12/22).
Walby, S. (1989) ‘Theorising Patriarchy’, Sociology, 23(2), pp. 213-234. Available at: THEORISING PATRIARCHY (lcwu.edu.pk) (Accessed: 7/12/22).
Walters, M. (2005) Feminism: A very short introduction. New York: Oxford University Press. 
Wolff, K. (2007) ‘Cultural Feminism’, The Blackwell Encyclopaedia of Sociology, DOI: 10.1002/9781405165518.wbeosc174. 
