ENGLISH: LANGUAGE ANALYSIS

Judging Other Women

Debate has arisen regarding what comprises a devoted mother in response to a controversial article
published in the ‘Time’ magazine, resulting in discussion about the expectations that women place
on each other. In her opinion piece ‘Why are women hell bent on destroying each other?’ (The Age
— May 14, 2012), Stephanie Peatling asserts that women are constantly harsh and critical towards
one another, and that it is not up to them to judge how a mother parents her child. Her piece is
accompanied by an image of the ‘Time’ magazine front cover that sparked the debate, showing a
mother breastfeeding her three-year-old son. Peatling aims to convey her message through
addressing both mothers who are being judged, and women who are judgemental in regards to
parenting.

In a disappointed tone, Peatling argues that it is wrong for mothers to be judged by other women for
their parenting practices. She states that the “compelling story” published in the ‘Time’ magazine,
about a mother breastfeeding her three-year-old son, provided “an irresistible excuse for women to
rip into each other”. By using such language, she aims to prove to other readers the extent to which
women may go to judge mothers, regardless of the story that they have to share. This influences
mothers to feel a sense of comfort that they are not alone, also encouraging them to agree that such
hostility towards even a positive story is immoral. The accompanying visual also supports this notion
through showing a mother openly breastfeeding her son. The fact that the mother is breastfeeding
on the front cover of a magazine potentially persuades breastfeeding mothers to feel that they are
not alone, also implying that they should not be ashamed of the parenting choices they make.
Furthermore, Peatling claims that people who commented on parenting and women’s websites
“justified their own choices, denigrated others, called mothers who did or did not breastfeed selfish
and generally descended into a good old catfight.” Through listing the various ways in which other
women respond on parenting and women’s websites, Peatling potentially influences readers who
behave similarly to feel a sense of guilt that what they are doing is unjust and incorrect. In turn, they
may feel encouraged to support the notion that such actions are harsh and critical, and that mothers
should not be judged for their parenting styles. The additional comment by Spike also addresses the
behaviour on parenting and women’s websites, stating that problems only arise “when women are
given ever increasing amounts of power and responsibility without any counterbalance”. This
suggests that a reason behind the behaviour of women online may result from the advantages of
anonymity, which may in turn influence them to put forth offensive and demeaning comments.
Combined with Peatling’s argument and the accompanying image, this positions women
accountable for such behaviour to agree with Peatling that their actions are harsh and critical. In
effect, this may ultimately influence them to refrain from judging mothers in the future.

Peatling blatantly contends that women are constantly putting each other down. In the title of her
article, she questions why women are “hell bent on destroying each other”. Using a rhetorical
guestion to begin her piece, she aims to insinuate to readers that no matter what the situation,
women are always behaving in such a manner. In effect, this influences readers to agree with her
that it is typical for women to put each other down and be harsh to one another. Furthermore, the
confident pose and facial expression of the mother in the accompanying image also supports this
notion. The fact that this mother is encapsulated in such a way implies that she knows other women
will judge her because of the story she has to share, however she does not care about what they
have to say. This suggests that the judgemental nature of women is well known and assumed,
which prompts readers to agree that it is typical for women to behave in such a manner. In a similar
vein, CartT comments that some women “prefer to work in an all-male environment because they
cannot stand working with the bitchiness of other women”. Through this, the commenter endorses
the notion that women are aware of their ability to be discourteous and critical towards one another.
This in turn positions readers to agree with Peatling that women are constantly putting each other
down, and that this is not the right thing to do. Peatling further states, “different is not spelt w-r-o-n-
g”, implying to readers that women cannot judge other women because they are different or have
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different practices. Through providing a suggestion to judgmental women about accepting
differences, readers are positioned to be more wary of their actions and thus agree that women
should not be putting each other down.

Peatling further asserts that although it is not a good thing, it is natural for women to ‘rip into each
other’. She claims that the first third of women’s lives are spent “tearing each other down about
clothing and weight”, while the next third “regardless of whether [they] have children [is spent on]
arguing about parenting techniques”. By doing so, she aims to point out to women that they may not
be able to help their judgemental nature, as it has been a part of them from a young age. Thus,
readers are positioned to feel a sense of understanding as to why women tend to denigrate one
another, influencing them to agree with Peatling that it may be natural for women to be this way.
The accompanying visual places further emphasis on the fact that women judge the parenting
techniques of other mothers through the title, ‘Are you Mom enough?’. The title implies that it is a
well-known fact that women will judge this mother for breastfeeding her son at three years old, also
prompting readers to agree that women are normally judgemental. Furthermore, CarlT comments
that “women are catty towards each other because that is simply the nature of the beast”. By doing
so, he outwardly points out that it is, in fact, a part of a woman’s genetic makeup to be ‘catty’
towards other women. Spike also supports this notion, claiming that the “behaviour amongst women
who resort to insulting one another... has been stamped on them by the evolutionary process”.
Together, both these comments confirm enforce Peatling’s stance that women are naturally prone to
behave harshly towards one another. Hence, readers are positioned to feel convinced that although
it is wrong to behave in such a manner, it is natural for women to be spiteful towards one another.

An article in ‘Time’ magazine about a mother breastfeeding her child at three years old has sparked
discussion about the way in which women treat one another, and their expectations of what
constitutes an ideal mother. Stephanie Peatling posits that it is not right for women to treat one
another in such a manner, and that mothers should be the ones to determine how to raise their
children.
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