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   During the 1970s a new wave of inspiration flowed in called the feminist movement. Women were anxious to break free of the norm and take the roles of men. Some may say that they wanted female domination, but the views of these women were that they wanted equality in the home, the workplace, and the social scenes. Judy Syfers’ “Why I Want a Wife” written in 1971 was a perfect example of this struggle to gain equality and the thoughts of many women in this time. Syfers' use of sarcasm, ethos, and logos make an interesting combination and a strong argument that brings the realities of gender inequalities in the ‘70s to light.
Women Inferiority 

   The argument it seems Syfers tries to communicate in this essay is the fact that women are treated as lesser importance in the world than men. They have less to offer in the workplace because of lack of schooling, they have lack of schooling because of their duties as house keepers, and they have less say in the household and decision making because the typical ‘70s household was under a patriarchy. Therefore, what importance does that leave as women? Obviously the petty jobs like scheduling the doctor’s appointments, packing the lunch, entertaining the company and cleaning the house aren’t looked at as a great importance. This seemed to become a common view of women at that time and thus started the feminist movement. 
Use of Sarcasm

 

   Syfers finds a way to really make some valid points in an interesting manner. She uses an entire article of sarcasm to explain her view on a male friend’s situation. This rhetorical strategy plays on humor and keeps the reader hooked on what it is they’re reading. Also, she’s consistent on her point and the use of the sarcasm validates each claim made through her entire article linking all of her ideas. It’s said that sarcasm helps keep a reader’s attention and makes more of an impact. It also has proved to be an effective way of criticizing a topic/thing/person and influencing the reader’s thoughts. 
Style and Tone

 

    As stated earlier, the heavy use of sarcasm and bitter remarks give a sense of haste and resent. The tone greatly affects the opinion of the reader and easily persuades them to agree with the evidence given by an actual housewife of the ‘70s. The combination of the real life account and humor or the situation ropes the reader in, wins them over with a laugh, and validates the opinions they form by the use of ethos.

   “I want a wife who takes care of the children when they are sick, a wife who arranges to be around when the children need special care, because, of course, I cannot miss classes at school. My wife must arrange to lose time at work and not lose the job. It may mean a small cut in my wife's income from time to time, but I guess I can tolerate that. Needless to say, my wife will arrange and pay for the care of the children while my wife is working” is a full out string of sarcasm and clear bitter irritation about the wife’s duties and the underline sections highlight the obvious use of sarcasm that, as you can see, proves effective in this passage.

   “I want a wife to go along when our family takes a vacation so that someone can continue care for me and my when I need a rest and change of scene. I want a wife who will not bother me with rambling complaints about a wife's duties. But I want a wife who will listen to me when I feel the need to explain a rather difficult point I have come across in my course of studies. And I want a wife who will type my papers for me when I have written them” is an obvious example of the ways in which husbands took advantage of their wives. Also, as you may have noticed, nowhere is there an example about something nice a husband does for a wife to make her happy. 
   “I want a wife who assumes the complete responsibility for birth control, because I do not want more children. I want a wife who will remain sexually faithful to me so that I do not have to clutter up my intellectual life with jealousies. And I want a wife who understands that my sexual needs may entail more than strict adherence to monogamy. I must, after all, be able to relate to people as fully as possible” states that the wife must remain faithful but the husband may cheat as he pleases because the wife cheating will serve as a burden of jealousy, though she can handle the jealousy… its no big deal of course, right? She handles everything else. This entire passage is the strongest build-up to the final slap to the wife’s face:

   “If, by chance, I find another person more suitable as a wife than the wife I already have, I want the liberty to replace my present wife with another one. Naturally, I will expect a fresh, new life; my wife will take the children and be solely responsible for them so that I am left free.”  This passage is, in my opinion, the most brutal of them all: The cruel reality that the man has no emotional ties to the family to even keep in touch if he loses his passion for his wife. It basically states that he is able and willing to just wash his hands of his current wife, children, and life to start over if something else walks by. Reading this section even broke my heart as a woman in a relationship with a young man. The thought of this reality was like a dagger after all of the build up and examples Syfers used to convey the love, devotion, and hard work of the wife. Which brings me to my next points: rhetorical strategies and arrangement of argument.
  

Pathos

 

   Through the article, Syfers talks in a sort of hasty tone and it seems as though she’s trying to instill a feeling of resent towards divorced men, and just men in general. This tone leads the ready to clearly understand what her feelings are on the topic and it, in a sense, forces the reader to feel that way as well. “I want a wife who is sensitive to my sexual needs, a wife who makes love passionately and eagerly when I feel like it, a wife who makes sure that I am satisfied. And, of course, I want a wife who will not demand sexual attention when I am not in the mood for it.” is an example of the use of pathos. Sex is an emotional experience that builds a strong connection between a man and woman. The passage on this act influences the reader and stirs up anger in them when considering what it must feel like to not be the other half to an emotionally expressive experience, but to be the sex puppet of your partner forced to perform and enjoy only when he feels necessary and never when you do. This obvious display of emotion and persuasion is an example of pathos, one of the more popular rhetorical strategies.

 

Ethos

 

   Another effective rhetorical strategy used is ethos, the validation or authority of a person. Syfers’ role of authority of validation is the fact that she is a wife and lives the life of a wife day to day. The quote: “I belong to that classification of people known as wives. I am A Wife” is her clear statement of authority. This makes the reader feel like they’re getting some sort of first hand account of insight on a real American household in the ‘70s and gives legitimacy to her argument.

 

Logos

 

    Syfers works the logical elements by stating obvious discriminations in her paper. By stating how the woman must work and pay for the husband’s schooling but not go to school herself, how she must cut hours to fulfill the duties of a housewife still, and how she must never complain and always do as she is told by her husband. “I want a wife who will take care of the details of my social life. When my wife and I are invited out by my friends, I want a wife who will take care of the baby-sitting arrangements. When I meet people at school that I like and want to entertain, I want a wife who will have the house clean, will prepare a special meal, serve it to me and my friends, and not interrupt when I talk about things that interest me and my friends” is an example of a male’s logic at this time, inferring that a women must be the house maid, entertainer, and never interrupt when the man and his friends are talking because that would be rude, obviously. These are all clear forms of discrimination against females and examples of the cliché housewife, thus making a sort of logical reasoning in the reader’s mind that suggest she is correct: women are treated as inferior.  
Opposing views

 

    Though many women were feeling as if they were being treated as inferior and more like a piece of property rather than a human being, other women, and many of them, felt content with the way society was running for women. Many man and women alike thought that the feminist movement was not a struggle for equality at all but in fact for women superiority. Men felt threatened and in ways personally attacked because of course, not all men acted dominant towards their wives. Women also felt attacked because many did like being a housewife and felt there was nothing wrong with the way families and society ran. They felt many of the radical feminists lacked moral values and were acting in a matter that should be shunned by society, not rewarded or positively recognized. These radical feminists forced people in many ways to feel uncomfortable and attacked, leaving them to believe that many women were doing things unnecessary to make statements such as refusing to wear skirts, signing papers claiming they’d had abortions, and support of gays and lesbians (which at the time was extremely frowned upon). Very controversial things were taking place, leading people to believe it wasn’t just a cry for equality but a power struggle for superiority, dominance, and even just plain rebellion!

Arrangement of Argument

                  

    Syfers’ arrangement of argument throughout the essay is another effective use of rhetorical strategy. She first states what stirred this string of thoughts: a male friend recently divorced and single back on the dating scene, free from the ties of children because they are now with the wife. Syfers begins with this to divert the attention from her opposing argument and ease you into what her point is without jarring you with her views. This serves as an excellent rhetorical strategy to make people who don’t agree with you begin to read your article and hook them to reading so they can eventually stumble upon your actually point and change their views on it. 
    She then begins to explain how great it would be to have a wife, first highlighting the argument of the wife staying at home while the man goes to school. She claims the wife is supposed to tend to the children and handle their school, food, and activities also while working to support her husband and in addition to his needs, put him through school.

    Her second point she states that she would like a wife to not only listen to all of her problems and stresses while never complaining about her own, but to take care of her social life and serve as an entertainer for her friends, while cooking and cleaning and tending to the children, she must serve the husband’s needs.

    Her third argument and strongest thus far is that she would like a wife who is always eager to engage in sexual activities and never too eager when she does not feel like it. These arguments get progressively stronger as they go on.

    And then her last and most valid point, tying back to her male friend, is that her wife must understand that she may need alone time and would like to see other women freely. That if she were to find someone better, she should just drop her life with her current wife and switch to being single or dating someone better. She claims that she expects the kids to go with the wife of course because they would just tie her down and serve as baggage. Her final statement is “My God, who wouldn’t want a wife?”  implying that a wife is one of the best things to have because of their long list of unappreciated duties. She gives the reader the feeling that a wife’s sole purpose is to serve her husband like a slave and make his life easier, to carry all the weight and burden of the family, and to always keep her head up and never bother complaining for its just plain annoying to the husband. These point are arranged to become stronger and stronger as they continue on and to paint a picture for the reader and create a web of supporting facts and arguments to reveal the whole rhetorical situation. As stated earlier, the continuous build up of the wife’s duties and clear display of affection, faithfulness, and patience serves ad the perfect backdrop to the harsh ending reality. The organization of events in the essay really helps pack a punch at the end when Syfers states that the husband feels he should have the liberty to wash his hands of the wife and family and move on to the ideal next best thing.
 

Conclusion

 

    Overall, Judy Syfers creates an awesome portrayal of female humor, 1970s reality, the struggle for female recognition and equality, and the beginning of a whole new world for women. She does this by using multiple rhetorical strategies such as ethos, logos, pathos, and humor. Also, she brings the issues to light and validates them with a lifetime of experience to make the perfect argument for how women lived in the 1970s. Maybe men and women alike can all learn a thing or two from Syfers
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