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Rhetorical Analysis
Introduction
The article by Nussbaum, (1995) focuses majorly on objectification as well as provides an assessment on the notions that are involved the objection phenomenon, their moral wrongness, and the relationship that exist amid them. The term objectification commonly describes the process by which an individual is treated or handled as mere object for another individual’s purposes. Martha Nussbaum has proposed that there are seven concepts implicated in objectification namely; denial of autonomy, inertness, fungibility, instrumentality, violability, as well as ownership, and denial of subjectivity. She takes up the view that the instrumentalisation of people is particularly problematic as in comparison to the other manners in which people can treat others as objects for instance, repudiating their autonomy and prejudice. She argues that indisputably not every objectification concept is intrinsically negative act and that objectification might not at all times occur when one of the seven concepts is present.
Analysis
Though objectification consists of treating an individual as a mere object for the purpose of another person, there has not been a common definition agreed on since different scholars present different opinions concerning the phenomenon. For instance Martha Nussbaum asserts that, for many years, the concept of objectification has been implemented by feminists, to discuss how women are handled as not full individuals with complete human self-respect, but as objects to be exploited and directed by men. She calls the sexual objectification of women in advertisement as the "instrumentality" of women in mass media advertisements for commercial purposes. From the article Catharine MacKinnon, argues that, women's intimate incident of sexual objectification is ultimate of and tantamount with their lives as gender female and is thought to capitulate an way of life through which women can grasp self
Nussbaum presents various justifications of objectification in the text. She denotes that, objectification becomes negative when the objectified person is deprived of his or her humanity, especially by not being properly recognized or respected when they are handled objects. She presents three major instances of negative objectification in the text such as, the case of Isabelle, in Hankinson’s narrative Isabelle and Veronique, a female who is viewed as nothing but just a simple tool for a man’s (Macrae) satisfaction for sexual needs, and who is also physically mistreated; she also presents the Playboy case, a journal presenting females as mere things for men’s satisfaction, as entirely fungible instruments with harshly arbitrated autonomy as well as subjectivity (Nussbaum pg291). The third case is that, of Charlotte and Prince, the partners to two wealthy art collectors. 
Charlotte and the Prince are handled by their partners not as people with humanity but as fine antique furniture. In other words, justifications of objectifications occur especially when women are depicted in advertisements for marketing purposes. Moreover she justifies objectification through proper description of male objectification in the sense that, men tend to treat women with no respect, whereby they are physically abused and only seen as objects or instruments for their sexual desires which therefore shows lack of showing humanity to women (Nussbaum pg 288). Notably, humanity is what differentiates people from animals and inanimate tools. It provides people a “dignity”, a complete value that should at all times be valued in ethical choice and action.
Even though Nussbaum pg (280) acknowledges men’s demand for sexual satisfaction as a justification of negative objectification, theories such as Catherine Mackinnon as well as Dworkin rejects sex as innately objectifying and also deny to agree to the fact that both are objectifiers and objectified one. They assert that, men and women’s objectification is asymmetrical. They further indicate that, the manner in which both men and women express sexuality are controlled by a wider social and culture circumstance that the authority amid men and women are equivalent. Men articulate their sexuality in a prevailing manner by objectifying female individuals whereas women articulate sexuality in a passive manner through becoming objectified or self-objectified. Thus, women are further susceptible to violability as well as lack of subjectivity and autonomy. Based on this depiction of objectification, the part that women perform in their objection depends on the manner in which they articulate their sexuality such as being submissive. 
Conclusion
Conclusively, the term objectification commonly describes the process by which an individual is treated or handled as mere object for another individual’s purposes. Nussbaum argues that indisputably not every objectification concept is intrinsically negative act and that objectification might not at all times occur when one of the seven concepts is present. By this she means that objectification of people can, either negative or positive, based on the manner in which it impacts one’s humanity. In the text she applies, imagery to depict sexuality objectification of women as well as Kantian notion of “humanity”. From Kant, Nussbaum comprehends humanity as a person’s normal nature and capability for rational selection. Therefore from the text it noted that, humanity is what differentiates people from animals and inanimate tools. It provides people a “dignity”, a complete value that should at all times be valued in ethical choice and action.
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