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Abstract

In discussions of “beauty” as an 
aesthetic and evaluative term 
assessing and describing people’s 
looks, very often people use the 
term as if there is a shared objective 
standard of beauty. This mistaken 
conception of beauty as objective 
can be understood in three layers: 
firstly, the term “beauty” is used as 
if it means that a certain set of 
objective standards has been met; 
secondly, it is presupposed that 
these standards have existed 
throughout human history and will 
continue to exist as such even 
despite what appear to be 
significant changes to these 
standards; thirdly, it is often 
presupposed that we are all equally 
capable of achieving these 
standards and that we should all aim 
to meet these standards. However, 
this conception of beauty as 
objective is mistaken. I seek to make 
clear that: the aesthetics of people’s 
looks is very often shaped by racism, 
patriarchy, heteronormativity and 
other systematic oppressions in our 
society. The term “beauty” is much 
more of an oppressive tool than an 
innocent realist appraisal or 
aesthetic judgment.
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Argument 1:
In the First Part of this paper, I have spelled out the example of 
the intellectual construction of “aesthetics.” I drew examples 
from Chinese literary traditions, contemporary evolutionary 
science as well as Western philosophy of “taste” to illustrate 
the biased nature of the concept as it is conceived of in 
different intellectual traditions.

Argument 2:
In the Second Part of this paper, I showcased examples of the 
social force “aesthetics” carries in contemporary societies. I 
drdw on examples such as Ugly Betty and cosmetic surgeries in 
China to illustrate how beauty is corrupted: it is a tool of 
oppression. Most importantly, we are not afforded equal 
status in the accumulation the social capital endowed by 
beauty. This section developed the point that beauty should 
not be treated as a common natural or good goal that 
everyone should be striving for.

Argument 3:
In the Third Part of this paper, I have spelled out the racialized 
nature of the aestheticization of women of color. With Jari
Jones and “Mulan” as my illustrations, I showcased how their 
races affected people’s aesthetic judgment. This section fully 
developed an argument against the perceived consistency of 
“natural” beauty throughout human history.

It is left unknown what should be embraced: a society in which the 
traditional ugly is considered beautiful, or a society in which ugliness 
and beauty does not exist or matter?

Argument 4:
In the Fourth Part of this paper, I proposed to think beyond the 
existing frame of beauty. I incorporated the example of Radical 
Body Positivity to challenge the presupposed progressiveness 
of the Body Positive Movement. I intended to reveal the 
neoliberal nature of the Body Positive Movement, as well as 
the new pedagogy of beauty in this era. In the end, I proposed 
that we should aim to abolish the authority we grant beauty, 
given that very little good has come from the pursuit of beauty 
throughout human history.


