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THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT

by Barbara Leon

The following constitutional amendment which
would prohibit discrimination based on sex 15 now
awaiting action by the state legislatures. "Sect-
ion 1. Bquality of rights shall not be dented or
abridged by the United States or by any state on
account of sex. Section 2. The Congress shall
have the power to enforce, by appropriate legis-
lation, the provisions of this article. Section
3. This amendment shall take effect two years
after the date of ratification.”

The Equal Rights Amendment passed the House
of Representatives on 10/12/71 by a vote of 354 to
23. On 3/22/72 the ERA passed the Senate by a
vote of 84-8. ALl that is now necessary is
ratification by 3/4 of the state legislatures (38
states). As of this writing 20 states had approved
the Amendment.

Looking back into women's history brings more and more
surprises. The 1848 Woman's Rights Convention held in Seneca
Falls, N.Y. is only beginning to hold its deserved place in
women's history as the official kickoff for generations of
EEm;nist agitation in this country. But how many of us have
even heard of the 75th Anniversary Seneca Falls Convention?
This was in July 1923 when, the official feminist history
zazkzotell us, suffrage had been on the books for three years,
i asm:n vere satisfied and back in their place,.and femin-
o Senecam;vi?ent was dead. Yet hundreds of women came
Tomemie Pari s that day under the auspices of the National
Ha "Wheriaznd unanimously adopted the following resol-

o NS, Tnen o Z“ly one point in the Equal Rights program

and whereas the Naizzl EUffrag?’ has jbeen complete}y ?tt31HEd’

claration of princi 1na Woman = Party, as stated in its de-
Ples, is dedicated to the same Equal

Rzgizsapzogrgz ?i that adopted on this spot, seventy five
2 g0- 1t resolved, that in order to bring the
complete equal rights idea -

1 to t :
for suffrage, we undertak he victory that was won
; - e the following program: th
uring of an amendment to the United St g P Ogram: t! ?
stating, 'Men and women shall have e uaies.constltUtlon,
the United States and every place Sug.a rlgth throughout
tilon Ject to its jurisdic-—
Alice Paul, one of the founders of the Perty sdkiad
"If we keep on this way they will be P =50
. ; celebratlng the 150th
anniversary of the 1848 convention without being much
further advanced in equal rights than we are. ye T L
the same feeling now that we had in the beginning of -the
suffrage movement, that many groups were working in many
states, all for different measures, with much waste of
effort. If we had not concentrated on the Federal amendment
we should bé still working today for suffrage . . . We shall
not be safe until the principle of equal rights is written
"
into the framework of our Government. : . . :
This Woman's Party was the same organization which in
three years of militant demonstrations, hunger strikes and
bonfires managed to accomplish what fifty years ?f respect-
ful petitioning could not: the securing of wgmenli rlghtzgo
vote. The same group which in 1922 pledged itseli to af
Point platform ''to remove all forms of tbe SUbJE?t%On osex—
women'' covering the areas of law, education, religion,
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uality, jobs and marriage - to name just a few. This was
the same Woman's Party which is still referred to in history
books about feminism as the "ultras' and the 'extremists."
It's no wonder.

The Equal Rights Amendment, then known as the "Lucretia
Mott Amendment," was introduced into Congress five months

later and three years after the voting amendment had been
passed. The reaction was instant. Against the united
opposition of Demoecrats, Republicans, trade unions and
many established women's groups of the day, the only other
national group to support it was the Farmer-Labor Party. All
opponents agreed with its goals (they said) but had doubts
about the effects of the amendment on women in certain areas.
Many of the issues they raised are still with us in 1972
when the amendment has finally passed both houses of Cong-
ress and is awaiting ratification by the states.

Before going into the specific issues and different
areas of law let me just deal briefly with the general
question--how much good will a constitutional amendment do
for women? I think the point to remember is that an amend-
ment passed by male supremacist legislators will not give
women power. Only a strong, independent feminist movement
can do that. What the ERA could do is make our lives easier
in -certain concrete areas-and give'us a tool to use in the
overall fight.

Support, Alimony and Child Custody

One of the major arguments raised by opponents of the
bill, then and now, is that it would take away from married
women the benefit of support by their husbands. No doubt
passage of the Equal Rights Amendment would invalidate the
marriage laws now existing in every state in the country
which state that the primary responsibility for support of a
wife and children is that of the husband. (Often the wife
has secondary responsibility for support, for example if the
man is sick or injured.) Although nobody is talking about it

‘very much yet the amendment would also open the way for chal-"*
lenges to the other part of those same state laws, the part
which makes housework, childcare and sexual services the
legal obligation of the wife. In other words the Amendment
would challenge the legal underpinnings of marriage as an
employer—employee relationship. While this is certainly des-—
irable and even crucial from a feminist point of view we
must consider the danger to women right now from a practical
financial point of view. For that reason it's important to
160k at just how much guarantee of support women really do
have right now. The answer is not much.

In the first place, although the laws require that the
husband support the wife, courts have a policy in direct con-
tradiction to this. The courts will generally not require a
man to support his wife while they are still living together.
The typical case cited in the legal textbooks is that of a
Nebraska woman, wife of a well-to-do farmer who for 34 years
cooked, cleaned the house and worked in the fields but had
to live on the money she could earn selling eggs on the side.
The state Supreme Court overturned a lower court ruling which
would have granted her a monthly allowance and required
certain minimal repairs to the house she was living in, on
—the grounds of non-interference in the privacy of an ongoing
household. This decision, typical of others throughout the
country, shows that in practice the only kind of support a
married woman who is living with her husband can be sure of

cont'd p. 18,
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This is my last year's summer
vacation. It was in Canada in a
big house where my three children and
I, plus two friends and a dog, had
just arrived. Although my husband
and I planned to live separately in
the fall, he was due to arrive soon
and stay in the house, too- During
this swmmer I began painting the
most important and sertous paintings
that T had ever done. They came to
me almost as vistons and became a
way of working out in my work the
conflicts that were so much a part
of my life and also gave me a feeling
of being able to use my'lsz a@d my
work in a way to commnicate with
other women who had-similar exper-
tences and feelings.

June 5 :
Made it to Canada today - I drove with

the kids all but around 4 hours - while
Anne drove — arrived to find everything
so much more beautiful and fantastic than
I had remembered and was filled with hope
and joy and love and shit when we all
decided to REST.being utterly exhausted -
we lay in the sun in the livingroom and
everyone went to sleep but Cindy - she
made so much noise that T had to spend the
next few hours carrying her around so that
everyone else could get some rest - T
went through a very heavy HATE scene in
which I realized that, reasons not with-—
standing, the facts are that Paul is
enjoying (I presume) total freedom in New
York and I can't even rest after no sleep
for 30 hrs. and driving for 18 hours because
I'm stuck with the kids - for two weeks -
for the rest of my life and NOBODY is
here saying let me help YOU . . Anyhow,
I made some fast decisiopns - fuck fixing
up my studio - I'm not wasting any time
doing anything except getting to work as
fast as possible and painting all I can
considering the kids - I'm not going to do
anything else and my "isolation" might be
really neurotic and wierd but if I'm
going to get any work done in my life
that's how it will have to be. I feel
like a victim of the biggest joke ever
played - my life has been taken away from
me long enough - He can't even begin to
realize the totality of oppression that
motherhood is - the absolute complete and
total effacement of ones self because the
very LIVES of others depend on you - I
haven't had one day without that pressure
for eight years and now after begging,
screaming, crying, fucking and everything
else for a REST I find myself here with
them and facing the very real prospect of
living alone with them next year and for
the rest of my life - be strong? He
doesn't even know what that word means.
PM . . . Sometimes I think I can only do it
alone — and I think I'm really insane,
or soon will be if I have to think about
other people and have all these feelings
and stuff. Going to paint tomorrow - yay -
feel better

June 6

Fluctuating between feeling like if
I don't get out of here I'll go nuts and
feeling like this is the worst of a change
that I must go through to get to something
better. Hope the latter turns out to be
true. Fixed up my studio today and hung my
triptych all together on a wall for the
first time - Didn't get together enough to
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paint yet, but am heading in that direction.
Did do good things with the kids - chem-
istry and talking and we are going for ad
walk on the beach tomorrow = Anne and Ti
are going to Monton — Cindy will progab zle
take naps after lunch and I hope to be a

to work then and at night and any other

time I can .

June 7 AM
Anne and Ted have gone to Halifax - I

am overjoyed at being alone and have real-
ized that my insanity is caused EEF Zyeihe
e or Paul or the kids or any in; =
:Zgi the simple fact that I WANT TO LIVE
ALONE - to live at my own pace and control
my own world . PM I'm really coansed.
Painted alot today - working on the figure
of the crying woman — it's so horrible to
have to have all these terrible feelings
and I'm so sure they are real that when
I see Paul not have them I think he is
suppressing them - More and more I miss
him and remember good feelings together.

June 9

I'm so exhausted I can hardly write -
worked on the kitchen all afternoon and
night - painted the woodwork - went to town
this AM and bought stuff fer the house -
feel good about fixing it up and am !
enjoying myself and Anne and Ted. Think-
ing ‘alot about my pictures but not doing
much right now - reading Tolstoy's The
Kreutzer Sonata again which is really
fTipped out. Says man's sexual attitudes
toward women and dehumanization of her
causes all the world's evils - far out.
Wrote to my comrades — sisters - Red-
stockings Artists - looking forward to next
year.

June 10

Just finished painting the kitchen -
orange woodwork — it looks great - Paul
will be surprised - worked a long time
today on my painting - decided to isolate
crying woman and use her for the center of
the triptych - started planning my next
picture which will be ‘a heavy MOTHERHOOD
picture - will be a woman standing on
right w/kids holding on to her - holding
her back - as she reaches toward (crying)
a man ‘who is leading herself (her life)
away - the man will look oppressive and the
led-woman very blank maybe absently smil-
ing? The kids will be screaming except a
young girl who will be looking straight
out —[think I'll pair it with another
where the woman and kids are running the
world very nicely - I'm exhausted - I feel
great and stronger every day.

June 11

Anne and Ted took Cindy to Halifax
and I painted all morning - worked on the
crying woman - took the kids to the play-
ground - it's so beautiful there, had fun
with them swinging, pretending to be
airplanes — I took a shower with my scented
soap and even shaved my armpits feeling
very sleek - I have almost no appetite and
have lost a lot of weight - like myself
much better thin. This afternoon I
worked on the proportion studies for my
next painting - did the 17 year old girl.
If I get good accurate drawings for all the
figures the painting should be a lot eas-
ier. Tommy caused a fire with the dog af-
ter having been warned and scolded for play-
ing with matches - then he lies - I spanked
him. Also later he poked Cindy in the
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He's acting wilder and :llder. I
ed tonight about the respon— °F

gigiiiiizzsof the kids and had talked to %.
Anne a long time today about Paul - some- ¥
times .I see him as such a fool - on one 1
hand I think he has tremendous potential apg
is really wasting his whole life away
fucking around - this whole bysinesS with
young girls is really so §tup1d = thank

god I have so many intelligent, interestipg "
and thoughtful as well as tremendously
exciting (politically) women friends -
Anyhow I'm just glad no more of my life

is going to .be fucked up, I believe

totally in the importance of my work and
don't intend to let anything ever again
stop me from doing it. I would hate to
really lose respect for Paul - I think

the thing that pisses me the most is that
here he is with all the freedom of a

member of the male ruling class all these
years and except for a brief while when he
was in school (while~I baby-sat and modeled)
he just farts away - Christ, if I had the
time and freedom that he has - but maybe
it's because my time is so very much

taken away from me that I have to make
every second count . . .

eye.

3
2

June 12

Got alot done today — worked on my
picture alot and did 2 more figure draw-
ings for the new painting and put the 3
woman, girl and boy together - I'mreall
excited about it - the figure of the woman =
is coming nice and her head I love. Spents
a long time on the beach with the kids -it™
was a nice sunny day - painted more of thels
kitchen. It really looks great and painted
MY name on the mailbox - red on orange With:
flowers on it. Haven't heard from Paul
yet — Now that I have my own room — owi
name, etc. I can't imagine having ever:
been any other way - One thing for sure,
I'm getting much more done - hope it con-
tinues after Paul comes . . . He does add
so much joy to my life - hopefully we will
eliminate the pain.

June 13

I feel bad for putting Paul down for
running after 20 year old girls - I thought
about it rationally and remembered what
Simone De Beauvoir said about Sartre's
girlfriends - Anyhow in Paul's case who
else could he know? He couldn't possibly
meet any 30 year old women — especiall)'in
Long Island. They're all married already =
and it's probably only young people who
would accept the kind of arrangement We have
considering the world - and isn't it the
same exact thing I'm doing with David, but
that only happened after what Paul did

and I realized that our marriage could
never be the same.

June 14

Had a political argu ment with Ted
tonight. He's so fucking naive. TI've
got to learn more and be able to argue
better, though, especially in defense of
communism. Painted Spots on the rocking
h?rse tonight - I love my room so much -
I'm really on top of things I think - I'm
really believing in and controllin
my world — it's a great feeling. 5

June 17

The kids are going to really drive
me insane - Tommy has been worse and worse
since we got here - Cindy is a goddamn
baby and they all keep asking me stuff




and talking to me and I can't be alone
ever for any length of time - I can't paint.
I'm lucky to get some drawings done.

Tommy has lost a shoe on the beach today -
I was so fed up with them and hateful
toward them that I sat down and cried on
the way carrying Cindy up the hill, which
is just great for my asthma - then I came
home and gave her a bottle so I could

draw and fell asleep only to have Amy
wake me up to tell me Cindy had shit all
over her crib.— so I had to get up and
clean that up - I can't believe the amount
of hatred in me because of the kids - when
Paul comes I'm not coming out of my room
ALL SUMMER until noon.

June 21 PM
I finally called - Paul had gone to

the country with Lynda for a week and came
back and wanted to stay down there and
PAINT for another week — plans to come
.Sunday _ T talked - hysterically - to
David and he promised to fly up as soon as
he can. -.I hope he does soon - I'm numb.

June 22
I feel bad about Paul - at first was
overwhelmed with violent hate, but now just
feel a slight disgust and pity - he's going
to fuck his life up — he really blew what
could have been a very good thing with me -
I really wanted to be his friend, to not
lose respect for him, but now I just see
him as a joke, and a bad one - at least the
joke's not on me any longer. I'm going to
file for a divorce as soon as I get back
to New York with all the proper legal child
support so I can be assured of money - I
will never believe in or trust him again
with any aspect of my life or the lives
of my children - I want to be totally free
from any bond to him except the most super-
ficial. I'm strong enough and capable
enough to manage my own life and take bet-
ter care of myself and my children than
with him . I .guess the worst thing is
that it's so terribly lonely. I'm so lon-
ely I almost would go back — I did have
good and beautiful things with Paul - I
did have love and joy and wasn't alone a
few times, and it was so beautiful.
Sometimes I feel like such a fool to have
given it up - but I know it was unreal the
way we were .

June 23

Drawing - painting - reading NOTES
FROM THE SECOND YEAR which gives me stren-
gth - got up early and went for a long
walk on the beach with the dog

June 27
Very strange but I think I'll ex-—
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%, oil on canvas,

46" X 70" by Janet Savyer
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plore every potential form of HELP - it
looks to me like I can see myself making
this mystique around my life - an older
sophisticated woman into her own thing with
3 gorgeous kids - for some reason very
attractive to some guys - so why not?

They love playing with the kids - the

kids love it — they like learning from my
head and I enjoy being appreciated and
admired - it would mean sex, but I would
get tangibles - selling pussy ? Maybe, but
why not - better to take all I can get in
my oppressed state rather than being over-—
come. Besides it's like a game - it's me
that's in control - that's pretty neat.
Can't wait to get started on my BIG CAN-
VAS ! -

June 29

Paul came this AM - everything is
good . . He saw my room, my work and
said it and I were very beautiful.

July 4

Painted this AM and spent rest of the
day with Paul in my room lying on the bed
talking - later we made love - we
talked a lot about us - how we feel about
each other. We both feel very much that
we relate to each other on a level that
we don't relate to anyone else on - it's
strange and has to do with us as painters...

July 9

Beautiful weather at last - had a
fight with Paul about the kids - he has
agreed to take complete control of Cindy
for the summer, an impossible promise as
he already left her to go paint, etc. . .
Anyhow it might work - Otherwise there's
so much hostility. He wants to take her and
Tommy to NY - but I doubt that will hap-
pen. Worked alot on my painting and had
fun ride in the car and picnic on the
beach

July 12

Got a lot done on my painting today -
hope I can finish it by August - going to
go on my diet again so I feel more self-
confident and sexy and will be cool and
collected once more.

Aug. 1

Got a letter from Pat yesterday that
really put me back into the real world -
it was about all the things our group is
doing etc. Made me very much aware of the

pain and suffering of my sisters and the
incredible struggle ahead of us - I got
very exhilarated about the excitement of
DOING it and was anxious to get back and
Fuck this "everyone - love - every-
anyhow it provided a good

FIGHT.

one'" shit.

incentive for me to get back into my work —
been working a lot on the picture of Paul
and Cindy - later I got very depressed and
lonely - angry at the shit - which came
out ‘at Ted for not helping out. This AM
after Anne and Ted came down I got pissed
at Ted for not doing dishes and everyone
got into a big fight - agreed that Ted
wasn't doing enough but everyone got on

me for being nasty — SUPER BITCH - T

got very depressed and Ted and I went for
a ride whereupon I got sad over EVERYTHING
cried, etc. . .

Aug. 2
Bad day - good day - Bad emotionally

in-that Paul and I got into a nasty thing
about the house in Syosset — I don't know
if I'11 have a house or not and he's mnot
saying anything except did say I should
know better than to trust him in such mat-
ters and that it's all up to me mow — T
expect not to have a house — if only T
didn't have to depend on him for money —

WOW .

Aug. 5

Painted out on the porch in the sun
this afternoon - great,and took a long nap -
it's amazing how I sleep so DEEPLY now that
the responsibility of the kids is lifted -
woke up with a start one day when everyone
was gone thinking "I have a baby where is
it?" Then remembered Paul had her. Am
really enjoying my painting now and looking
forward to doing the next one.

Aug. 18

Unbelieveable happenings - Lynda's
coming here any day now and she says she's
PREGNANT. Fantastic. I have feelings on
a lot of levels - I went into and out of
some self-pity - feel very, very sorry for
Paul because he's going to be into a
very heavy trip and it's going to be hor-
rible. I feel terrible for Lynda because
she's a woman. I have feelings of hate -
anger - bewilderment. T told Paul whatever
he does is fine with me - if I leave or
stay or he marries her or whatever . . .

‘Aug. 19 AM

After much melodrama I've decided to
leave tomorrow. The only reason I would
stay at this point is to help Paul and it's
very clear now that there's nothing [ can
do to help - last night I went down to see
if things were alright with him and we got
into a whole ugly nasty scene and ended up
‘having a fist fight - hysterically scream-
ing and yelling and lots of horrible shit.
After we were both just sad and well just
sad. And I decided the best thing for me
to do is leave . I could stay and be
strong and be sisterly with Lynda and
everyone - love - everyone in which case
everyone would be feeling good . . . or I
could leave which I KNOW is a better thing
to do . PM Everyone has been talking and
apparently decided that they would keep
all the kids here - a real treat for me -
it's been eight' years or more since I was
really on my own. I'll probably be lonely
some but will have an opportunity to really
get some work done plus really relax and
enjoy total freedom. All I know is I can
hardly wait to get out of here - I have a
bad cold and asthma right now to top
things off — the roof is on the car and
tomorrow after I get my stuff together
roll up my pictures and everything else
I'm leaving - Lynda comes tomorrow night
so I won't see her — At least I'll have a
week by myself to recover before the kids
come back and I'll have to deal with tak-
ing care of them alone. What a summer!
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MALE SUPREMACY

BY PATRICIA MAINARDI

I first became suspicious of the eco-
logy movement when Richard Nixon came out
in favor of clean air and water. That was
a while back of course, along about the
time I began hearing from ecology activ-—
ists that ecology was the most important
struggle going on and that all other 1lib-
eration struggles would have to wait. Af-
ter all, they would say, we're talking
about our very survival as a species
(funny how they always seemed to call the
species "man' . . .). Anyway, we've heard
the tune before. It's called "Some-
thing else is more important, sorry
you'll just have to wait. And wait.
wait." In practice, what it has meant
is that anything that white men decide is
all important (ranging from trips to the
moon to returnable bottles) has priority.
And this includes "revolutionary' white
men as well as ruling class white men.
It's getting harder and harder to tell
the difference.

The need for an ecology movement is
obvious. But the need for a sexist ecology
movement is not. The nature of a political
movement is largely determined by the
sex, race and class background of its
participants. The ecology movement is mno
exception, and its composition, largely

white and male, university oriented and
middle class has largely determined both
the false analysis and incorrect sol-
utions of the ecology movement.

And

LEFT AND RIGHT WING ECOLOGISTS

In the ecology movement as it now
exists, there is a huge right wing-and a
small left wing. The left wing in-
cludes mostly reformers, and their analy-
sis, which is correct, is that the whole-
sale destruction of our bodies and our
earth is a result of the unbridled quest
for money and power on the part of our
large corporations with their interlocking
boards of directors — in short, the rulers
of America. The reformers want to legally
l1imit their right to pollute us, to ex-
tort money from us, to sell us shoddy
goods. The reformers are not questioning
the "free'" enterprise system.

Nonetheless, they are focusing at-
tention on the abuses of capitalism - a
necessary first step to any kind of

change - and they have grasped the essen-
tial truth about our current ecological
diasater, namely that the abuses are coming
from the corporations, not from the people.

No such insights mark the right wing
ecology movement. Not surprisingly, this
right wing is identical with the counter-
feit left, our very own ecology "revolut-

jonaries'--the hippy communing nature
loving back to the land freaks.

The right-wing ecologists, in their
desire to live close to nature, frequently
.reject modern technology in favour of
more primitive technology.. The slack is

. 'l_"*
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taken up by women. They have reshuffled
the sex roles so they come out as some
old-timey biblical patriarch (they identify
this as their ''matural' role) who has how-
ever appropriated the emotional freedom,
and decorative dress of the female. The
best of all possible worlds. Male supre-
macy without rigid male codes. Women are
frequently denied all labor-saving devices
—-a category which includes birth control.
Rare is the woman who ''returns to the
1and" who doesn't get pregnant within the
first year. Whereas the man will take
himself back maybe 75 years, the woman
will be taken back several hundred to be-
Come his 'matural" slave. The unavoidable
result of rejecting technology, as all
oppressed peoples know, is slavery for
somebody. Nor do these right-wing
ecologists mean by assuming this polit-
ical stance, slavery for themselves.

They mean to go all the way back and

have a slaye}class——women——who will allow
them to fulfill their anti-technology
fantasies about the beauty and goodness

of the "natural" way of living--when
somebody else is doing the work. Their
favored flavor female is white and

middle class with long hair (preferably
blonde), a faint smile, and totally
silent. Peaceful resignation is the trip.

THE BLACK NATIONALIST VERSION

White men are not the only ones who
have seen the possibilities of the back to
nature ploy. The black aspects of this
are described. by Michele Wallace of
WSABAL:

Because of the traditionally forceful
nature of black women, about 3 or 4
years ago black men anticipated the
threatening potential of a women's
liberation movement among "their' wom-
en by popularizing a "Back to Africa"
Movement which directed female blacks
to wear long wrapped skirts, no make-
up, to get pregnant and carry their
babies on their backs, to spend the

‘e day grinding meal, makinq
zz;zgf waghgng clothes by poundtqg
them with rocks and generally doing
a lot of work to preparé Zealthy food.

- mping the gun tn Such a manner,
%agk rzrjrezghave seriously delc_zyed a
black female peaction to 1';he7,r oppres-
sion, although signs of discontent are
becoming more and more apparent. Be-
cause they have been told (and do be-
lieve) that they are castrating their
men by resisting such abuse, black
women are naturally quite hesitant
about speaking out against it.

A , o et LNS

I find it fascinating that when black
men and white men go backwards looking for
a better way of life for themselves, they
should both "just so happen' to choose-—
out of all the different ways people have
lived--to pick out as '"natural,'” life-
styles that have us spending our days in
the kitchen and our nights in the: hay.
And they ain't bringing home no more lion
meat neither. Whenever they trot out.those
long skirts they have reaction in mind.
It was no. accident that the male-controlled

MOMMA’'S REVOLT

The Alcotts, poppa, momma, the four
little girls - like any family trying to
live according to their radical beliefs -
had a difficult time. They were against
slavery; they were against exploited labor;
they were against taking the lives of
living creatures for ome's own food or
.comfort; they were for better relationships
between people and for free minds. Louisa
May Alcott - yes, she of Little Women -
tells about it in her Transcendentalist
Wild Oats.

Philosopher poppa with a half dozen
other _men had a solution. They would set
up their own ideal community, Fruitlands
where they could not only live purely by’
their beliefs without being penalized by
society, but equally important, be an ex-
ample of new relationsips. This was the
mid 1830's, 140 years ago. Momma, with
her four little girls to help, was the
only woman on the commune. And it was
work, work, work. The special "solar"
diet was limited; had to be grown,
processed right, made attractive and pal-
atable. You couldn't take from sheep their
natural clothing; or use slave cotton or
exploited labor products; so flax had to
be grown, carded, spun; and of course hand
sewed. This was New England climate.

And there were always important visitors,
such as Emerson, to be taken care of.

And the men had speaking, preaching the

RIS

new life to do; and reading, thinking,
writing, teaching. Momma loved reading,
thinking, good conversation too, but
there wasn't time. (The story is that one
of the stream of observing visitors, seeing
how primitive everything was, asked momma:
"are there any beasts of burden on the =
place?" '"Only one woman,' momma is sup-
posed to have answered. It is not recor—
ded in what tone.)

Night times they all sat around the
fire. The men had Higher Thought on the
Ideal Life. Momma and the girls had all
the damn sewing and mending which there
hadn't been time during the day to do.
Remember, this was when everything had to
be made and mended by hand; and there
weren't light switches to flick on. And
the commune couldn't have a lamp; that
would mean using other animals or killing
whales for fuel. I've never tried sewing

- by flickering firelight, but I can imagine

what it was like. Finally momma revolted:
there must be a whale oil lamp, good light,
for her to see by. Hours of agonizing
discussion: how could they permit pol-
lution in their pure midst; the exploiting
of other creatures for one's selfish
comfortf But if there was to be cover-

ing for one's body; if there was to be

food on the table; the men had no choice
but to give in. Momma had her way -

whale oil lamp to see by. 2
- from remarks made b . 11%

at 0ld Westbury College1i111e orseh
1972. Olsen, who lives in San Fnp
cisco, has also written of wOMen’:n-
lives in her collection of short
stories called Tell Me A Riddle re-
published recently by Delta Books.
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in the ecology movement

fashion industry met the threat of women's
liberation by attempting to force every
female in .the country into long skirts.

But where the capitalists failed, frequently

the "revolutionaries' succeeded.

It is an indication of how useless and
collaborating the male left in this country
has become that the colorful hippy
alternate life style freaks who in no
way challenge the system or make life bet-—
ter for the rest of us have become an
accepted part of the left while re-
formers like Rachel Carson, Beatrice
Trum Hunter, and Ralph Nader who have
done real work and have actually improved
our .lives .are not considered in the
movement at all. An illustration of the
difference between the right and left
wing ecologists is their reaction to
chemical (DDT and worse) spraying. The
right wing moved away, bought land in the
country (which they don't spray) and pre-
tended they had escaped--although DDT has
been found in the tissues of every living
creature including arctic penguins. The
left wing--and they might be very sur-
prised to hear themselves called that-—-
fought and still fights the spraying
through lawsuits, demonstrations’, pam-
phlets etc. and has had a limited suc-
cess. If they keep up the pressure and we
are all very lucky, the United States may
even be the last country in the Western

world to outlaw poison chemicals altogether.

At home. Then we have to make our govern-—
ment stop spraying them on third world
peoples.

RACHEL CARSON - FIRST AND BEST

The organic food trip has encouraged
many to think they have found a personal

taboo. If disposable diapers are not
bio-degradable, then technology had better
come up with something that is, because
the alternative presented by the ecolog-
ists—-increased oppression of the unpaid
houseworker—-just won't do.

There is the tendency on all the
right wing levels of the ecology move-

ment to make pollution one more respon-—
sibility of the people on the bottom.
Some better known slogans of the right
wing of the ecology movement are:
"A cleaner New York is up to you'
Ads showing someone throwing a kleenex
in the litter basket while the city
itself throws all our sewage in the
river, and Con Edison dumps it on our
heads.
"People make pollution, people can
stop it"--with pictures of ordinary
people type people, not chairman of the
board type people.
So-called radical ecologists are quick
to spot this line when it is used by the
giant corporations on them. Nonetheless,

they then turn around and come on to us with

the same line--about the few extra things
"we'll all'" have to do, as they hand us
their "eco-tips' which will add a couple
of hours a day onto our already exploit-
ative work load.

In any political movement, we must
always look at who is saying what. We
cannot overlook the fact that the ecology
movement--white, male, middle class, col-
lege-educated is composed of virtually
the only class of American men who have
been seriously affected by the largely
white and female, middle class and college-
educated Women's Liberation Movement.
They are our husbands, our fathers, our

brothers, our sons. Lt is no accident
that this very class of men—-—the ones Yho
have been hardest hit in their male priv—
ilege—-have devised a new version of Back
to the Kitchen religious theory. In the
history of neivilization,” God started
out telling women it was divine w%ll that
they stay in the kitchen. As "he ;
started fading out, Freud came in with the
same message. Now men have dragged out
the Ultimate Threat. ALL OF NATURE is
telling us to get back in the kitchen.

It is for.the good of the WHOLE PLANET,
it is for the SURVIVAL OF THE SPECIES
(man) that we get back in the kitchen.
They are getting desperate.

Mixing pleasure with business, the
ecologists have determined to hang on to
male supremacy besides saving the species.
Like the riders that congressmen tack
onto their bills, the male "revolution-
aries" seem incapable of acting politic-—
ally without re-introducing a little pork-
barrel in the form of sexism. The
"immediate emergency' line is the standard
introduction to the sexist ploy. And
somehow, male solutions to the state of
"immediate emergency' are always more
sexism.

Another crucial point the ecologists
have misunderstood is the nature of
labor-saving appliances. Most labor-
saving appliances were developed co-
ordinate with the rise of feminism. The
ecology movement displays its ignorance of
the social function of household technology
by the frequently met charge that women
want all kinds of "gadgets.'" Frequently
what they.are referring to as ''gadgets"
are household tools (they are so unfam-
iliar with them they don't even know what

cont'd p. 17

solution and to put down others who cannot
afford to eat highpriced organically grown
food-—-another example of class bias. With
radiation fallout, DDT and Mercury falling
on our heads, it is obvious that this is
some kind of dream world they're living
in, and it can't matter much what kind of
vegetables we eat. The late Rachel Carson,
the first person to let the general public
know what was coming down on us by writing
a readible articulate book (for which she
was branded an "hysterical woman" and
called a "popularizer" by the male scient-
ific community) was once asked what she
ate. Her answer was "Chlorinated Hydro-
carbons, just like everybody else." Now
that is a realist and revolutionary.

The sex bias of the ecologists has
caused numerous errors in their analy-
sis. The most crucial point that’ they
have refused to see is that in our
present social order, woman power, espec-
ially black woman power is the cheapest
source of energy, and what keeps "the
whole system functioning. At the
same time as the Women's Liberation
Movement is trying to force a change in
the condition of the unpaid houseworker
and the army of miserably paid women
workers, the ecology movement has been
. flooding the country with what they call
"eco-tips'-- things '"you'' can do to stop
pollution. They all attempt to foree
women to re-assume the labour once elimin-

ated through technology. They aim to ex-
Ploit woman power as a natural resource
more expendable than wood or fuel,
electricity or metals. They tell us to
Ug our empties back to the store, tO
vash out cans and bottles we would have
JUSt tossed into the garbage, never to
Ezzezocups,or plates or napkins, not to
thing Xflvenlence foods but to cook every=-
inste drom Scratch, to use storage‘dlshes
ad of baggies, on and on. Using

> an invention which has saved many i
from infanticide,is strictly

use

4 chilq

I mentioned the sewing machine,
the one liberating invention for women in
the last century. But it was adapted
primarily to industry. Otherwise, in
that age Whitman sang of as ''the technol-
ogical sublime," there was no attention,
no interest, in easing or eliminating the
labor of women so accepted, so little did
the work of women matter, this drudgery
that consumed your life and without which
human life could not be maintained.

New uses of power, steam, electricity;
new labor saving profit making mechanization,
in every branch of industry and commerce;
the railroad, airplane, automobile. The
14 hour day became through hard fighting,
the 10 hour day; the 8 hour 6 day week;
the 5 day week. But for women, their
work still never done, hand mops, brooms,
carpet bgaters.. The corner sink with its
one wooden drainboard. Sometimes running

#\ the beginning basis for free

= \

water, less often hot water. Wood, coal
stoves. Women's steps, backs, technolog-
ically unnecessary labor into which their
lives went, not mattering. Wooden, tin,
washboards. Eventually the hand wringer.
I feel true bitterness about all this; too
much of my life went into this unnecessary
drudgery. I was still washing diapers
by hand; the capacity for the most awesome
technological breakthroughs were there,
such as - yes, the atom bomb—-World War
ITI, the 1940's, before the first automatic
washing machine for women - if you could
afford one -- was on the market. It
was one of those rareties a woman engineer-—
ed, who in the 1920's, in that beginning to
be servantless—for-the-well-to-do-world,
staying home with one of her babies, put
herself to applying industry efficiency
and know how towards saving the labor of
women. She thought up - an absolutely
new concept - sinks, stoves, continuous
counter tops all of step saving, even
back saving heights. There should be
statues to her; we should all know her name ;
she should be in the Hall of Fame. ]
It had not yet occurred to anyone
that.saving the labor of women could be a
profitable consumer industry; it took the
large numbers of women whose paid labor
was needed in World War II who were vocal
about what carrying on two jobs meant
who had their own earnings, to start y
that up. The fact that it has become such
a consumer industry, with its interest
only in profits, its contemptuous
advertising, its flooding the market with
unnecessary gadgets, gimmicks as well as
true labor saving advances, must not blind
us to the true nature of what is happening -

ing women from

their centuries old, life—consuming domestic

labor, even if as i

yet it is primaril
jprofit, private, individual home 1fZ d
can-afford-it basis. ; 22
- Tillie Olsen,
March, 1972
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ls Child

by FLORENCE RUSH

I always have a problem when I am
asked to consider the liberation of other
groups as part of the women's liberation
movement. When I think of the war, racism,
imperialism, socialism, or human problems
as opposed to sexist problems, I often
respond with the usual feminine guilt. I
feel T should do something in all areas of
struggle but the cause I'm
most interested in is my own and my cause
is the cause of all women and their strug-
gle against sexism.

A group of Junior High School women
asked me to attend an after school women's
liberation meeting. During the first ses—
sion, an exciting one, a man sat in the
back of the classroom. Later he explained
that the teacher's union, now in negotation
with the Board of Education, refused to
supervise after school activities as a
show of the teachers' strength. I was,
a sense, scabbing. The students and I
felt badly and as we discussed alternatives
and the union teacher, now friendly and
pleasant joked with us: ngive it up," he

in

said. "It's no great loss. When we win,
you can go back to your liberation." That
did it. The students decided not to be

concerned for the teachers if the teachers
were- not concerned for them and questioned
why I should struggle for unionism

or any other cause, if those I am strug-
gling with and for are sexists? You are
now looking at the biggest "scab'" in my
school district.

So just as I was throwing away my
mail from the Women's strike for Peace and
invitations to community meetings on child
care and drug abuse, I was asked to speak
on the place of the liberation of child-
ren in the women's movement. Yes, child-
ren are oppressed and of ten without pro-
tection, are starved)neglected)and abused.
They are denied civil and legal rights
and have no alternative way of life beyond
the often limited and handicapped nuclear
family. Women bear and give birth to child-
ren, care for them, raise them and worry
about them. Mothers, teachers, nurses, SOC-—
ial workers and almost all who care for
children are women. Men are seldom inter-
ested in children. If they are, it is as
experts, professionals and authorities -
like Dr. Spock telling the women, who do
the work what to do = what is right or
wrong, what is good or bad, and what

is best for children. I discovered, as

I went along, that men are not only not
interested in children, but are generally
without concern for all those who are
helpless and dependent. When did men
ever care for the sick, the. aged, the
retarded or the disabled? Women have
always cared for those who could not

care for themselves — we've been doing it
for centuries -— so if the cause of child-
ren is to be the cause of women, what
about all the others? Because we have
been assigned the role of ministering to
the poor, old, young and sick, does

this mean that even in our own .liberation,
we must continue to give service to and
aplift the needy and dependent? I sud-
denly got very depressed but what reached
me most deeply was the fact that -half of
those who need uplifting are males.

Women and children have always been
lumped together. We hear around us;
"yomen and children first." (like getting
off a sinking ship). ''Women and children
stay home' (while the men go out and fight
the Indians). '"You talk like a woman'' or
"You talk like a child" (an insult). 'You
think like a woman' or 'You think like a
child® (a bigger insult). It seems only
natural that so identified with each ot-—
her, we should encompass the needs of
children and their right to human dignity.
But even though thus identified and even
though male babies are not born sexist,
and heartless as it may sound, I cannot
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bypass the fact that these very male child—
ren will grow up to be men. What will
happen to the male child when his voice
changes, when he gets taller, begins t?
sprout a beard, compares the size of his
penis with those of other boysslearns
that girls are to be screwed, have babies
and stay home to cook and clean. When

he gets that great feeling that comes

with pushing some chick around, will he
remember that when a child, 'a woman fought
to protecf him, looked after his rights,
his health and welfare? Will he remember
or will he, eager to get rid of childhood
helplessness and humiliation, embrace his
male privileges and just as he was abused,

" so abuse some woman.

Before I continue, I feel I should .
make one important point. T can sense
how uneasy mothers of young male child-
ren may feel as the result of what I am
saying. I am not denying or overlooking
the lové, deep feelings and attachments
that mothers, teachers and others may
have for male children in their day to
day relationshipynor am I suggesting that
little boys be abandoned by women. I have
a son myself and personally know the depth
of feeling which affects mothers of small
children. I am talking about our work
and the direction we must take as women
liberationists, in the hope that we
may never be distracted from the cause
of women. There are those who will try
to confuse us, play on our guilt, and
this we must not allow. :

We are told by Freud, and others who
explain human behavior, that when children
reach a certain age, about 8, the sexes
instinctivelydislike each other. The
girls then go off to do girlish things
and the boys go off to do boyish things.
In our culture, this separation definitely
occurs, but it is mnot by "instinct."

Male children turn away from female child-
ren when they learn that this association
with the female sex is undesirable and |
shameful. When male children become
aware of the female stigma they can be
utterly cruel and contemptuous of the
very girls who were, just yesterday,
their close friends. At age 8, my
daughter and nephew were constant com-
panions and their understanding, feelingy
and loyalty toward each other was a
beautiful thing to see. One day, with-
out warning, Bobby refused to talk to

her and when she appeared in-his pres-—
ence, he turned away. In apology, his
mother said, "I'm really sorry, but
there's little I can do. You know how
boys, get when they reach that age.

They just hate girls!' When my daughter,
hurt and weeping, asked why Bobby treated
her so badly, I tried to explain, "Boys
stop playing with girls when they get
older; that's how they are." 1In a great
anger, she threw a book across the room
and screamed "But I didn't do anything to
him and he has no reason to hate me."

She was right, of course, and I wish I
had said to her then what I can say
today: that Bobby, age 8, was a male
chauvinist pig.

Last year, I spoke to a group of
male and female students who were be-
tween the ages of 12 and 14. I tried
to relate the oppression of women with the
oppression of children, but the male
students, revolted by the idea of being
associated with women, rejected the con-
cept in undisguised hostility. The junior
high school female students I spoke of
earlier, found their greatest humiliation
at the hands of 10 and 11 year old boys
whose wild pleasure came from lifting
their dresses, pinching their behinds and
shouting obscenities. A little boy on
the street, young enough to be my grand-
child, looked me straight in the face,
recently, and said, "Hello cunt."

Yes, the male child, just as the fe-

men's Liberation? -

male child, 1 >
a little older and gains 1n male status,

privileges and power, he ca? COmP?n%ate
for and eventually forget his humiliation
as a child. As a man, he may suffer from
being PpoOOT, black, or uneducated, but the
female, though she may have money, be
1ily-white with three degrees, and no
matter how old, can be greeted on the
street by a small boy with, "Hello cunt.” 3
When the little girl becomes & woman and

her sex is physiologically obvious and
biologically established, she is degraded

by this event. She acheives no power or
dignity- in womanhood; on the contrary, now
that she is ready to bear children, she
becomes a sex object, ripe for exploit-

The male child grows up to be a

it is better

ation.
man and whatever that is,
than being a woman.

But the question still remains un-
answered - should women in the movement,
struggle for the liberation of children?
Yes, as long as the children are females!
Poor health is a problem for both males
and females; poor and aged males are seve-
rely deprived of decent medical and health
services, yet the women's movement has
no conflict about concerning itself only
with the health of women. The discrim-
{nation of women exists in all instit-
utions offering health and medical ser-
vices and as a result we relate to the
health problems of women. Sexism is also
ingrained in every aspect of childhood
and is often the basis and cause of the
oppression of children, and especially female

children and the women who care for them.
It is only in this context that I feel
we can make the children's cause our own.
So, finally to illustrate this point let
me get on to the sexual and physical ab—
use of children.

The subject of the physical and sex-

ual abuse of children is filled with ob-—
scenities and horror. But strangely en—
ough, in a society where sex differences
are of prime importance; where jobs, educ—
ation, toys, clothing, fashion, etc. are
geared toward distinguishing the male and
female, in statistics concerning child
abuse, sex is suddenly of no consequence;
the abusers are referred to by the sexless
term "they" and the victims become the
generalized "he' when almost always they
are really "she's.'" When a prostitute
rolls a john for his wallet, we know very
well that the prostitute is a “she" and
we are advised of the increasing violent
crime rate among‘women. - There was no
confusion about the sex of Alice Crimmins;
it was a woman, a mother, a female who
was judged the murderer of her two child-
ren. But where the statistics indicate
without a doubt that men commit the crimes
and that females are the victims, our ex=
perts suddenly regard us all as equal
and finally, we are awarded the privil-
ege of not being distinguished from males.
I finally found the statistics which re-
vealed that the abuse of children is mot
only the result of discrimination against
children, but more important, the discrim—
ination against females. The sexual ab-
use of children is clearly a sexist pro-
blem.
The sexual abuse of children is an
act whereby an adult uses his position
of power and maturity to exploit a child
for the purpose of sexual stimulation and
gratification. The act can range from
fondling, exhibitionism, carnal abuse to
rape.
1. The problem of the sexual abuse
of children is of unknown national dim-—
Shility of 5o oa oo AN
us national incidence
many times larger than that of physical
abuse. A guess based on the study of
reported cases in Brooklyn and Queens,
estimates that the more brutal and violent

cases amount to about one i
nationally.g % e



2. The problem is not restricted to
the poor and underprivileged. There is
scarcely a female, no matter what her
background, who has not been molested by
a family friend, a dentist, storekeeper,
etc. .

3. By an overwhelming ratio , in
the study mentioned above, the offenders
were 97% male and victims 9 times out of
10 were female children. The study found
that the victims suffered severe emotional
damage by the occurrence. The female child
and woman are the same person, merely at
a different stage of development and the
sexual exploitation of the female child
is an early manifestation of the contempt
for the exploitation of women.

4. Most cases of the sexual abuse of
children remain unreported. Of those
reported, the burden of proof is on the
child victim and family so that repeated
questioning and investigation often prom-
pted families to drop the case and even
for those that followed through, one half
are dismissed for lack of proof.

5. There was not one study, and I have
seen many, that noted that the sexual
abuse of children was a crime commited by
men against female children. The sexual
abuse of children is winked at and per-—
mitted because it is an unspoken but
powerful factor in preparing the female
to accept her subordinate role and submit
in later life to the abuse heaped on her
by the men in her life.

6. The sexual abuse of children is
the result of sexism, discrimination, and
exploitation of women in our society.

"The physical abuse of children is
the intentional, non-accidental use of
force or act of commission (like neglect
or starving) on the part of a parent or
caretaker aimed at hurting, injuring or
destroying the child."

The physical abuse of children is
not so clearly sexist, but upon closer
inspection there are connections which
cannot be ignored.

The first studies I investigated,
tabulated many characteristics regarding
the physically abused child such as ec-—
onomic status, age of parents and child-

ren, size of families, intellectual cap—
acity of those involved, but noted brief-
ly that male and female parents abused
male and female children equally. I
was about convinced that there was no
sexist element here, when I found a re-
cent study, carried out and researched
at Brandeis University called Violence
Against Children and authored by David
Gil% As distinguished from all other
studies, Gil also. identified the vic-—
tims and abusers by sex.

1. Nationally, there are estimated
to be about 25,000 cases of physically
abused children each year.

2. 0f all cases studied (1300) 30% of
the families were headed by females, so
the mothers, without a father in the home,
were the offenders.

3. 70% of the families with abused
children, were headed by males, here both
the father and mother were in the home.
Where there was both mother and father
in the home, 2/3 of the offenders were
men.

So, in the cases of physical abuse
against children, when the mother is the
sole parent, she is the abuser, but if
there is a man in the house, chances are
he will be the abuser. There is an impor-—
tant factor which Gil overlooked and did
not take into account. Who spends. time
with the children? I think I can safely
guess whether there is a man in the house
or not, that time is given by the mother
and if Daddy gives 2 or 3 hours a day out
of 24 to the kiddies, Mother -is left with
the rest. Also Gil's study represents a
very low economic group, with large fam-
ilies, where, in addition to the child-
ren, the mother has to cope with problems
of little money, no resources, no help,
no alternative, and no escape. Granted
no one should abuse children, but where
children are abused by women, they are
women who are distraught by the cruel
and inhuman pressures forced on them.
There are 10 million children receiving
Aid to Dependent Children grants in this
country and that means that there are 10
million children on welfare cared for by
women alone. The total number of phy-—

sically abused children is estimated at
25,000. Of this number , if only one

third come from homes with only the

woman as parent, the wonder is, con—
sidering the circumstances, that YoTen
abuse so few children. with all it's
horror, the woman who abuses, has a
reason, but what's the man's excuse?

why is it then that in a home where

there is a man who, hardly involved with
the children, abuses them more than the
woman. What's the answer? "Well you know A
how men are; they have so little patience.

There was another statistic which
impressed me. While under the age of 12,
the sex of the child victim of physical
abuse was about equal; half boys and half
girls, but once past 12, up to 18 the
victim rate rose to 2/3 female. Before
puberty, when there is little physical
difference between males and females,
victimization is about equal, but when the
secondary sexual traits appear; when the boy
becomes a man and the girl a woman, then
the abuse is directed against the female.
So even with respect to physical abuse,
the male child has it easier.

When the struggle against sexism is
as equally important to men as it is to
women,Y%hen women are in leadership on
all issues and when all issues are con-—
sidered from a feminist point of view,
then we may be able to begin to speak of
human liberation. Until that time, 1'11
stay with my sisters as infants, children,
women and old women. If men are concerned
for their little brothers, no one will pre-—
vent them from offering care and protec—
tion. But let it be clear, that it is
men, not women, males, not females,
who have oppressed us and driven us to
seek liberation and now that we are just
beginning to go toward it, want it and
want it badly, let no one divert us to
any cause, other than our own.

*De Francis, Vincent, Protecting the Child
Victim from Sex Crimes Commited by Adults,
The American Human Association, Denver,
Colorado. (Mimeograph)

*%Published, Waltham: Harvard University
Press, 1970

LETTERS FROM A MOTHER TO

Dear Son,

It's been over a year since I have
seen you. Your letters describing the
far eastern countries and cities fill
me with wonder and' it is incredible to
me that my son has had the ability to
work, save, and take the time he needs
to see the world. The descriptions of
the places you've seen, the cultures,
customs, and ways of life are amazing,
distant, foreign and fascinating. I am
curious, though, about your own personal
reactions because I get very little about
your feelings and experiences. Does the
extreme poverty bother you? Have any of
your ideas and opinions changed as a re-
sult of your travels? Have you met people
and are you enjoying yourself? You know
it's so long since I've seen you that T
feel as though you are fading from my
memory. Send me a picture: I'd like to
look at your face.

Now that the weather is warm, I'm
out again digging in the dirt. I think
I'm happiest sticking plants in the ground
and making them grow and best of all I
enjoy looking at the conglomeration of
wild colors when the plants bloom. I'm
also enjoying my job. T mnever dreamed
that volunteer work would lead me to a
day care center. Four hours each day
with the children are wonderful and I

truly enjoy them but I know that this
pleasure comes from being able to leave
them after the afternoon session. Be-
yond this, I am not doing toO much but
I seem to need more time to myself. i
read more, putter more,-and see fewer
pPeople. Did you know. that your sister
dfOPPEd out of college? She's hitch-
hiking across the country now. She
seems unhappy and restless and I'm wor-
ried about her. Here is some sad news.
We finally had to get rid of Rover. He

HER SON

was such a sweet dog and a friend for
18 years but he could scarcely see, hear,
or walk any more and we decided that
putting him away was the kindest thing we
could do. We all felt badly for a while.
I won't £ill you in on your father simce
he wrote to you yesterday.
Please don't forget the photograph.
Love,
Mom

BY MARY COPELAND

Dear Mom,
Thanks for your nice long letter.
I can't send you a picture because I
don't own a camera and the photographer
is far away. Did you receive the packages
I sent home? There were several hand
made batiks (expensive), some silk shirts
and silk screen prints. When I get to
Japan, I plan on buying a camera, radio
and a few watches. As I go along, I'll
be sending packages. Please put them
safely away because these are things of
value. ]
Of course I'm enjoying my trip. If
I didn't, 1'd come home.
Love,
Your Son

Dear Son,

What do you mean "Thank you for the
nice long letter?'" I realize now that you
are fading from my memory because your let-—
ters are so cold and impersonal. I have
no sense of a human being. Don't you have
anything to say about yourself, me, your
sister and even a poor dead dog you once

loved. I found your letter unbelievable!
Love ,
Mom

Dear Mom,

This is too much. Do you really ex-—
pect me to cope with your emotional pro-
blems? I must say I find them rather

insignificant and what can you possibly
expect me to do about a dead dog. The
issues you raise are bourgeois, decadent
and petty particularly as compared to the
poverty and suffering I see here.. Frankly
I don't know how to handle your letter.
I do feel some pity for you in your isola-
tion and would advise you not to cut your-—
self off from people because when your
children leave home you will have no one.
This seem to . be a serious problem for
the aging middle class housewife.

I am sort of flattered that you
revealed so much to me but I can't get
into your emotional bag.

Love,
Dear Dad, Yogr son
What's wrong with Mom? She hasn't

written to me for quite some time. I had
gotten some very weird letters from her.
Is she going through her menopause?

Thanks for making that bank deposit
for me - the money came right on time.
Did you ever get the batiks, silks, and
prints? These things are valuable and
I haven't heard from anyone about them.
I'm also sending home some rare editions
of books and most of them are on the
Chinese revolution and Marxism. I got
some excellent buys on very old editions
of Das Capital, Value Price and Profit
and the Origin of the Family.

I've been reading a lot and talking
to_many people about the Chinese revol-
ution and know that I am becoming a

staunch supporter of Chinese Socialism.

I musF get into more theory and under—
standing of Marxism and want particularl
to learn about the trials, efforts and !
hopes of the courageous Chinese people
Hope Mom is 0.K. e
Love,
Your Son
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BY MICHELLE WALLACE

Since the battle of Attica, a lot of
artists have been making a mad dash for the
prisons, that is the men's prisons. The
feeling seems to be that political pris-—
oners can only be male, and that feeling
is shared by a shocking number of women,
as well as men. While the women's pri-
sons remain forgotten, the male artists
are obtaining money from other men to
rush out to the men's prisons with their
programs, the female artists holding up
the rear, needless to say without pay.

Eventually, it begins to occur to
a woman that something ought to be done
about the female inmates, particularly
since, at least in my mind, there is
some doubt as to whether all male inmates
(especially those that rape, murder, as-—
sault, and steal from women) are really
political prisoners. Certainly, they are
political prisomers but should they be put
before women inmates who are polltlcal
prisoners in a much more vivid sense.
Let's face it. Women go to prison for
one reason - men. If a woman decides
that she doesn't want to be tied down,
doesn't want to do anything in paftiCU1
just wants to bum around for a whllef
she will end up in a mental institut%OU
if she's white, and in a jail if she's
black. A woman can never afford to be
but so unclear about what she wants to
do because if she doesn't know, there
is a man that will know for her and,
eleven times out of ten, that ain't good.

"If you should decide that you really
want to do something for women inmates,
how do you go about it? You immediately
think, "I'll ask around and find out
what everybody else is doing." What
you will find is that everybody else is
doing absolutely nothing. There is no
structure set up to rehabilitate women
in or outside of the prisons. There is
nothing nothing nothing happening for
women prisoners: I repeat - nothing.
Suppose you don't believe me. Then call
the fortune Society or some other organ-—
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and what every b}ack woma
if she slips up just a
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inmate:? White men in sma}l numbers: part—
1y because the guilt trip in the Ten s
zisons i{s so-heavy that they can't bear
Sp under it. Further, they, like the
white women, aren't ailowed to do very
ept supply the money.
mUCh,Asxgoi thepglack man, he seems to ?e
completely repelled by the idea of working
in the women's prisons. I closely obser—
ved the few that did come out with the
program now and then. Outside of one'y?ung
student, none returned for a second visit.
It seems that they were very disturbed
about how close the women were to one an-—
other and the not inconsiderable lesbian
activity. They would spend all their time
trying to convince one woman inmate after
another that this was horribly, horribly
wrong, and that they should be ashamed of
themselves. It was just too much for them.
On the ride back to the city, I would sneak
a glance at their faces, sometimes, I
would even talk to them, ask them how they

jail
ity for the
pure unvarn.
her in prison:
knows is that,

ization that claims to help all former
inmates. A white woman will answer the
phone. But don't be foeled, she is
fully authorized to speak for the black
men who run things. She'll tell you that
they don't have time for women prisoners,
of whom, at least in the Women's House,
ninety-five per cent are black, Puerto
Rican, etc. If you don't want do, don't
just take her word for it. Ask ‘to speak
to the man and he'll hit you with the real
dope - it is impossible to rehabilitate
female inmates. Now do you understand?

Maybe you want to get in touch with the

Women's Bail Fund. Fine, if you want to
devote your major time to freeing leftist

‘women, while Mary who is sick and has a
baby on the outside and who is in jail for
assaulting a police officer (she slapped
a cop in the face) remains in prison.
However, if that does not appeal to you,
then you better realize that you are go-
ing to have to start from the very beg-
inning.

About four or five months ago, some
of us got lucky. We got hooked up with
Faith Ringgold, painter and educator, who
had done a mural for the Women's House
of Detention. She knew some of the prison
officials and she knew the warden. She
wanted to start a program to bring art to
the women's prisuns. We all got together,
decided on a name - Art Without Walls,
planned for five workshops - art, poetry,
dance, yoga, and a rap session. Rep-
resentatives were chosen that met with
the warden, arrangements were made, every-
thing was set. We were to g0 out'every
Sunday at three, and leave at five, cal-
ling in the names of the people who were
going on the Thursday before.

Pessimist that I am occasionally,

I smelled trouble from-the 'git go."

It seems that there was something basic-
ally vrong with the very type of woman
who was drawn to such a program. She's
a pretty common kind of a creature - in-
competent, but an eager do gooder. She's

got guilt enough for one hundred Ku Klux J

i o
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felt about the program. '"Oh, I'll be
back, I'll definitely be back," they would
say. 'We've got to get these women's
heads together, get their head together."
You could see the confusion and horror in
their faces; and I knew how each of them
felt, kind of like the first time I not-
iced a brother giving me an intense,-hot
hate look because he was with a white
sister. You could see in their eyes that
all they wanted to do was get far far
away from that all woman world never never
to return. *
-As I have

already explained, the people
in the program

were wrong from the very
beginning, but Art Without Walls happened
despite that. You're probably thinking
that any program is better than none. At
first I thought the same but now I don't
know. The problems got heaped pPretty
high during the ten or more weeks the pro-
gram existed.

WORKING !"COLLECTIVELY"

The first controversy was over
who should sign in for the
it was just assumed by Fait
who did, afterall, know the
know the prison official and
clearance for the Program.
the prison officials wanted
was responsible, and that ¢t :
find if anything went wrong?ey o
a lot of things that could go
tw?nty some people going in ang out of
Prison every week. But it wasn't lonp 3
before the cry of Pig was raiseqd agaigst

She was taking OVer, setting h
self up as the leader, not working "coii_

8roup. At firgt
h Ringgo1d
warden and

did obtaip
Quite naturally
Someone that

and there were
wrong with

lectively." She backed down

: and f
on a different person signed in al;g;ltthen
every week. The first t

hing that happened

had to si
the reception center, then we hadgtougigg

in again when we got to the Women'
then the check 1ist didn't have al
names on it (and if you weren't on the
check list then you didn't 80 out). Mean~
while all of this new Procedure was rop-
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ing time f
ping Then there wa
At first, no one wanted any,

le slowly began to realize that the eﬁi
peop-€ as turning out to be very expen.
p,?ograml‘:_ was decided that there woulg ? 3
slve;tempt made to acquire funds, ang
i;a: marks when all hell broke looge,
We had to incorporate, and, ip o
to do that, we had to have a board of
O No one on the board of direc- 3
tors could be a "pig." In other words
we could only consider people for the -
board who were not rich and not famouyg
The function of a board of directorg 1;
to help an organization obtain funds.
stability and recognition. A board ;em
ber achieves this end by using hig or h-
connections. Who has those kinds of , -
nections? Rich and/or famous People 0
We had to have officers. Faith.Ri
gold could not be the president o hOIdng-
any other official position since ghe
somehow fell into the "famoug'" catepg
However, the membership wasg aware tﬁa:y
without her the organization could not
continue to exist. So what they did
elect me president because T am twent: bt
(young and dumb), T am black (blind %
and honored), and most important,
Faith Ringgold's daughter, Realizinam
that the job was just a glorified seg-
retary, that I would receiye
ation, no assistance and no ¢
anyone, but wanting Very much
organization on itg feet, thou
t?at that would be impossible,
like .an ass, accepted the posit
We had to decide w
be on the Proposal, who
the organization,

money -

Tder

N0 cooper-
redit frop
to set the
gh knowing
;, exactly
ion.
ho was going to
in othwas 4 member ‘of
er wo

going to get paid once the mQ;:;!CZEZ was
through. If you know anything about thy

: s
grant thing, then you know that once you
g?t the money, as far as the funding agen-
clés are concerned, you can go fly a kite
with it, build a home on. the shore, go to
Bermuda, whatever you want. In fact,
that is exactly what they want. It's
all 'keep quiet' money anyway. Therefore
once a person was placed on our payroll
officially, they wouldn't have to do a damnm
thing if they chose not to, or; worse yet,
they could stand around and block every-
body else. Well. The group wanted every=
body who had even hinted that they might
be interested in talking about going aut
to the Women's House, to be placed on pro-
posal. .

THOSE WHO CAN, SHOULDN'T

Where did all this shit come from you
might ask. It's all from one basic pile,
and the name of that pile is Those W@O
Can Shouldn't. The particulars go like
this:

Art Without Walls' active membership
was largely composed of white women (and
I noticed that the men rarely came to
meetings), late comers to the civil rights
movement, - late comers to the left still
dazed by the appearance of feminism, 8€f=
erally inept and unsuccessful. They,
thought that in the women's prison, they
would make their statement — a fantastic
new dance technique or an exhibition OF
something. But just as they were incom=
Petent in the past, they continued to be
inCompetent. The women inmates were mOE
fooled by their spurts of enthusians for
they are seasoned experts on human nat“?;m
Further, these do gooders were £€e-=s
@ lot of guilt which one might imagine
was justified, but that wasn't the point
Tge first thing you are supposed to thin
? out when you are trying to do service
vin Someone is what will add to that SEF”
WOEZ& oszilt is not going to get those .
them a skiof jail, is not going to teac

11, and, generally, is not
%ﬁing to assist them in any way. That be
ris §;Se, the only thing to do is to get
own c1m:t: zzsing1ge your guilt on your

For example oae:gensive. ke
sStart to tell a ;t°r man inmate wo1
horrible. The do y which was truly.
listen, she ol goodel_‘ would stop to

T Sunday had -.roialyzed by eulleiigy
mate had nog 1earnegas§ed' the woman in= =

anything about art,
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anything about how to stay out of prison,
had only learned that people are as full
of shit as ever. The female do gooder
goes home feeling empty, disgusted with
herself, realizing that she has done no-
thing to improve the lives of the women
in prison, frustrated, and guilty more
than ever, naturally. The do gooder comes
to the conclusion that she cannot teach a
woman prisoner anything. She decides that
what she has to do is bring revolution,
not art, to the prisons, men's phony rev-
olution, that is. At that point she be-
gins to encourage her fellow do gooders

to do the same. She frowns upon anyone
doing anything constructive. For example,
when I stated that the aim of the organiz-

ation was to prepare women inmates for prof;

essional work in art fields, members of

the group objected. "Don't impose your mid-
dle class values on the beautiful savage"
was the tone. After the do gooder has
failed, no one must succeed. In other
words those who can, shouldn't.

FEMALE INMATE, LATENT FEMINIST

In the course of trying to bring male
pseudo-revolution to the women's prisons,
the do gooder ran into another problem -
how to deal with the latent feminism of
the female inmate. It is very difficult
to get a woman inmate to fall for a bull-
shit male left line that was tired to begin
with. They see right clear through it
immediately. But they do know, perhaps
better than any of us, that men and women
are having some enormous problems re-—
lating to one another normally. They do
know, deep down inside, that men are the
reason they are in prison. They do know
that they have been deserted and cast aside
by their own black men. (I am sure that
you already know that when a black man
becomes a muslim, before or during in-
‘carceration, he becomes a part of a sub
group of muslims inside; and when he is
released, the mosque welcomes him with
However, a muslim woman is

open arms.
In the Women's

forgotten by the temple.
House, muslim women renounce their faith
because they have no support on the out-—
side. The muslim policy is that women
have no business in jail anyway, or at
least that's the way it seems.)
1f you wexe to visit the women's
prison, you would probably be shocked by
the lack of hostility, the amount of war-
mth that is there; and racial bigotry is
at a minimum. There is an awareness of
prejudice, of the problems dividing the
races, but there is also an awareness of
the fact that all women are oppressed,
whether white or black. The black woman
inmate knows that the black man put a lot
of her white sisters in jail. 1In this
drugged, deaf and dumb society we live in,
it is shocking to find people who are re-
acting to you and demanding that you react
to them, as the women immates do. As a
matter of fact, it is very hard to get
used to it, and you have to pull yourself
up to it. As a matter of fact, many of
the women on the program never did get
used to it. Some of the inmates are
having sexual relationships with one an-
other, and, when they leave the pri-
son, some of them will continue to do so,
some of them will not; and those that
will not, as far as I can determine, will
not be hung up about it. Women have
always done what they have had to do and
that was that. However, it is obvious
that the special closeness and warmth and
honesty between sisters im prison will dis-
appear as soon as everybody hits the stre-
ets, for the men will be dividing them
again. That warmth has to be preserved,
not necessarily the lesbian activity but
the warmth. If such a bond existed be-
tween women all of the time, they just
might be able to survive out of prison.
However, that bond was just exactly what
upset the do gooders most. They couldn't
deal with it: 1. Here they were trying
to talk male revolution to the women in-
mates, and the women inmates were past
all that, well on their way to feminism.
2. I suspected from the way alot of the
do gooders seemed to constantly be getting
involved in problems with the inmates pro-
positioning them (why couldn't they simply
say no) that many of these do gooders were
lesbians themselves. Whether they were
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ter of

lesbians or not, however, (as a mat
trouble

fact, the do gooders seemed to have
saying no to the inmates about anything)

the important thing is that it was Hinz
creasingly difficult for them to face the
‘lesbian activities of the immates every
Sunday. 3. The do gooders, both lesbian
and non-lesbian, were playing male roles,
which is to say that they took the same
position with respect to the inmates as
‘would a man. They saw themselves as very
different - they being superior and the
inmates inferior - and all their actions
had the effect of maintaining that dif-
‘ference. They used the powerless position
of the inmates to make themselves look
better, tozdistinguish themselves from
the other women there and other women
‘general, as a matter of fact. There
were lesbian inmates who were playing
similar type rolé — and this made for
only hostility among the inmates. If
add that element of hostility to that
that the do gooders brought in, then you
will have some idea of the strain there

was at times in the program. 4. All

of this wasn't exactly conducive to warmth
and honesty and unity.

The do gooders were horrified by the
fantastjc independence of the women inmates
who brought to light the possibilities
of a world actually dominated and run
peacefully and satisfyingly by women; and
everytime someone got a peek of such a
world, it seemed to just knock them sense-—
less. No one was capable of admitting

in

a
the
you

verbalize, that made everybody try their

damndest to doom the program to failure.
As could be expected, all of these

goings on frightened me considerably.

The prison would not continue to allow the
program to come out, their official reason
was that they did not have the staff al-
though they did allow a few of the work-
shops - the most unproductive and most
reactionary ones - to come out separately.
Strangely enough none of these workshops
were instructed by black women. Ho-hum.

INMATES HELP INMATES

With my mere twenty years of life |
experiences behind me, what I really
wanted to do was run. Instead I chose to
attempt to analyze the situation in °the
manner that I always do when movement
things get fucked up, which is often. *

I try to be objective. I ask myself,'Are
blacks inferior? Are women really infer-
ior?" I calmly answer, "No." 'But then
what went wrong here?'" I ask. 'You are

dealing with rehabilitation,'" 1 say-to
myself. '"You know male former inmates.
How did they do it?" '"Why, they did it
for each other," myself says to I. And
that is the answer - women inmates must
do it for themselves. Only women inmates
can help women inmates really. White
women, white men, black men and even
other black women are all well aware of
the problem but none of us carry the sol-
ution. All any of us can do is try to
put women inmates in a position to help
other women inmates.

How? First you encourage the woman
inmate's feminism as the only means by
which they will be able to survive. You
encourage their feminism because that will
be what will enable them to stick togetﬁer
in a world that degrades and humiliates
women, particularly black women. Femin-
ism will be the thing that will enable
the woman inmate to break the bonds of
that shame that bounces them back to jail
time and time again and that keeps them
there.

Second, you somehow set up an organ-—
ization that will be financially solvent,
and you set it up in such a manner that
former women inmates will be able to as-
sume all the positions in the organization
as they are ready. What does this organiz-—
ation supply them with? They need two
things from us — jobs and skills. Those
two things will strengthen their feminism
more than all the words in the world.

Jobs and skills are pretty tall orders,
even for women outside - then how do you
do this for a woman who has just come out
of jail? = The former woman inmate cannot
work on many of the jobs that women have

always taken because of-her record. Fur-
L} :

it, but that was the horror that no one would

Before long, Art Without Walls had collapsed.

(o]
the woman in prison is the wo?:g z:
would not stay home and play nicz—nat
work as a secretary OT a maid and €

\| shit her whole life. 1f she is given,the

g he
tist, then at least s
skills of an ar 5 e e

eel independent, .
§221fself—con¥ident about her worth. She'll
know she can create something besides a 5
baby; it's something she can'd? by her:z 5
and art is a hustle anyway; it s something
2 woman can fight with. You can chan%ez
people with it and you can stay out O
prison with it, as did a lot of male ;

ho now earn livings as

former inmates W :
artists becausée they learned how in prison.

Third, you have to find some people
to work with the program. They have &
be women and they have to be feminists. .
It is better that they have a hard_linex
on drugs and that not many be les?la?s-
Why? Because the overwhelming majority .
of women immates are addicts. If a do |
gooder doesn't know how she fee%s abﬁut'
drugs, or starts talking about hafd :
and "soft," the situation becomes impossible.
Alcoholics never drink, no wine, no beer,
no nothing, and that's the way its got .
‘to be for addicts in a lot of cases . As
for lesbianism, most women inmates do nat
identify as lesbians. Since the former .
woman inmate is not about to reject men,
it is much more realistic to examine with
her ways that one might go about relating
to a man more positively, in other words,
stop him from running over her. T &
woman inmate is a lesbian, then naturally
she needs the help of other lesbians.
However, she does not need to be encouraged .
to play the male role, and of that you
have to be very careful. (Do you know
that there are female pimps?) A good—
doer should either be black, or know some-—
thing about black people:. There is no
time for people who are doing research on
the race. '‘These'woman are not guinea
pigs. A goodFdoer should be capable,
know her art, know how toteach.it. The
women inmates know when you're bullshitting.

We were out on our asses, and a couple
of do gooder, do nothing women are allowed
to stay. What did we do now? It would
have been nice to work in the prison but
it seems that that was not going to be
possible. The prisons are 3just 1ike any
other governmental system, like the board
of education, like the board of health.
They don't want anything to happen, they
don't want anyone to do anything because
then it becomes too obvious that no one
else is doing anything. The system can—
‘not absorb, cannot afford productivity.
It's a question of honor at this point,
like the Vietnam War.

So we decided we were going to have
to work outside of the prison. We would
set up a kind of halfway house where women
irmates could live, and we would set up .
workshops supplying the women with prof-.
essional training in the arts. The.pro—.
gram will expand according to the needs of
the women. Former inmates will assume
positions from the top down as soon as
they are able or willing. The program
will be run by feminist women until that
happens, and being twenty, I think it
will work. the program will be called
Art Work House, and we are trying to get
a loft and some money for it now, not to
mention some feminists.

ther,
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'DEVELOPING FEMINIST THEORY :

Once upon a time, not too very long
ago, it was discovered, revealed, let
out and agreed upon that not only was it
okay for women to be in touch with their
feelings--it was wise. In an article
written in the %arly days of the recent
movement called A Program for Feminist

Consciousness-Raising," Kathie Sarachild
pointed out that our feelings revolved
around our perceptions of our self-
interest and suggested that if women's
real self-interest could be laid out,
by sharing and analyzing women's ex-
perience and desires, it could serve
as the fundamental theory of the move-
ment. It was further felt that as more
jand more women began to perceive their
situations correctly, i.e., get in touch
with their own self-interest, a mass
liberation movement would develop. There-
fore, as put forth in the article, the
primary task was to awaken ."class" con-
sciousness in ourselves and others on
a mass scale. The process utilized to
do this was called consciousness-raising.

I've always liked consciousness-—
raising; admittedly my past experience
with it was brief,but I considered it
an important technique, not to mention
what I feel it did for my consciouspess
So naturally when I heard WBAI was
calling a mass consciousness-raising
meeting, I hurried down to the renovated
church on East 62nd Street, which now
houses the radio station, and took a seat.

Nanette Rainone, the station's program
director, in conjunction with a C-R group
from Brooklyn Heights would demonstrate,
for those of us who needed introductions,
how a C-R group works and afterwards we
would break up into our own smaller,
hopefylly on-going groups, organized ac-
cording to neighborhoods.

THE RULES

"Welcome Sisters' was the greeting
which echoed forth from one of the Brooklyn
Heights members sitting up front around
the.microphones. It was an enthusiastic
enough beginning. She made the usual
introductions, mentioned the veteran
members amongst us in the audience who
would participate from time to time, and
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by Colette Price

then mentioned the rules listed on the
sheets passed out. Rules? Well, do's and
don'ts the sheet said. I didn't remember
any rules from my experience,.only that
you had to be honest and that wasn't ex-
actly a rule, it was more like a necessary
condition, and I didn't see that condition
listed—-so I put the rules away and got
back to the demonstration.

The group began by introducing them—
selves individually. The first woman 35,
married with two children used to be"a
lingerie model for Elizabeth Arden—--"it
got so,'" she said, "I didn't know.if"the
price tag was on me or the lingerie. The
next woman in Her late twenties, separated
from her husband, said, "I suddenly real-
Gzed I was a whole, complete person, with—
out this guy calling me everyday . . I've
also been taking myself more seriously as
a poet lately." Beside her was a forty
year old divorced woman who confessed she
got into consciousness-raising almost
against her will ."" I wanted to go
out. and march and carry a banner
everytime I went for the first four times
it was a joy to leave . then I began
to realize I was hearing things, learning
things now I never miss a meeting."
The next woman was separated "I'm 41," she
said, "I don't usually offer that. I
want to be.able to talk and express the
way I really feel it's a new thing
for me." The last woman to be introduced
was 38 and single. "I was determined to
remain feminine on my job (film produc-
tion)," she said, "I found myself con-
stantly saying things ‘like I'm not a fem-
inist but " She then went on to
relate a little story, "I saw a big woman
giving a little man holy hell the other
day. Before I would have said, 'What a
ball-breaking bitch.' Now I say to myself,
I wonder what hurts her so much that she
has to be that way." Oh God. I thought to
myself. Is this an example of raised
consciousness--that's awful. When I see
a woman giving a man holy hell I think
back to the last time I was in that pos-
ition knowing damn well he deserved more
than just holy hell and I say to that wom—

Where did she get this nobler than thou

> . L

women——so,

an "bitch, sister, bitch and do it louder!"

I checked back to their list __J

of do's and don'ts, don't judge other
I guess this is what they
mean by not judging other women.

Well I must admit my enthusiasm was
being badly threatened, first the rules
business and now this, but it was still
early in the program and when I heard the
question we would be dealing with ¥
perked up. You see at the beginning of
each meeting a question is picked and then
each member relates personally, subjective-
ly and specifically her experience to the
topic. The question for this meeting is,
How do you feel about the way you look . .
the dialogue begins.

"Well, you see, I had this mother,"
(everybody laughs), says the ex-lingerie
model. ''She was always telling me how
beautiful she was, I felt as if I couldn't
compete with her, but T was doing it
anyway . . . Well to this day I can't go
out without my eye make-up on, I think
that's really a part of me now."

"My mother used to say,'" said the
next woman, ''I was really pretty before
I had you. She was always telling me I
was pretty, but I never believed it.
Everybody else's hair always looked good,
except mine, it never looked right . . .,

I feel like I can be a woman now without
wearing high heels and make-up."

"I had a mother too," piped the
banner carrier.

Now wait a minute, I said to myself.
This has got to stop, what is it with thig
group. They've been together for a year
and don't have their consciousnesses
raised about mothers yet. Aren't some of
them mothers! Why are they still concen-

trating so much on their mothers, isn't it

really an easy target that doesn't have
that much to do with theilr present sZt—
uations. Don't they know that our mothers

main task was to prepare us for marriage
and to the best possibility around. Now
granted that can be a ruthless training
program, but women are oppressed, right?
So let's cut the mother stuff.

So the banner carrier had a mother.
"Well, I couldn't see; I needed glasses,"
she said. '"When I finally convinced her
to get me a pair, she wouldn't let me
wear them . . . Everytime my mother sees
me she says, 'Why don't you curl your
hair?' To this day she's threatened to
curl it in the coffin . . . Actually I'm
fine as long as I don't think of myself
as my face." 2

Luckily the next member had a father
(a sigh of relief). '"He wanted a boy and
got four girls. I was the oldest, I
used to climb trees and broad jump. I
didn't know about things like bras and
make-up until T was in college, and then
I didn't know what to do or who to ask."

With the last woman we were back to
mothers again. '"She used to say I don't
know what to do with you, you're bigger
than T ever was. She used to say, beauty
is inside of you--I don't think she knew
what she was saying but she was right." .
(I wonder why this woman felt her mother
didn't know what she was saying?)
veter?ns in the audience chimed in:

5 'Looks are still very important to
me," confessed one participant. "It kills
me to admit it but it's true. It was
only %n the last year that I learned how
to grin. It was always that controlled

smile I had practiced in front of the
mirror."

"I always hated my eyebrows," said an-

other. "While you were all trying to get
sk%nny, I was trying to get fat--'emaciat-
ed' my mother would scream, 'you're
emaciated.' To dream about looking like
Sophia Loren was out of the question
Audrey Hepburn was more my style." :

Well it went on and on. Straight

Then the
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consciousness - raising

heads trying to curl, curly heads trying

to straighten, worries about eyebrows and
complexions and wrist measurements and
waistlines. As one woman summed it up,

"I don't know any woman who likes her

body, and I don't know any man who doesn't."

Yes that generalization was becoming
clear--women did not feel good about the
way they looked and at one point or another
in their lives they felt they just were
not pretty enough. But God I thought,
these women are all fairly attractive by
the usual standards, what must other

- women feel whose looks deviate even more
from the acceptable norm than this. What
a terrible deception placed on women—-—
to make us suspeet of, nervous about
that which is so fundamentally a part of
ourselves, our body, our face, our hair,
—-our looks and that which is basically,
except for minor alteration work,. unchange-
able. '"A woman arrives at a party with
a new dress, special hairdo, nice smile
etc.," one veteran said, '"while a man
arrives with himself (his masculinity)."
And for whom is all this laborious beaut-
ification work done, whose self-interests
are being served? Women? Anyone who's
slept in rollers knows that it's not in
her self-interest. Men set the stand-
ards' for beauty in women and the stand-
ards are not what we really look like.
How can we feel good about the way we
look when we're forced to judge ourselves
by these artificial male standards--
can we look like what we want to look
like and still get what we want? Perhaps
the clearer truth about the statement
I don't know any woman who likes her body
etc. is: I don't know any man who would
like a woman's body the way it really is.
In other words, would men allow women to

define their own bodies, set their own

standards, be what they are. Could we

arrive at a party with ourselves! Well
it's not happening en masse, women are

still curling and straightening and re-
ducing and gaining and trying . . . but
remember this--we don't like it and

we never feel good about it.

The information up to this point
was good, but the demonstrators feel
down poorly on analysis. Analysis of
data should be a very important part of
C-R groups but the obvious generalizations
were stated without further comment.

1. Women did not feel good about their
looks. 2. Women were isolated one from

the other, feeling everybody else's looks
were okay except their own. Well there
were some of us who would have liked to
know more. For instance when didn't a
woman feel pretty enough? Did looks

make that much difference when men weren't
around? What happens when you don't
dress up? When you do? What is your
ideal about the way you should look?
took Nanette herself, the program dir-
ector, to point out that the previous
critical remarks made about mothers was
not taking into consideration the tasks

of mothers. She also then mentioned her
mother was in the audience.

Now I can't describe to you in seque-
nce what happened next but it was coming
through loud and bad on my reception ant-
enna. Snatches of dialogue, outrageous
attitudes, and theory which didn't sound
right in my experience. Let me give you
my reaction first and perhaps in that way
I can focus more clearly on exactly what
was being said.

Despite my fondness for consciousness—
raising, I know there are some real flaws
with the method, limited experiences due
to the small number of people in each
group and/or experiences understood in-
accurately and therefore analyzed
inaccurately. But there are even worse

It

flaws in the consciousness-raising demon-—
strated at WBAI.

For one thing consciousness-raising
'seems to have changed. All these new
rules. Back in 1969 the Redstockings
Manifesto ‘stated: '"the first requirement
for raising ‘class consciousness® is honesty,
in private and in public, with ourselves
and other women,' and there were no other
requirements listed. Consciousness—
raising is not a technique to help women
express themselves, to improve characters
or make anybody verbal and fluent. It is
not therapy, self-help or a Dale Carnegie
primer course. It is an opportunity for
women to get together and learn the truth
from each other--with whatever benefits
come of that.

i
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But it seems, contrary to all the
universal protestations that C-R is not
therapy (and who will not agree with you)
it now seems in danger of becoming just
that.

NO "JUDGMENTS" . . . NO CONCLUSIONS

Take a look at these rules--don't
interrupt another speaker, don't challenge
another woman's experience, don't judge
another woman, begin back with childhood
experiences. Why can't you interrupt
and challenge another woman if you can't
understand a word she is saying? Believe
it or not one of the members said they
thought a woman was lying through several
months of sessions and didn't say anything.
I just can't help feeling that's a terrible
waste of time. You can't judge other women
--well I suppose arguing with another
woman about whether something is true or
not is now a judgment. Begin back in child-
hood, isn't that what Freudian analysis
does? Isn't concentrating on ‘things which
have happened in the past a way of avoid-
ing confronting present realities. Isn't
looking for the reasons for our present
behavior in the past underplaying that
there are any present reasons. The pur-
pose of consciousness-raising is to find
out the truth about women, to see where
our real self-interest lies. How can
these rules get at the truth? How can T
get the truth of what a woman is saying
if I'm practically not even allowed to
talk to her during a meeting? What do I
do, see her later on privately after the
meeting is over? I don't have to go to a
meeting for that.

Now take this 'quiet woman' creation
for example. It seems in conjunction with
this rule of no interruption, talk of the
'quiet woman' emerges. Supposedly this
rule was even made on her behalf.

Well, who is the 'quiet woman' and
what does she do? Supposedly she's quiet.
But is she always quiet? I mean is quiet-
ness now an absolute, genetic, hereditary
permanent part of one's makeup? I mean
I thought quietness was one of those 'it
depends' things. It depends on who you're
with, what's happening, what's been said.
In other words it's relative. Sometimes
it might be in our interests to be quiet
and sometimes it might be in our inter-
ests to not be quiet. So pProbably there
is no such thing as the 'quiet woman, '

her breast.

only women who are quiet when it is in
their interests to be so.

There are many reasons why a woman
in a C-R group might be quiet. Some of
these reasons don't present any probleg

at all.
1. She is interested in what the

speaker 1s saying.

2. She is in basic agreement with
what the speaker is saying (hence
silence means approval or consent) .

3, She feels the speaker is expres-—
sing what she herself would express and
doing it equally well or better. ’

4. She may not have made up her mind
about certain issues yet and wants to
hear more: (confused).

Others are a problem but reflect a
political conflict in the group or in Fhe
individual.

5. She feels when she does say somé-
thing nobody really listens—-so it's
energy expended for nothing.

6. She does not want to appear rude,
not nice, disruptive by interrupting
someone else.

7. She may feel it's dangerous (the
climate is not right) to say what she
wants to say.

8. She feels that she can't get in
a word edgewise--which means for some
reason or other she would have to fight
to make herself heard.

9. She may be in disagreement with
the speaker but umnwilling to take a
stand (hence silence means disapproval).

10. She may not have made up her mind
about how much she will commit herself.

ANALYZING PERSONALITIES
INSTEAD OF POLITICS

It is necessary therefore to look at
these reasons if we are going to clearly
analyze the situation of the 'quiet woman.'
It seems that the people who talk so much
about the 'quiet woman' haven't even

scratched the surface of investigating
the real issues at work here. They take

quietness to be a problem, never even
assuming that there might be a perfectly
good reason why a woman doesn't feel like
talking at that particular time, or in
that particular situation, or in that
particular group. They assume in other
words that it is a woman's personality
that is making her quiet or that it is

: somebody else's personality that is making

her quiet (the so-called noisy woman, in
this case).

Besides skirting the real issues
this explanation and definition of the
'quiet woman' is a psychological ex-
planation (she is inadequate in some way)
and therefore she must be helped (therapy).
We find most therapy patronizing, not to
mention the fact that it has nothing to
do with the real issues in this situation.
Is it purely accidental that everytime a
woman makes reference to her sister the
'quiet woman' it sounds patronizing? At
one point during the session in the
course of one of the more talkative
woman's discourse, she stopped, smiled
and glanced over to the two labelled
quiet women in the group, and said to the
audience, "You see why we have this rule
about no interruptions, notice who's
been doing all the talking," and then
returned just as abruptly to what she had
been previously saying. What was the
pPurpose of saying that I wonder, ex- y
cept to call attention to hersel
'articulate.’ It also served toffsiu:eins
less flattering attention on the two lab-
elled 'quiet women,' one blushed, I
guess the other was supposed to geat
I don't know, but I couldn't
it was a put down for them
for the speaker. After all
she was indeed going to

cont'd p. 12
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Consciousness- Raising cont’d

stop talking and let them talk--is this
supposed to be encouragement to get those
women to speak. That's why I feel this
therapy line is even bad therapy. By
labelling those women-as quiet you've,
given them a special problem already,
you've split them from the group, you've
made another division, the thing male
society has been doing to women con-—
sistently throughout history.

It is very important to expose this
faulty way of viewing the woman who is
quiet. If there is a problem with being
quiet, by analyzing the real reasons you
would realize they are probably coming
from political differences and not per-
sonal inadequacies. It's not 'how you say
it' it's 'what you say' that counts. There
are those who find it easier to criticize
someone's personality rather than their
political views. But the issues of the
Women's Movement are political ones and
the problems faced by women, though felt

. personally by each individual woman, are
political problems. The Movement is a
political situation and shouldn't be a
social scene where people worry about such
things as witty conversation and keeping
talk flowing, and arguments at a minimum,
you know, the make friends and influence
people scene. You see in 'social' sit-
uations there is a premium placed on not
wanting to look like you have nothing to
say and a certain contempt for people
who have nothing to say. :

If C-R groups were to assume this
character the whole purpose of the concept
would be lost. Women getting together to
learn the truth from one another and
coming to a political understanding would
be impossible in that kind of setting.

PERSONAL IS POLITICAL NOT
POLITICAL IS PERSONAL

The Movement says the personal is
politidal not that the political is
personal. To say that the political is
personal is what the enemies of movements
for political change have always said—-
that people are in radical politics be-
cause they have personality problems,
that women are in the feminist movement
because they are neurotic, rather than
because they have justified political
grievances and genuine political goals.

Let me mention-that great acclaim
was given to the longevity of the Brooklyn

h, which consciousness—

Heights C-R group, the audience seemed getting at the tru; to be, women would
really taken by the fact that they were raising is suppose o o% a spontaneous
able to stay together for so long. I welcome the °P?°rtun >4 lated to the
think that's fine but I also don't think comment or insight ;hastrihat whiat R
there is anything wrong with groups point. After all’tiiZ?

splitting, with political differences in nogzaih:ozzzri: the session, and this

being laid out clearly, with wandering
from group to group if you're not sat-—

isfied with what you see.
Let me also just mention briefly the

was the highlight of the whole day, some-
one from the audience who said she had
been in a number of C-R groups, mentioned

other side of the coin--the so-called that she had found that C-R grouzs woried
She is just as much a petter without this mo interruption rule.

'noi woman. '
Sl e "quiet woman.' If "That's okay,' retorted onelof itHcRpaiety

categorization as th ; !
a woman is talking alot but saying things ists, waving aside a whole period of
jlluminating feminist Women's Movement history in one moment,

ou want to hear =
I};rinciples, why ;hould she be labelled but "THAT is not consciousness raising."

'noisy' and be made to be quiet? If she's If it is true, as T ear e
going on and on talking about nomsense, . that a mass movement will begin when

well if you didn't have a mno interruption women begin to Percei}z thetr sizuations
rule, then you could challenge what she was correctly, then I would venture to say
; that anything which stands in the way of

saying. Who decides if you're being rel- y

evintgor irrevelant, well obviously developing that p;rcepti:zss;isg:eii the

the group decides (in the end history dec-— way of any hopes for 2 :
And consciousness-raising which does not

nd if groups were decidin things

igiiz ie moregoutpin the open ang’it : have getting to the truth as its essen-
wouldn't be necessary to go through this goal, which permits myths and lies to go
name-calling, labelling process which just unchallenged, may in the last analysis
clouds things over more the deeper. turn agalnst us, and a technique which

It was very interesting to hear the has attracted so many women to the move-
explanation offerred by the Brooklyn ment may turn out to be nothing more than
Heights C-R group as to the reasons for a revolving door.

the no interruption rule. It was very
contradictory. On the one hand they said
it forced them to listen to what their
sisters were saying--in the same bréath,
however, they said they spent the time
while someone else was speaking going
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Susan B. LIVES! :

over in their own minds what they would Send "Susan B. Lives"
say when their turn came. I'm not for ;g;;”" == on white sweat-
forced listening, so I can see why their catalog ??Eﬁ;emwazamd

minds wandered. It's boring and irrit- Size Medium-Large
ating to have to sit through a disser-
tation when you feel the speaker is lying,
or hiding, or being down right deliber-
ately irrelevant, and it's a waste of

time. But if someone gets interrupted,

it shouldn't be for talking too much, or
for being 'noisy' but for being irrelevant,
incorrect about something or not relating
to'the issues at hand. I think it's just
as possible that the no interruption rule
came from some of the 'noisy' women's
desire to speak uninterrupted forever--
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and I must say it's more to their credit =.LIBERATION =
if this was their motive, at least it = ENTERPRISES 10ept:w =
tells us clearly where their self-inter— El31Jm3kmonStmet =
est lies. = Brooklyn, New York 11201 =
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I think of others though: of one
whose lunatic footprints on this dust stopped where
she rested her head in a moderate oven;

Satellite sy rosi morsan of one who sorts through drifted years to start all over,

I wonder if I hate him yet.

sweeping out her husband-son
8o that their child might breathe, a daughter, though human;

of another so young she thought she had time

We lie awake to feign sleep-even breathing to play the woman game,.who now must search
through space that weights the perigees his closets for her own stored clothes;
our separate bodies spin, fearing to burn, burst, crater of the seasoned poets, just divorced, her re;ipe——

such stillness by a word or hand.
I wonder if he thinks I hate him yet.

How can I hate? I am not here

urwritten poems--still not having
nourished his appetite. And the showgirl, drawn

by a mind to learn its gravity

but coasting a moonscape utterly far from him, . repulsed books, talk, thought-- ;

light seconds from the quarrel we did not have: : My mother got her C’hizf thezzczirmeg e
space, water, time, my breasts and blood divide us: the man beneath freak tides, eclipsed herself i

dishes_ ticking, clocks to be laundered, No other course but this then? To th a;n i

even his eyes that know these things divide us. blood trails past clouded windws to a sZieZZite
"o are equal," he says and says. I will write where lesbians, eyes'stream:

my poems in indelible ink on the laundry then rock fatherless daughters on th:gr855222ent 1
while lost buttons roll where green-marbled meat spinsters dance naked, brutalized brides P

molds books unfinished, unvacuumed ovaries, self-pity.

serub- their nightgowns endlessly. I am unclean

I would still sink back to earth, to him

Women ought to be born one-breasted or male 5
g I wonder if I hate these women yet.

or mindless. "We are equal," he says. We find me wanting.
Yet I've patterned and stitched no other man Who set me orbiting this bed?
to lie beside. Effortlessly faithful My two escapes: to kneel before the oven
T wax toward curves he charts himself or hang his wrung-out love to dry
for straying. I couldn't care more. No woman, either, smiles back each leaving these windows wmashed of ;hat :
sleeping my my arms. Not even I turn to rouse his sleepless fear Hoor —anless
I--not now--Llie there. He has no rivals. With mine. I wonder if he hates me yet.

< 1968 by Robin Morgan. The above poem is from the collection Monster Poems by Robin Morgan to be publish
taneously by Random House in hardcover and by Vintage Books in paperback in the fall. shed simul-

Page 12 WOMAN'S WORLD JULY-SEPT., 1972




: "LE

by Barbara Leon

I began going to
meetings about three-
of groups were at t
orientation meeting:agnti§:-§01di
Side to give new women s o
their groups stood for,
.to the process of consci
and to provide a means o
going groups. My first
meetings was very mixed.

I was fascinateiyby the idgzstgehone hand,
went back for more each week. 0 o g
other hand, I was scared, I didn?tthe
exactly of what, and wasn't sure thknow
wanted to get involved. The formataF :
volved going around the room so thatln—
woman could speak to the S

question
week. I liked hearing the other wo;£nthe
‘but preferred to speak briefly or pass

at my turn and felt very uncomfortable
about doing this because of the stress
put on hearing from everyone. op the
surface I seemed and felt "shy" but
there were underlying reasons which I
now see as basically political. I

wan't yet ready to commit myself to the
feminist movement or the ideas expressed
by the women at those meetings. At the

women's 1jipe

ra
years ago, tion

A number

ng WeEkly
East

ome idea of what

to introduce an
ousness-raising
f access into on—
reaction to these

same time I was strongly drawn to and felt

the need for feminism so that I didn't
want to either leave or oppose the ideas

I was hearing. Keeping quiet seemed the
- safest strategy for the time being even
though it could be and often was misunder—
stood. In that situation and in others my
quietness often seen as some unexplained
personality trait or as a sign of some
kind of 'psychological damage' rather than
being analyzed as a reasonable way of

handling a difficult or puzzling situation..

During those early meetings I was

E}rst exposed to some of the ideas about
internal democracy" circulating in the
movement. Some of the women argued that
special rules and structures were needed
in groups to keep the more ''aggressive,"
"articulate women from dominating the
others. Specifically, they were in favor.
of going around the room with no inter—
ruptions allowed, and dividing up all
group work by the lot system (drawing
names randomly from a hat). They argued
that the ability to be articulate in .
speaking and writipg was the class priv-
ilege of elite women and held back the
"development' and participation of others.
I was confused. I had always thought of
myself as "middle class" (though my
family background wasn't) and I'd had
many of the”privileges, for example, for-
mal education and a professional job,

that they talked about. Yet I was one of
the "inarticulate" quiet women. Despite
my confusion on this point, however, I
welcomed the anti-elitist theories as a
personal answer and saw the rules as‘a
way to force me to resolve the §onf11ct

I had about participating more in the

roup.
: pA few months later I joined a regular
consciousness-raising group (Redstocklngs)

graph on the

Note: The following paréa 5
"disc system' had originﬁllzhbeeza:in
] ; q 5 er

ited out of this article e s

for our initial decision not .
it was a feeling that the dn:sc sysd
tem was so obviously a bad idea an 2

a reflection of an earlier,.less ma

ure state of the women's moyen}entor
that groups were no longer us:msent
advocating it. However, as wehe 2 e
to press, we discovered thét't g
lines for consciousness-raising PT 2
ted in the new issue of MS. magz;:ﬁ s
and going out to thous;nds ngiR

who may not have experience t;m
suggest the use of the disc syﬁo 2

as a way to help us "realize ¥ %
listening too much, and who is

TS HE, '
- AR FROM THE QUIET WOMEN *

and those n

to the test
Ih

i .
€€ sounding theories were put

In the beginning
S to that group
» I was really interested

cision, not knowing
certain issues and want-
before I made up my mind,
ecause of that same con-
nvolved in this movement
But what made me really
e the discussions on
e n in the group."
seemed to bzezipggiignln e T
icized others for bej Exmei Th?y crdt=
monopolizing th g el o
of a discusgio § EeEtingS‘ £ o nildillo
say that thosen tle¥ WOUld'break Lo
others a ch oene wengos Evine
hear ’from tﬁnce and would Ehen add "Let's
i o e quiet women. I knew that
grateful ange“ o thaF Teehodldbe
T Neiries yﬁt I would wince everytime
Eea s d_a  phrase. (Other times how-

’ idn't mind being asked what I
thought - for example when someone seemed
to really be interested in my ideas or
when a woman seemed to have a real reason
to a§k, for instance, a self-interest in
knowing where everyone stood on a par-
ticular issue.)

It got to the point where I didn't
even trust my own perceptions of what
was happening. I felt angry and patron-
ized by the women who were claiming to
represent my interests. I felt attacked
whenever another woman was accused of
dominating me - since that implicitly
meant that I was easily dominated, weak,
damaged, etc. Yet I continued to believe
that it was for my own good and to wonder
whv it only made me feel worse. I also
ignored my positive feelings toward those

women who were supposedly '"dominating' me.

My negative experiences with the lot

system of assigning and carrying out the
work of the group were also in contradiction
to the benefits it was-supposed to bring.
I found that women who I admired for
being outspoken gave me the

courage to say what I thought, but the
lot system was based on the opposite
assumption. The example of already active
women made it easier, not harder, for me
to become more involved myself. I wrote
one paper before the lot system was
instituted and felt good about it. When
the point was reached where most of the
women in the group wanted to used the

lot system I supported that decision -
who could be against 'democratic pro-
cedures?" But deep down I worried that I
would be forced to do things I didn't want
to do or didn't yet have the skills for,
and kept from doing other things I was
really interested in. I never h;d a
chance to test out those fears. since,

with the final crushing of leadership and
initiative our group fell apart. We con=

ing to'hear more
at other times b
flict over how i
I wanted to be.

gncomfortable wer
what was going o

tinued to meet for several months but no
real work was done.

As more and more

1istening enough.' So here's the

deleted paragraph:
nat a couple of meetings we ex—
i ted with the disc system.
gszz3230man is given a centain.number
of discs which she must throw 1?to
the middle of the circle everytime
she speaks. when her discs run
out she can no longer day anything.t
The stated purpose,»?f course, was ko
equalize everyone's !chance to spead.
q wn reaction to this kind of grade
ZZhgol discipline was to feel morg:i
e at those meetings than I ha
o jong time. I dealt with the
f?r ation by putting my energy into
leuai up. enough meaningless com—
th:z: Zg as to get rid of my discs
me

1"
as quickly as possible.

V. 2iz/z224/4222244ZZZ

people dropped out, the meetings finally
stopped.

One of the things we've learnmed in
the women's movement is that lofty
theories have to be judged in terms of the
actual effect they have on people's lives.
I've already described the effect on me of
what seemed to be sisterly protection.
What about the effect on others? = For some
women, those who strongly put forth their
ideas, it meant a sapping of their courage
through a repetition of the kind of res-—
ponse female assertiveness always meets
with under male supremacy: accusations
of being a dominating, selfish, aggres-—
sive woman, of acting like a man. For
othérs, the women who set themselves up
as advocates of what they called "inter—
231 democracy" (in reality they meant

protecting" women from each other) it
meant a retreat to the ladylike politics
of the past: un-self-interested, nurturing,
and above all no threat to the man's

#0rld outside our meeting rooms. Its
interesting that so many groups in the
women's movement actually came under the
control -of women who are so vehemently
against "elites." Someone has called them

the anti-leadership leaders although its
unclear where they're taking us.

There are also many ironic parallels
between this version of "internal demo-
cracy" and its counter part in the society
as a whole, American 'democracy.'" In
both there is a failure to distinguish
between people who haye no more power
than you do but whose words and actions
inspire you to move forward - leaders -
and those who have the power in the soc—
iety to keep you in your "place' - rulers.
In both the Women's Movement and American
Society there is a real elite group speak-
ing for the "great silent majority" (here
known as the "quiet women'), telling every-
one what we really want and what is good
for us. In both there is an implication

that its nasty to be 'out for powex" -—
unless you're one of the people who al-
ready has i1t and can afford to be blase
about such things. In both there is the
diversion of energy from a confrontation
with the powers—that-be to the quest for
the perfect personality and the model
social group (in the women's movement
this means learning not to be '"too aggres-—
sive" or "too passive' and to ''learn to
relate" and be satisfied with sisterhood
among the oppressed). In both there are
lots of "democratic'" rules, gimmicks and
forms while people who threaten real
change are punished for breaking those
rules. In both there is the myth of the
privileged middle class which everyone
(in the society/in the movement) belongs
to - .otherwise known as the "affluent
society' - calculated to make everyone
think that we have less to fight for than
we really do; that we already have power
and should be satisfied with less, not
more. The techniques of oppression re-—
main remarkably the same from situation
to situation; only the jargon changes.

070022
WOMEN'S COUNSELING SERVICE OF

NEW YORK PROVIDES PROFESSIONAL
ASSTISTANCE AND COUNSELING IN
MATTERS PERTAINING TO THE SOCIAL
AND PSYCHOLOGICAL WELL BEING OF
WOMEN IN TODAY'S CHANGING SOCIETY.

FOR CONFIDENTIAL APPOINTMENT CALL
(212) 832-1170
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COVERING UP WO

NOTES oM THE FIRST, SECOND,

BY KATHIE SARACHILD

The woman's liberation movement has
become a vague and amorphous thing that
anyone can define. Its definition 18 up
for grabs and lately everyone has been_def—
ining it. One person who manages to fin-
agle a book contract can define it this
way and another can define it that way.

And in a sense women and the women's
movement have lost power over their own
definition. We so often now ’must rely
on the good graces of the individuals who
produce the television shows and get the
book contracts and hope that they will use
the power that is in their hands to define
the women's movement truthfully rather
than to distort it to make it appear to
be what they want it to be. _

So the things that the movement has
that aren't up for grabs are very precitous
commodities. Anyone can define 'the move-
ment" but not anyone can define a partic-
wlar movement journal for which there is
tangible physical evidence that it exists.

The movement journal NOTES is partic-
ularly important in this respect because
it has been so influential. Whatever the
deep underlying socio-economic causes,
whatever the precursers - the books like
The Second Sex and The Feminine Mystique,
whatever changes. the movement will go
through in the years to come, the move-
ment first expressed itself as a mass
phenomenon in the political language, the
slogans and mass organizing concepts which
were first phrased and brought to public

attention by a handful of women who were
in a short-lived group called New York

Radical Women, and the splinter groups
which grew out of that original'ane._ The
journal NOTES founded by Shulamith Fires-
tone attempted to represent_the thinking
of these women and in its Ffirst two ed-
itions, NOTES FROM THE FIRST YEAR AND
NOTES FROM THE SECOND YEAR artmculated.
the ideas which then spread like wildfire
throughout the country. .
Betty Friedan in her book taZked"
about "the problem that has no name.
The- women in New York Radical Women named
the problem - MEN - or, rather, the unjust
politicallpower of men - and the term
male chauwvinism, even male chauwvinist pig
- spread. Male supremacy, women's lib-
eration, sisterhood is powerful, ?hg myth
of the vaginal orgasm, sexual politics,
consciousness-raising, radical feminiem,
the personal is political - they were all

there in NOTES 1 and 2, written down for
the first time in the first journal of
the women's liberation movement.

Both editions sold out. There were
several printings of NOTES 1 amounting to
about 4000 copies altogether. And there
were 40,000 - or ten times as many copies
of NOTES 2 distributed the next year.

But their effect reached far beyond the
number of people who actually read them.
Articles from both editions were reprinted
in other periodicals and books throughout
the world.

One of the richnesses of NOTES was
that the journal - particularly in its
first two years - revealed radical fem-
inism at work. That ig8, 1t revealed women

who thought of themselves as radical fem-
inists in the process of arguing with each

other, making proposals, developing ideas.
They weren't writing for any "style" o?h—
er than to make themselves and their ideas
understood, and put to use. They weren't
worrying about selling their.style on the
anthology market or to magazines or news—
papers, and so, if there wasn't time to
develop a long paper or write a book, if

a woman thought she had an idea that

would clarify something for women and

the movement, she would put it down in
outline form or in a leaflet and get it
out.

~ So NOTES became an annual record of
significant movement developments in
thought and strategy in the forms in which
they were produced. And as a historical
record it is particularly valuable for
this because it shows the thought process
of the movement. It is in this - in seeing
what actually went into the thinking of
the various positions, that we can get
clues to whatever may be confusing or
disturbing us about the "well-written'
eonclusions which are usually all that

get published in the "regular" anthologies,
and all that get spread by word of mouth
and then manipulated as dogma.

This was the function of NOTES and
what it did. It recorded the history of
feminism of the period, at least as that
particular journal saw it. And as an or-
gan of the feminist movement, as a vehicle
for women in the movement to talk to each
other- presenting their ideas directly both
to women "inside" and "outside," NOTES not
only contained historic documents, it was
a historic document.

Early in February of this year, I
received a letter announcing plans for a
book to be published by Quadrangle which
would be called NOTES FROM THE FIRST, SEC-
OND AND THIRD YEARS: WOMEN'S LIBERATION.
It was signed by Anna Koedt and Ellen
Levine, editor and associate editor res-
pectively of this year's edition of the
radical feminist movement journal by the
same name. I assumed from the title that
this forthcoming book was going to be a
way of making the now out of print journal
available for republication on a wide
scale; but I was confused by the request

2-6-72

Dear KA’H'{,!E

We arecompiling an anthology on feminism scheduled to be
published by Quadrangle- Books in the winter of 1972. The
working title is NOTES FROM THE FIRST, SECOND ARD THIRD
YEARS:WOMEN'S LIBERATION. We herewith request permission for
world rights tor eprint the following article(s):

TeADWONAL WOMANHOCH |S DEAD! .

(Bt fom - Bouic)

The fee is $60.00 to be paid for each article used.

Weo would aporec{ate your signifying permission for us to
reprint this material by signing below, where indicated,
and returning it to us in the enclosed stamped addressed
envelope.

Sincerely,

(it kot
e eione

Anne Koedt
o Ellen Levine

AGREED:

DATE:
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to publish in the book a leaflet of mine
that had never appeared in the journal

and the omission of the articles I had
‘written which had been published in the
original journal. I thought perhaps that
the editors didn't need to obtain per-
mission for articles already published

in the journal and that was why they hadn't
asked for those. I checked with another
former NOTES contributor and found out
that this was not the case. It appeared,
in fact, that the editors did not want the
articles of mine that had been in the
original NOTES.

I felt there was something terribly
wrong. I knew that the current editors
and I had political differences, dif-
ferences which had been reflected in my
contributions to NOTES as well as in their
selections for the 3rd issue in which it
had seemed to me that the character of
NOTES had changed considerably from the
two earlier issues. No Redstockings
papers or Woman's World articles had
been selectef for that year, for instance.
though many of the writers had been pub-
lished previously, and almost no articles
discussing feminist strategy and other
political differences within the movement.
It suddenly looked as if the Redstockings
viewpoint, as I had contributed to it, (I
didn't know about the others yet) was
now going to be erased from the available
record of past NOTES as well as .having
already been eliminated from NOTES FROM
THE THIRD YEAR. I felt -especially con-
cerned about one of my articles scheduled
for elimination because it was the first
formulation of the idea of '"consciousness-
raising" and, in addition to its historic
importance,would be quite pertinent to
problems facing the movement now. Con-
cerned,” I sent a letter to Koedt telling
her what I felt about the political nature
of the abridgment and asking for an explan-
ation. I received no answer. .

About a week later, I received a phone
call in the middle of the night from Shul-
amith Firestone who I hadn't talked to in
a couple of years. It was about an in-
cident that had just occurred on the
street outside her window (a hysterical
woman was being forcibly dragged off to
Bellevue) and she wanted to know whether
I knew of any feminist groups that might
help her. It looked pretty hopeless.

I remembered NOTES in the course of
the conversation and because she had been
the editor of the first two editions of
NOTES, those editions in which my work
had appeared, I told her my fears - that
I had been cut for political reasons -—
hoping that she would be able to inter-
vene as former editor. She told me she
had not been consulted about the

pProject
but had he? own doubts about its validity.
However, since she had no longer wanted

to be involved in editing of the current
NOTES (as opposed to Past editions which
she assumed.would remain unchanged) she
had limited herself to a written objec-
tion on the release form with no response
;ndthe th?ee months since. Although she
ad been incommunicado for some time and

Planation,

A short time late Ann
T, altho

1ett::t {et acknowledgeé recei:EZf e

= ve;y di;ar:ed from Shulami th that
she sent

:mex:],dthough she had b:itfn 2§r°note 2

yzar _nghze:Zi :ith Anne for over half

from Anne su S 5
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'HISTORY, AN EXAMPLE-

AND THRD YEARS

During the following week CHerare:
no response from Anne to either of yug as
but I decided to check with other fOr&er
contributors to NOTES and began to dis-
cover that more and more work besideg o
own had been left out. Based on the cop-
tent of all the excluded articles, there
could no longer be any question but that
the cuts were politically motivated. Al-
though there were lots of articles left
in about the general condition of women,
almost all the articles debating and tak-
ing positions about what the movement it-

self should do - articles advocating strat-

egies for change, in other words, dealing
with methods as well as goals, had been
excluded. These were: all the articles
about consciousness-raising which appeared
in NOTES 2 and which represented the per-
iod in which consciousness-raising was
first developed; most of the articles
about the debate with the Left; the art-
icles developing ideas about power with-
in feminist groups written b& members of
The Feminists; and the Woman-Identified
Woman proposal for a lesbian feminist
strategy. Also left out was Shulamith
Firestone's article on feminist history in
NOTES FROM THE FIRST YEAR, 'The Woman's
Rights Movement in the U.S.: A New View"
in which she analyzes the mistakes she
felt the 19th century feminist movement
-had made and advocates alternatives. All
that remained in the Quadrangle reprint
(as of the middle of April) of the dis-
cussions of what direction the movement
should take were some of the conclusions
- in the form of then current manifestos.

In addition to the strategy articles,
all the articles developing one whole
theory of the condition of women were
left out - the theory which has come to
be known as "the pro-woman line" and
which was associated with the New York
City feminist group Redstockings as well
as with individuals in other parts of the
country. The pro-woman line attacked as
liberal and untrue the view that women had
become mentally ''damaged" by their op-
pression. It argued that the only prob-—
lem with women was men (the political
bower men wielded through male supremacy)
- saying that whatever a woman did was
some kind of an effort to get as much out
of life as she felt she could given the
male supremacist situation around he?, and
that POWER was what women needed Fo im—
prove their conditions, not Sel?_%mprove—
ment programs,(Consciousness—ralslng SRR
initiated by those with a pro-woman line
view, as a means by which women coulq
find out the truth about their own lives
and the general situation of WO
coming their political isolation.) :

It was this general point of view
and its various ramifications that was
just beginning to be articulated in %969
and 1970 and was developed for the first
time in a number of papers which NOTES
FROM THE SECOND YEAR published. All of
these papers were going to be left out of
the Quadrangle edition. TFhey were: my
article discussing the political nature
of feelings in "A Program for Feminist
SonSCiOUSHESs—raising;" Carol Hanisch f
The Personal is Political;" Ireme Pes
Likis' "Registances to Consciousness,
Ellen Willis' "Consumerism and Womens
Jemifer Gardner's "False Consciousness:

I intend at some future time to'dli'
CUSS what T think are the full politic®
famifications of these exclusions which
5 shink amount to a classic caseé of jthe

adicals peing written out of history:
v‘;; Whatever the political issues in‘r_
iouved; the pro's and con's of the vas
S analyses and proposals, there ¥2
clear cut evidence that the ground-
t:sa,'king papers of one whole important
lcal feminist viewpoint were 80iP8

! and

n by over-—

;zrzi eliminated from an anthology pur-—
e ng to rePresent the historic move-
Journal in which they had in fact
appeared.
o The elimination of the pro-woman line
th? only out and out proof there is of
a political motive behind the editors'
selections, although it would appear that
the gmission of almost all the papers
dealing with the subject of the feminist
movement itself (rather than aspects of
women's lives) - discussing strategic
d?fferences in history and at the present
time, making proposals for approaches,
etc. - would also have a political intent.

(After all, It's much safer to just state

the problem and leave it at that.)

In any case, at the point of dis-
covering that these omissions had been
made, for whatever reasons, there could
be no doubt that the Quadrangle edition
of NOTES was not going to be authentic
NOTES as they appeared but a highly re-
edited version which, if allowed to go
to press would have completely subverted
the value of NOTES as a historic record.

Why would anybody want to make an
out of print journal available to the
public if they were not indeed going to
present the authentic version. The ed-
itors could have just put another fem-
inist anthology on the market with a
different name. Clearly, NOTES had built
up a genuine radical reputation which
could be exploited in terms of profit
and prestige.

It was only after Shulamith had sent
a second letter legally withdrawing all
six of her articles scheduled to be prin-
ted, that one of us got a reply.

Within the week, I finally received
an answer from Anne. She denied that
there had been a political motive for
eliminating my work. Never mentioning

all the other articles on consciousness-
raising in NOTES FROM THE SECOND YEAR
that had also been left out, she claimed
that neither she nor any other NOTES

The Personal Is Political

For this paper I want to stick pretty close to an aspect
of the Left debate commonly talked about—namely “ther-
apy” vs. “therapy and politics.” Another name for it is
“personal” vs. “political” and it has other names, I sus-
pect, as it has developed across the country. I haven’t
gotten over to visit the New Orleans group yet, but I have
been participating in groups in New York and Gainesville
for more than a year. Both of these groups have been
called “therapy” and “personal” groups by women who
consider themselves “more political.” So I must speak
about so-called therapy groups from my own experience.

The very word “therapy” is obviously a misnomer if
carried to its logical conclusion. Therapy assumes that
someone is sick and that there is a cure, e.g., a personal
solution. I am greatly offended that I or any other woman
is thought to need therapy in the first place. Women are
messed over, not messed up! We need to change the ob-
jective conditions, not adjust to them. Therapy is adjust-
ing to your bad personal alternative.

We have not done much trying to solve immediate per-
sonal problems of women in 'thc group. We’w.? _mostly
picked topics by two mcthods_: in a sm.a.ll group it is pos-
sible for us to take turns bringing questions to the meeting
(like, Which doy/did you prefer, a girl or a boy b.aby or
no children, and why? What happens to your _rclauonshlp
if your man makes more money than you? Less than

ou?). Then we g0 around the room answering the ques-
tions from our personal experiences. Everybody talks that
way. At the end of the meeting we try to sum up and

eneralize from what's been said and make connections.

I believe at this point, and _maybe for a ]on% tunl}z tac.y1

that these analytical sessions are a form of politic

Come I do not go to these sessions because I need or
Echol: alk about my “personal problems.” In fact, I
want to t As a movement woman, T’ve been pres-
would rathet Ao 1fess. other-oriented, sacrificing, and
sured to be SUtOTE Seil in control of my own life. To admit
in general pretty mue life is to be deemed weak. So I
to the problems 1 By in. movement ter;ns, and no{
roblems that I can’t find a persona
tly related to the cagxta!xst

. litical action to tell it like
is at this point @ PO 0 my life instead

Iy pelieve abo!

y what I rea

always been told to say:

editor had '"any particular disagreement
with consciousness-raising' nor any other
of my NOTES articles.(By the latter, she
was referring to my speech 'Funeral Or-—
ation for the Burial of Traditional Woman-
hood! which had been published in NOTES
#1 and which reflected an earlier period
of my feminist thinking . She probably

did agree with the speech since she had
been active in seeing that it be presented.)
Although two and a half months had gone
by since I had received the publisher's
release form she sent me WITHOUT my C-R
article in it, she implied that my art-—
icle on consciousness-raising had never
definitely been rejected but that it

had been "in question' because, given

the limitations of space, my article in-
cluded "a cumberson and awkward outline."
There was no explanation of why, abie aliz
was truly a question of space, they had
wanted to include a leaflet of mine

that had never even appeared in NOTES.

In this letter, Anne told me that
she and the other editors (by then Anita
Rapone, the other associate editor of
NOTES FROM THE THIRD YEAR'had also joined
the Quadrangle staff) had now (!) decided
to include my C-R article anyway because
they "felt its historical value outweighed
its writing style.!" The implication-was
that they had come to this analysis on
their own and that they had made their
decision independently of any criticism
(which after all, they had just claimed
was totally unjustified). 'Your letter,"
Anne said, "did not help you because it
made us furious." No mention at all was
made of Shulamith's two letters pertaining
to this matter.

Neithet Anne's acceptance of my C-R
article nor her explanations of its ab-
sence from the original release form
I had received were sufficient in the
light of all the other articles I now
knew had also been omitted. Even with my
C-R article in it, there were all those
other articles to consider whose ex-—

cont'd ) B m

Carol Hanisch

So the reason I participate in these meetings is not to
sqlve any personal problem. One of the first things we
discover in these groups is that personal problems are
political problems. There are no personal solutions at
this time. There is only collective action for a collective
solution. I went, and I continue to go to these meetings
because I have gotten a political understanding which all
my reading, all my “political discussions,” all my “political
action,” all my four-odd years in the movement never gave
me. I’'ve been forced to take off the rose-colored glasses
and face the awful truth about how grim my life really is
as a woman. I am getting a gut understanding of every-
thing as opposed to the esoteric, intellectual understandings
and noblesse oblige feelings I had in “other people’s”
struggles.

This is not to deny that these sessions have at least two
aspects that are therapeutic. I prefer to call even this
aspect “political therapy” as opposed to personal therapy.
The most important is getting rid of self-blame. Can you
imagine what would happen if women, blacks, and
workers (my definition of worker is anyone who has to
work for a living as opposed to those who don’t. All
women are workers) would stop blaming ourselves for
our sad situations? It seems to me the whole country needs
that kind of political therapy. That is what the black move-
ment is doing in its own way. We shall do it in ours. We
are only starting to stop blaming ourselves.

We also feel like we are thinking for ourselves for the
first time in our lives. As the cartoon in Lilith puts it,
“Pm changing. My mind is growing muscles.” Those who
believe that Marx, Lenin, Engels, Mao, and Ho have the
only and last “good word” on the subject and that women
have nothing more to add will, of course, find these groups
a waste of time.

The groups that I have been in have also not gotten
into “alternative life-styles” or what it means to be a
“liberated” woman. We came early to the conclusion that
all alternatives are bad under present conditions. Whether
we live with or without a man, communally or in couples
or alone, are married or unmarried, live with other women,
go for free love, celibacy, or lesbianism, or any combina-
tion, there are only good and bad things about each bad
situation. There is no “more liberated” way; there are only
bad alternatives.

This is part of one of the most important theories we

cont'd p 22
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NOTES cont’d

clusion would be a violation of the jour-
nal's nature and scope.

T felt that I should let the other
contributors know what was happening in
the hopes that something could be done
about the situation. .

Because Anne's editorial objectivity
had been placed in question, there was now
a need for the contributors to guarantee
that the book version mainatin’ the orig-
inal selection of articles witth no addit-
ions or subtractions or overall "inter—
pret‘::LVe_" fameworks.

A mailing was sent out to all con-
tributors to NOTES #1 and NOTES #2 telling
them about the political deletions that
had occurred and asking them to demand
release forms from the publisher indic—
ating guarantees of a faithful duplic-
aiton of the original journal, and to with-
dyaw whatever permission they may have
already given until such guarantees were
made. ;

_ The mailing was limited to NOTES #1
and ##2 contributors because we did not
have enough information about what had
happened to NOTES #3 and it was just too
difficult and time consuming to try to
find out at that point (although Dana
Densmore and Betsy Warrior received let-—
ters before this decision was made) .

After this mailing was sent, Anne
began contacting people for articles
she had not previously wanted (it was
at this time that the Radical Lesbians'
"yoman-Identified Woman' was requested
for the first time), although not every-
one who had been omitted was contacted
nor all the excluded articles in ques-—
tion requested. Most important, no
grounds for being able to assure that
the book would in fact be a faithful
representation of NOTES were forthcoming
(nor even any offers of guarantees of
fair political representation).

The response to the request for
support from other NOTES contributors
not directly affected by these editorial
policies was disappointing. Very few

signed who had not been part of the
Redstockings group that was most seriously
affected or who had not had some of their

Why I Support This Action “by Shulamith Firestone g

own work cut. Even some of the contrib-
utors who had part of thelr work cut dec—
ided to get anything published they could,
apparently.unconcerned with the political
distortions it would mean for others (es-
pecially the readers) and the serious
historic misrepresentation of a movement
journal it would entail. '"Getting the
ideas out' by undercutting the credibility
of the movement which produces them isn't
getting out anything solid or worthwhile
at all. 1It's bad enough that up until
now the only way we have had to reach a
mass audience with our ideas has been to
release movement articles to establishment
publishing houses which then included

them (a small taste of the real thing)

in establishment—approved books and mag-
azines. We agreed to this because it
seemed to be the only alternative we

had, given our lack of financial resources.
But this situation made our own woman's
movement press all the more important, as
one of the few areas in which we have
some»concrete-'control of the definition
and ideology of the movement.

That is why the publication of this
doctored-up version of NOTES: is such a
serious development, and far more dang-
erous than any ordinary anthology would
be. After careful editing has been car-—
ried out, for political content and
"unprofessional" style, millions of
readers are to be presented with what
passes for a "novement journal,'" i.e.,
which claims to be the movement. A
few (selected) ideas have gotten out,
but only at the price of handing over
the power of defining the women's move-—
ment to three women, the men at Quadran-
gle Books, and those other NOTES cont-
ributors who have gone along with - and
even aided and abetted - their selection.
Tt would seem that the "pathology' of
short term opportunism is now affecting
the decisions of "radicals' of every per-—
suasion within the women's movement, from
feminists like Ti Grace Atkinson, Cindy
Cisler, Dana Densmoxre, Kate Millet, Betsy
Warrior and other to socialists like rax.

Meredith Tax.

At this point, the present status of
the book is unclear. Letters of protest
to the publisher have resulted in a "con-

cession."

contld P 2

First, I want to make it clear that 1

have not acted out of ill will toward NOTES,

a magazine I founded - as some women have
been led to believe. While it is true I
had nothing to do with NOTES after THE
SECOND YEAR, it was more out of choice
than political difference, though the
differences were always there. There
had also been a personal split between
me and Anne. But these are not the
reasons I withdrew from the proposed
publication.

I withdrew because it was politically
correct to do so. By which I do not mean
to imply I have been recently converted
to some 'line;' but on the contrary - as
former editor, I have remained true to the
original purpose of NOTES: to publish all
positions significant that year to the
development of the spectrum of "radical
feminism'" (as opposed to the purely left-
ist analysis of women that was all we
then had; or, on the other hand, single -
issue 'feminism.')

I was commited to this whatever my own
political analysis. At the time I edited
NOTES FROM THE SECOND YEAR I did not agree
with all of Ti-Grace's definition of rad-
ical feminism; any more than T accepted
all of the pro-woman line (and as for
the Radical~lesbian manifesto, by then I'd
had it with the whole movement). But I
would have supported equally the right of
any of these contributors to be fully
included in any reprint of NOTES - part-—
icularly after the original went out-of-—
print. :
ey I am sorry to see NOTES narxowing
intd one more sectarian journal When
I left I -entrusted it to a friend and
comrale, Anne Koedt. But pleased though
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I was to see a NOTES FROM THE THIRD YEAR -
and appreciating the amount of work in-
volved - still I found myself mildly dis-
appointed in it: the old fire was lacking.
I felt it had been weakened by the ex-
clusion of too many impassioned articles,
my own among them. But I was afraid to-
say so 'lest' I be accused of sour grapes.

Even after I received a release re-
quest in the mail for- the book project, I
was afraid to protest. But I said my
piece on the form itself, making explicit
what I had expressed many times: that T
thought NOTES should come out as a book
only in bound volumes of the original

format (a la Susan B. Anthony's REVOLUTION);
thus gradually building up our own written
record as we go along. . B 3

But it was only after I received no
answer, and evidence piled up that serious
political cuts were being contemplated for
the new anthology (e.g. an article as im-—
portant in the history of the movement as
Carol ‘lianisch's THE PERSONAL IS POLfTICAL)
that I finally took a stand on the issue.

So now after all that hate mail,
what have we got? "NOTES ON RADICAL FEM-
INISM." Some title change. Even more
politically specious than before. (*This
last, courtesy of Ti-Grace Atkinson, Med-
iator, whose own theory may now stand a
better chance of going down in history as
the exclusive interpretation of radical
feminism.) There was just no support
from the women involved.

And thus it happens that radical
writing becomes '"unavailable." And we
have yet another schlock anthology.

© 1972, Shulamith Firestone
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Marked in the above table of contents are
some of the contributions to NOTES FROM
THE FIRST YEAR which will not appear in
the forthcoming Quadrangle book by a sim-—
ilar. title. Some articles published in
this edition of NOTES, however, do'not
appear in the table of contents. These
are: "Women of the World Unite, You Have
Nothing to Lose But Your Men," by Carol
Hanisch and Elizabeth Sutherland and "On
Staughton Lynd's Good Society"” by Judith
Thibeau Gabree. The first was originally
requested but withdrawn in protest. The
second was requested by the editors

after the protest began but permission
for publishing was not granted by the
author.

@indicates an article not originally
requested

@®indicates an article withdrawn in
protest

In the one reply which directly
discussed the title, Quadrangle has stated

[]indicates an article not originally
requested but whose status we did
not know about

Since we did not hear from all the con-
tributors, there may have been even more
-deletions than those we learned about

The table of contents of NOTES FROM TﬁE
SECOND YEAR below is marked in the same
way. ‘The only article which does not ap-
pear in it is Shulamith Firestone's

"Editorial," which has also been withdrawn
L]
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they do) and the
boring work go stiZi.de;;Enid ik
most housework ig boring ang e
over and over again by thensa;s dope
gives rise to the proliferatioe T
hold appliances. Almost all w:m2§ oS
them, but they are within the econow?.nt
reach of only some women--usually n:tc
the.ones most in need. This hag caused
Envlrpnmental Action to refer to them as
rich women's toys," an error in analysis
that first of all ignores the fact that
they do work, and secondly mistakes the
distribution of goods for the nature of
the goods themselves.
cleaning oven is too expensive for most
women does not mean it is contemptible
or a toy. It eliminates one of the mean-
est jobs in the kitchen. The criticism

that it uses power wastefully is an. entire -

ly different matter, and even here we
must recognize the politics in priorities:
lightening women's workload has always had
very low priority among men.

The fact that a self-

"I agree with an 85-year old black
woman who said to me: 'Earth Day. Pol-
- luted water, polluted air. But I'm
not going to get caught up in that.
What we need is a campaign in America
about polluted hearts.' That's what's
worrying black people." Shirley Chis-—
holm, N.Y. Times, May 22, 1970

WOMEN ARE DUMB

This is -practically the only point of
agreement between the ecologists and the
polluters—--as might be expected according

to the principle I laid out earlier--shared
privilege leading to shared oppressiveness,

short-circuiting the movement. The "Women
are dumb" line emerges in the frequent
statements that "consumers' have to be
re-educated about what to buy. The more
reactionary groups just come right out
with it. In all the commonly met charges
against women, sheer stupidity prevails.
To run them down:

1. Women are dumb because they buy
fruit and vegetables in cellophane wrap-
ped trays. (Unnecessary packaging.) Any-
one who's shopped even once (that lets
out most ecologists) knows that the reason
supermarkets package produce this'way is
so we'll have to buy more than we'll need
and so we can't pick out
leave. the half-rotten stuff on the shelf.
The advantage to supermarkets is that they
have no waste produce and
bad stuff at the same price per pound.as
the good stuff. The advantage to us 1sh
nil. The collaboration is that s%nce,t e
supermarkets are obviously not going Eoe
come out and say that the reason they T
doing this is because they ?ake.more &
money this way, the safe thing 18 tgum‘)y
they're doing it because women are dm
enough to want it this way. An app s
the sexism of a revolutionary alw?ysb

2. Women are so dumb they won te Uy
fruit and vegetables unless they ar &
completely blemish free so SPraY;zg

pesticides is an absolute'nece?s nz; e
of all they are right, only it id s
women. Nobody will buy wormy © 2
if they're given a choice-—men ard B
Notorious for refusing to eat foodo i
looks less than perfect, and who i{
think housewives shop for? Before 5
became commonly known that there ar i
Poison residues on fruit (and I due®
Outside of academic "radical’ Circ%es
Bow vell that is known even no¥)s lthe
¥as a common sense decision tO buy t
et looking fruit and vegetables:- s
+ Women are dumb becausé they ¢0

s
i:mand tell off the Supemarketlminigﬁr
e . Altho
L . (whatever) e

98t mep d
are sexists, they do
ate > icular
to use us as troops. This part

Charga ;. cou
T8¢ is interesting in that it €°

the best stuff and

they can sell the

First

rages

women: to be uppity to men (at the command
of other men). It assumes that women will
be in a position to stand up to super-
market managers, disregarding all sex

and race and class factors. In poor
neighborhoods, the primary food struggle
is to get enough of anything to eat, and
in supermarkets, to get the épecials on
the windows to be in the store. Men who
would encourage us to be uppity to their
enemies are the first to call us bitch
when we go on our own priorities and are
uppity to them.

4. Women are dumb because they won't
use non-polluting technology even if it
were developed. Environmental Action's
variety of this is the charge that women
need to be reeducated because secret—
aries would not use a silent typewriter.
Onge again we must see who is saying what.
Aside from the obvious facts that sec-
retaries do not buy typewriters and are
too replaceable to refuse to use the bos-
sed machine, this charge is important be-
cause it illustrates how "revolutionaries"
are bribed with their own sexism. When
phe manufacturer claims he is doing some-
thing because women are dumb, the ecologist
must choose between women (by defending
their intelligence against the manufac-
turers greed and deceit) or his own sexism.
When corporations say they can't market
an improvement, frequently what they
mean is that they can't market it at an
inflated price or that they don't want to
market it and so they haven't informed the
public what they're selling. The first
line of defense is that they are only doing
what the public wants. When the public
includes middle class white men this is
immediately challenged. As far as women
are concerned, they never get this far
because they are stopped at the manufact-
urers first line of defense--that he's
only doing what (dumb) women want.

This cannot continue precisely
because the ecology movement is so
important. Minus all the fancy words,

abstractions, and generalizations, the
ecology movement is about our right to
eat wholesome food, our right not to be
poisoned and not to die for somebody's
profits. This is obviously important to
women. It is however, only ome of our
oppressions, and while it would seem an
economical use of the people's energy
for this struggle to be carried on mostly
by white middle class men in all the
people's interests, this does not seem
possible. Instead, they are dissipating
all the energy that could be directed
towards a better life for us all and
squandering it by directing it down-
ward at the victims. They are squand-—
ering my energy because I have to write
this and direct it to privileged white
men to straighten them out--to fight sexism
on two fronts, not only against the larger
power structure in this country, but even
against those men who should be aur allies.
In conclusion, I must say that ecology
is the most important struggle. And the
most important species to be saved, after
centuries of exploitation is WOMAN. The
ecology movement should be a powerful
force working with Women's Liberation to
push hard for truly human solutions and
ways of living that would be non-exploit-
ative of any human beings, the earth and
all living things. For centuries, man's
solution for a cheap source of energy was
woman. With the rise of feminism, he
partially alleviated our condition by
substituting machines that extracted a
different toll on our lives. We stand at
the crossroads now. We can go backwards
as most male ecologists suggest and try to
force women to re-assume the labor of
machines. Or we can go forward and seek
ways of living and a technology that does
not exploit, and share those tasks which
must be done by people not machines. Un-—

. til the ecology movement changes its -pos-—

ition on woman labor, they will be to us
a giant step backwards, just another
manifestation of the male supremacist
counterfeit left.

The Myth of Abortion Law Repeal -

a long analysis revealing that, con-
trary to both establishment and
pseudo-radical rhetoric, repeal of
the- abortion laws is not being sup-
ported by The Establishment. Shows
how in most states new legislation
"reforming” the abortion laws (rather
than repealing them) has actually
been a step backwards. Challenges
the genocide theory of some Black

- nationalists, with, respect to abor-
tion and birth control._ :

Fewer Jobs for Women - an article on
female unemployment which shows how
the denial of jobs to women oper—
ates to keep women "in their place,"
dependent on men. It corrects a
number of misconceptions about -
women in the job market - reveal-
ing that single women have a harder
time finding work than married women,
anﬂ providing further evidence against
the myth of the black "matriarchy.

Rane - articles in geveral issues®
;E;Iyzing different women's personal
.experience in their efforts to ob-
tain justice . . a woman who beats
up her attacker -and gets arrested ...
a woman who goes through.;hztiigal
and loses . - . &
::iz:etiallenges‘the court's protec—
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‘Some of the topics covered have been:

tion of rapists. Shows how rapists
function as the extra-legal police
force of male supremacy (male sup-'
‘remacy's KKK). g

Women Take Church to Court - an
article exposing the Catholic Church's
longstanding hatred of women and

its protection by our "secular"-gov-.
ernment. A suit challenging the tax-
exempt status of the Church, be-
cause of its political lobbying
against abortion law repeal, is
announced.

Male Psychology: A Myth to Keep Women
in their Place - an article chal- U
lenging the old and new psycholog-
ical theories (such as®internal-
izatiod) which blame women's

_problems on women, and which lead .

to an underestimation of the: strength
we possess right now to bring about
change.

Black and White Women = an article
covering problems such as the
"naivete' and .special liberalism
of white women towards black men,
which undercuts black women's
pioneering feminist struggles.

The Men's Page - a iegular feature Qoo
what men should be doing . . . and the

kind of "help'" we don't want. Anal-
yses of" the politics of impotence ,
and male ho?osexuality, etc.
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The Equal Rights Amendment “?

is what her husband chooses to give her, all marriage laws
to the contrary. ]

Support payments for the woman after the breakup of a
marriage — alimony - is not that usual either and far less
common than is thought. A nationwide study done by the
American Bar Association in 1965 showed that ‘about 2% of
divorced women are awarded permanent alimony and 10% are
awarded temporary alimony. In most cases the reason given
by the courts for awarding alimony is not cohgern for the
woman but the intention of keeping the wife with no financial
resources from becoming a public charge, i.e., adding to the
welfare rolls. Usually the award is granted ‘only long enough
to give her a chance to train for or find employment. It
would seem that the spectacular cases of large alimony pay-
ments played up in the press (e.g., the recent Johnny Carson
case) are used to keep us unaware of the situation most
. divorced women find themselves in, and to create a false
sympathy for the man. ;

The same study also found that divorced Mothers are gen-
erally awarded child support payments amounting to less than
half of the support costs of a child. And that's the amount
awarded, not the amount actually paid. Another study showed
that, a year after courts ordered child support payments, 42%
of the Fathers were not complying with the court orger;
after 10 years 79% were not complying. This type of infor-
mation has led some legal authorities to state that under
the ERA divorced men would end up paying more: child support
rather than less, by requiring that neither spouse bear a
larger share of financial responsibility for the children -
as most divorced women .now do.

Child custody in divorce cases, on the other hand, is
‘ one area where women could lose out under the ERA. As
' things stand now, most courts will award custody to the
Mother in the vast majority of cases, either by tradition or
by local ordinance. It's still an open question whether new
‘custody laws, rewritten to accord with the ERA, would take
‘into account which spouse had contributed the most to rais-—
ing the child (nmot to mention the labor of bearing the child).
Protective Laws and the Working Woman

This category refers to state laws which regulate the
job conditions of women but not men workers. Some of these
laws are "protective' only in that they protect men from

women who might take their jobs - for example weightlifting
restrictions which are in effect for higher paying or skilled
jobs but don't apply to the night work of office cleaning
women; and sometimes even outright exclusion of women from
some jobs (e.g. mining or bartending).

"Women have been protected from working as
waitresses at night when the tips are large, but
they have never been protected from working as
charwomen, scrubbing floors all night long."

Shirley Chisholm
10/6/71

In other cases protective laws do work for the benefit
of women in areas where male workers are more likely to be
protected by union contracts (only 1/8 of women workers are
unionized compared to 1/4 of the men). Such laws include
minimum wages for female employees or regulations covering
health and safety protections or rest periods. Of course,
even the best of these laws illustrate the powerlessness and
therefore the need for "protection" of women workers, and
could never compensate for the power rather than "protection”
that union organization would bring.

"What women need is power, not protection.
We must gain power, so that we can be free to
develop the best that is in us . . . special
legislation does not help us to get equality and
strength. It substitutes for freedom of con-
tract that vague and dangerous thing called the
police power. The invocation of the police
power permits the State to decide under what
conditions women may work and employers hire.
Legislatures, when they pass such laws, and
courts, when they uphold them, recognize the
weakness of women, as compared with employers,
and give them, in special legislation, a few
crumbs of what is claimed to be protection. The
object of such legislation is merely to enable
women to keep on working and being moral; living
at a minimum and having children at a maximum.
The State does not help women to arrive at a pos-
ition of power and equality with the employer;
instead it regards them as wards . . . . The way
for us to get power as I see it, is to organize
and rely on ourselves, co-operating, of course,
with those men who have the same needs as our-
selves. When we have achieved economic power,
we shall be in a position to secure laws which
protect our power instead of intensifying our
weakness."
From "Power is the Best Protection," an article
by El%nor Byrnﬁ in the magazine of the National
Woman's Party "Equal Rights," Sept. 1, 1923
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_in combat boots losing theilr "femininity.

stion whether the ERA will be

of the better protect-ive 1:;211
keeping the benefits. £or zi
ale workers, in this way ma ng

ere 1s a
it impossible to use them to deny women ZOZi- Th
precedent for the latter approach in so:omen’
already extended minimum wage laws forh S =
making overtime work voluntary for b?t .
certainly be an advance for all working pimp s wouen
Another possible solution to the no-overtime ot e
would be laws making overtime work voluntary o
This would certainly be an advance for all ?fre 1§;s o

° In fact, this whole question of protecttze e 7
working women may be a non-issue, a§ far ash e i
concerned. Title VIL of the 1964 Civil Rights alr;ady o
prohibits sex discrimination in employmenF haz
held to prohibit state protective laws which app

il t
women. In guidelines released this past Aprly caRTar

5 i ifical
Employment Opportunity Commission spec : i
thz Fzzeral law would supersede these state Taws wherev
there was a conflict.
The Draft all
This area has raised a lot of problems for 2foziewg2en
The right wing has stirred up the spectr

LU ¢ suspeCt that
is the prospect of women being
what bothers them the most 1s P £ protecting them—-
trained in the use of weapons and capab ER i 1
selves from predatory males. (The right wing has ﬁzgh
played upon the valid fears, about personal safety Wd zhe
women have by attempting to displace thosi f?ars b
anger which goes with them onto poor peop.lée.
% They algo know that, all old stereotypes to e cont;ary,
women as a group are more radical politically than men. W€ .
can be‘sure that right wing legislators were the first to g€
their copies of the polls showing that substantially more
American women opposed the war in Vietnam CQmPared with
American men, and other polls showing similar more progressive
trends among women on all political issues. They know that
an army containing women would be an army even harder to
regulate than the one they've got now, particularly in, the
kind of individual sabotage which women have used for a long
time and which draftees soon enough learn — "passivity," "in-
ability”to get orders straight, to "ynderstand" the job, etc.
Finally, the conservatives can't be unaware of the secondary
economic benefits men have gotten from the military -— job
preferences in and out of government, medical care and es-—
pecially the G.I. Bill which has provided subsidized educ-
ation for countless men over the years. It would cost a lot
to extend those benefits to women.

Extending the draft to women has been a problem for
many feminists too, though for very different reasons, of
course. This isn't hard to understand. There has always
been a close association between the anti-war movement and
the women's rights movement. In fact, Women have made up the
backbone of the anti-war movement though rarely getting the
recognition they deserved. Few women have any desire to
risk our lives fighting for the interests of the same male
ruling class which-denies us power and decent living condit-
ions in this country. Of course, women could use the miljt-
ary skills. As long as men are learning them, women are at
a-disadvantage if we don't have' them too.

Most likely passage of the ERA would be another factor
hastening the end of the draft in this country, in addition
to the concern over the radicalism of male draftees. It
might even be the final determining factor because of the
realization by the right wing of the enormous implications
arming women would have to their future political stabilit
and to the operation of an efficient military. %

Another likely possibility if the draft is maintained
is that women would be drafted but, as one Congressman
it "assigned to serve wherever their skills or talent ety
applicable and needed," in other words they would ts Ty
in the mess halls or offices. But presumabl oy
be fought on the basis of the ERA.

In all the above areas - marria i
tective laws, the draft - the thing %ﬁa:ngegzlzzce laws, pro-
is the complete unpredictability of the results tEOSt Sieer
of ‘the ERA would have. There are other areas e 2S00
not the case. A lot of the other laws which S lonsethishis
out by the ERA are really isolated holdovers Zguld be ‘wiped
of male supremacy when its style was more obvi SRouieE era
pretty clear that with an ERA there would be %ous_. o
and not much room for counter-interpretation 1?med1?te §Trounds
with the local criminal laws that give wo, S in doing away
;gs tha; men for the same crimes or t senten-
ings" by ''wronged" husbands, or wi ion kij_
make it harder for women to ;ervewzﬁhjiiial Provisions tﬁzt
which shake up women's position in such bes. But with laws
as marriage, the economy and the milita SV inStituti°nS
?hat, if the ERA were passed, every effzzé We can be Sure
interpret it in a way favorable to the st bv°91d be made to
sent male supremacist system and theref ability of the pr
the interests of women. This leads to 2;3 unfavorahje tg =
the next important question is "what wille conclusiop th
votes are counted?" ¥we do aftey that
How Will the ERA be Interpreted? = et

Pamela Kearon of The Fem A
in her testimony before the N::i:'z:krzl-sed an 1mPortant
Human Rights in 1970. She said, "y i/ CommiSsion o R
ment would not automatically inval ¢ Equal Righeg 2

Again, it is an open qué
used to wipe out the benefits
or whether equality will mean
and extending them to cover m
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sFate laws into accordance with the ERA. That will be th
tlme.when theydecide whether the benefits of the bettZr 5 -
tective laws are taken away from women or kept and extengzg
to men, when they decide what the new criteria will be for

awarding child custody, when they write new support laws, and

so. on. It's hard to know exactly what will happen but it's
clear that we'll have to be on our toes.

At that time we'll also be. in a position to challenge
some other areas of law on the basis of the ERA where the
ﬁonnecﬁl?n is a l%ttle less direct, i.e., where the word

woman 1s not written into the laws but nevertheless only
women are affected; for example, the rape laws which require
more corroboratory evidence in order to convict than is
required for other felonies, the unequal treatment of female
prostitutes and johns, and hopefully the abortion laws.

It can't be émphasized enough that the passage of the ERA
must be only a beginning and women must work hard to have a
say in its interpretations and to keep it working for us
instead of against us.

Is the ERA Necessary?

Some people have questioned why we need a special amend-—
ment guaranteeing women's rights, don't we have the rights
of all citizens guaranteed under the Constitution and can't
we appeal unjust laws on that basis? One ?ould just as -well
question why we needed a special constitutional amendment
in order to get the right to vote. The fact of the matter
is the U.S. Constitution was never intended to apply to
women. As Wilma Scott Heide, national president of Fhe
National Organization for Women put it, "The Equal Rights
Amendment will, I think, free this nation from the dead
hand of a 200-year-old Constitution . . If one looks
back at the writing of that Constitution, we.know that at
that time a Negro man was considered threejflfths of a per-
son, and no woman was considered any fraction of a person.d
Women were excluded from participation, from the }ntent an
from the content of that Constitution.- ?t therefore repris—
ents what is tantamount to legislation without represen;a -

ion." ¢ 3
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The Establishment and the ERA
; One important question for us to figure out is why, in
this year of backlash against the women's movement,the ERA
vas passed so easily by Congress. In a year when the Pres—
ident personally intervened in New York state politics to
help do away with a minimal abortion reform law and bring
back a more Teactionary one, when he vetoed a child care bill
on the grounds that it would destroy the family; when abor—
tion rights are under attack throughout the countrys; when
Bella Abzug was redistricted out of Congress and Shirley
Chisholm accused of "arrogance! by male "radicals" like
Pete Hamill for trying to get the Presidential nomination; in
that same year the ERA overwhelmingly and with little dis—
cussion passed both houses of Congress and has already been
ratified by 20 of the 38 states necessary to its passage.
Certainly they couldn't have had the same thing in mind for
the ERA as we do.
I think the male establishment has counted on passing
a law for us which they can also interpret for us and if we
were to be satisfied with that it wouldn't be too much of
a threat to their power. In one sense it would be impossible
for the male ruling class to ever grant women our ''rights."
As long as you have one class of people legislating for
another subordinate class you're not dealing with "rights,"
you're dealing with favors that can be taken back again at
will. Constitutional amendments can and- have been repealed
before. This is why an ERA, not backed up by a feminist move-
ment fighting for power in every area of life,.would be
useless. 1
In addition, the establishment is well aware of the
limited value of legal rights when peoples' living conditions
make it impossible to even use those rights. That's why
they're fighting so hard against abortion and child care:
a woman tied down at home with the kids is not going to be
able to participate in politics or compete for .a job no
matter how many laws say it is okay for her to do so. The
men know this and for that reason their reactionary attacks

are especially focused. on the areas of childbearing and
childrearing.

There's also the matter of the economy. With jobs dis-—
appearing all over the place lots of unemployed men are
looking for new places to go. An ERA would make it easier
for them to enter fields formerly relegated to women. We've
already seen the beginnings of this among elementary teachers,
social workers, secretaries and stewards/stewardesses, just
to mention a few.

I think the male establishment has a scenario something
like the following one in mind: Pass the ERA. Help men
take over women's jobs (there are so few jobs to go around
after all). Keep the women from protesting too much:by
keeping them home with lots of kids. End the draft - it
was becoming unmanageable anyway — and we won't have to
worry about women in the military. They'll be home with
the kids, remember, and there'll be lots of unemployed men
who'll end up being volunteers. For the women who do
escape and start competing for those overtime jobs make sure
the working men see them as the threat rather than the un-—
employment. 3 . :

I don't think that scenario will happen - although a
lot will depend upon our actions as a movement. In the
first place, women just aren't getting pregnant as much :
as they used to. Population experts, looking at the decll?e
in child births among women in all segments of the pogulatlon
have gone so far as to refer to it as a "'baby strike. Wome?
are entering the  labor force in more and more numbers. They're
unionizing'in jobs that were never unionized before'(e.g.,
domestic workers), striking to an extent t@ey hav?n t done
in years (e.g., telephone workers) and making their demands
felt in still male-controlled unions. A

Fven in the more "moderate" wing of the women's move-
ment there's a growing realization that laws made for us by
men are not enough, no matter how benevole?t.they may be,
that we have to have power to make the decisions ourselves.
As we move to increase that power the ERA could be a use-— i
ful weapon for moving into arenas that were formerly close.
to us, but we'll have to make sure that that weapon stays in

our hands.
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‘This piece of writing was uncovered by ?illie
Olsen, San Francisco writer referred to earlier
in these pages. It is taken from the book Dreams,
written by South African novelist Olive Schreiner

. in 1899. The book has been out of print for years -
and we think something ought to be dome about that.
Schreiner, a feminist and socialist who was also
active in the struggle against the white colonial-
ization of South Africa, is another of our great
historical figures whose important political work
has been submerged, The novel The Story of an Af-
rican Farm and the study Women and Laboxr are among
her works.

As I traveled across an African plain the sun shone down
hotly. Then I drew my horse up under a mimosa-tree, and I
took the saddle from him and left him to feed among the par-
ched bushes.

And all to right and to left stretched the brown earth. And
I sat down under the tree, because' the heat beat fiercely,
and all along the horizon the air throbbed. And after a
while a heavy drowsiness came over me, and I latd my head
down against my saddle, & I fell asleep there. And in my
sleep, I had a curious dream.

I thought I stood on the border of a great desert, and the
sand blew about everywhere. And I thought I sai two great
figures like beasts of burden of the desert, and one lay upon
the sand with its neck stretched out, and one stood by it.
And I looKed curiously at the one that lay upon the ground,
for it had a great burden on its back, and the sand was thick
about it, so that it seemed to have piled over it for centur-
Zes.

And I looked very curiously at it. And there stood one be-
side me watching. And I said to him, "What is this huge crea-
ture who lies here on the sand?"

And he said, "This is woman; she that bears men in her body."
And I said, "Why does she lie here motionless with the sand
piled round her?"

And he answered, "Listen, I will tell you! Ages and ages long
she has laid here, and the wind has blown over her. The old-
est, oldest, oldest man living has never seen her move: the
oldest, oldest book records that she lay here then, as s he
lies here now, with the sand about her. But listen! Older
than the oldest book, older than the oldest recorded memory

of man, on the Rocks of Language, on the hard-baked clay of
Ancient Customs, now crumbling to decay, are found the marks
of her footsteps! Side by side with his who stands beside her
you may trace them; and you know that she who now lies there
once wandered free over the rocks with him."

And I said, "Why does she lie there now?"

And he said, "I take it, ages ago the Age-of-dominion-of-mus-
cular-force found her, and when she stooped low to give suck
to her young, and her back was broad, he put his burden of
subjection on to it, and tied it on with the broad band of
Inevitable Necessity. Then she looked at the earth and the
sky, and knew there was no hope for her; and she lay down on
the sand with the burden she could not loosen. BEver since
she has lain here. And the ages have come, and the ages have
gone, but the band of Inevitable Necessity has not been cut."

And T Looked and saw in her eyes the terrible patience of the
centuries; and the ground was wet with her tears, & her nos-
trils blew up the sand.

And T satd, "Has she ever tried to move?"

And @e said, "Sometimes a limb has quivered. But she is wise;
she knows she cannot rise with the burden on hep." 38

And I said, "Why does not he who stands by her leave her and
go on2?" 3

And he said, "He cannot. Look--"

And T saw a broad band passing along the ground fro
the other, and it bound them together. g Jan gesto

He said, "While she lies there he must ‘stand and look across
the desert."

And I said, "Does he know why he cannot move?

And he said, "No."
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‘DRE AMS’ by Olive Schreiner

) ; and
And I heard a sound of something eracking, and I looked
T saw the band that bound the burden on to her back broken
asunder; and the burden rolled on to the ground.

And I said, "What is this?”

said, "The Age-of-muscular-force i dead. The Age-
ﬁ?fnZivous-fbrce hag ki{led him with the knife he holds in
his hand; & silently and invisibly he has crept up to the
woran., and with the knife of Mechanical Invention he @as eut
the band that bound the burden to her back. The Inevitable
Necessity is broken. She might rise now. " 2

And T saw that she still lay motionless on the sand, and with
her eyes open and her neck stretched out. And she seemed to
look for something on the far-off border of the desert that
never came. And I wondered if she were awake or asleep. And
as I looked her body quivered, and a light came into her eyes,
1ike when a sunbeam breaks into a dark room.

I said, "What is 1t?"

He whispered, "Hush! the thought has come to her, 'Might T
not rise?'"

and T looked. And she raised her head from the sand, and I
saw the dent where her neck had lain so long. And she looked
at the earth, and she looked at the sky, and she Looked at
him who stood by her: but he looked out across the desert.

And T saw her body quiver; and she pressed her front knees
to the earth, and veins stood out; and I cried, "She is going
to risel”

But only her sides heaved, and she lay still where she was.

But her head she held up; she did not lay it down again. And
he beside me said, "She is very weak. See, her legs have
been crushed under her so long."

And I saw the creature struggle; and the drops stood out on
her.

And I said, "Surely he who stands beside her will help her?"

And he beside me answered, "He cannot help her; she must
help herself. Let her struggle till she is strong."

And I ecried, "At least he will not hinder her! See, he moves
farther from her, and tightens the cord between them, and he
drags her down."

And he answered, "He does not understand. When she moves she
draws the band that binds them and hurts him, & he moves

farther from her. The day will come when he will understand,
and will know what she is doing. Let her once stagger on to

her knees. In that day he will stand close to her, and look
into her eyes with sympathy."

And she stretched her neck, and the drops fell from her.
And the creature rose an inch from the earth and sank back.

And I cried, "Oh, she is too weak: she cannot walk! The

long years have taken all her strength from her. Can she
never move?" 2

And he answered me, "See the Light in her eyes!"
And slowly the creature staggered on to its knees.

And T awoke: and all to the east and to the w

. ; est st
the barren eqrth, with the dry bushes on it. Z%esa2§§cizi
%p and down in the red sand, and the heat beat fiercely. I
ooked up through the thin branches of the tree at the éZ
sky overhead. I stretched myself, and T mused o

I had had. And T fell aslee again, with
dle. And in the fierce heath iad ;no;hermgr22;d s e

I saw a desert and T saw a wom

And he said, "It is before you. !
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And she said, "I see nothi
river, and a bank steep and
with heavy sand in them."

ng before me but a dark flowi
> ow
high, and cuttings herz & ;Zir‘e

And he said, "And beyond that?"

She said, "I see nothing, but.someti hade my

L > % > .sometimes, when T

m:th my hand, I think I see on the furt;zer ban .'sbre c andeyes
hills, and the sun shining on them!" &

He satid, "That is the Land of freedom.'

She said, "How am I to get there?"

He said, "There is one way, and one
> > only. Down the banks o
Labor through the water of Suffering. There is no other." i

She said, "Is there no bridge?"
He answered, "None."

She satd, "Is the water deep?”
He said, "Deep."

She said, "Is the floor worn?"

He said, "It is.
may be lost.”

Your foot may slip at any time, and you

. She said, "Have any crossed already?"

He said, "Some have tried!"

She said, "Is there a track to show where the best fording is?"
He said, "It has to be made.”

She shaded her eyes with her band; and she said, "I will goLal

And he said, "You must take off the clothes you wore in the
desert: they are dragged down by them who go into the water

so clothed-®

And she threw from her gladly the mantle of Ancient—_received-
opinions she wore, for it was worn full of holes. And she
took the girdle from her waist that she had treasured so long
& the moths flew out of it in a cloud. And he said, "Take

the shoes of dependence off your feet."

And she stood there naked, but for one white garment that
clung close to her.

And he said, "That you may keep. so they wear clothes in the
Land of freedom. In the water it buoys; tt alvays swims."

3 L Truth; and it was white;
And T saw on TtS breast was written 5 ;
tz.e sun had not often shone on it; the other clothes _had
covered it up-. And he said, "Take this stick; hold it fast. :
TIn that day when it .glips from your harlﬂ you are Z_Z;.;Zt. bPL;zO;
down before Yyous feel your way: where it 'cannof; find 2 bo

do not set your foot."

nd she said, "I -an ready; let me go."

ind he said, "No--but stays vhat is that--in your breast?
)

She was stlent. R
n
nopen its and let me see.

And against her b

He said .
g reast was a tiny thing,

And she opened 1t. 1s above his forehead

. 1low cur
2 dr?ink figttsz .and tl;z?&syfcnees were drawm up 0 her, and
resse a £ . ; 8.
fze held Zgr breast fas? LI doing here?"
; 2 ?
ey s o is he, and what 18 he dov™d
. el
And she said, "Se¢ nis little wing®
- : £ "
e euid, Eut B down. e will
. he 18 o child 80
And she -said, ”Hedea{;;'e?g';edO"." He hziz;shebeen ao fre.edom 3
carry him to the sarried Him: In Do his gred
long, so long, I will walk togetherl's od 0 ord only B
h; will be a ”_’%'o'vg'ishadow me- iTIehZ‘;z d;;;,,ed he might 1e&
white wings Wt 0

to me in the desert—" d.
to say ' fzvllendshil" in that 1

And Reason said, nput B :

- 4nd she said, "I will carry him so--with one arm, and with

the other I will fight the water.”

He said, "Lay him down on the ground. When you are in t@e
water you will forget to fight, you will think only of him.
Lay him down." He said, "He will not die. When he finds you
have left him alone he will open his wings and fly. He will
be in the Land of freedom before you. Those who reach the
Land of freedom, the first hand they see stretching down the
bank to help them shall be Tove's. He will be a man then,
not a child. In your breast he cannot thrive; put him down
that he may grow." And she took her bosom from his mouth,

¢ he bit her, so that the blood ran down on to the ground.
And she laid him down on the earth; and she covered her
wound. And she bent and stroked his wings. And I saw

the hair on her forehead turned white as snow, and she had
changed from youth to age.

And she stood far off on the bank of the river. And she o
said, "for what do I go to this far land which no one has

ever reached? Oh, I am alone! I am utterly alone!"

And Reason, that old man said to her, ngilence! what do you
hear?"

dnd she listened intently, and she said, "T hear a sound of
feet, a thousand times ten thousand and thousands of thousands ,
& they beat this way!"

He said, "They are the feet of those that shall- follow you.
Tead on! make a track to the water's edge! Where you stand
now, .the ground will be beaten flat by ten thousand times
ten thousand feet." And he said, "Have you seen the locusts
how they cross a stream? first one comes down to the water-
edge, and it is swept away, and then another comes and then
another, and then another, and at last with their bodies

piled up a bridge is built and the rest pass over."

She said, "And of those that come first, some are swept away,
and are heard of no more; their bodies do not even build the
bridge?"

*And are swept away, and are heard of no more--and what of
that?" he said.

"And what of that--" she said. "They make a track to the

water's edge."

"They make a track to the water's edge—-" And she satd,
moper that bridge which shall be built with our bodies, who
will pass?"

He said, "The entire human race."

4nd the woman grasped her staff.

And T saw her turn .down that dark path to the river. And

T awoke; and all .about me was the yellow afternoon light:
the sinking sun lit up the fingers of the milk bushes; and
my horse.stood by me quietly feeding. And I turned on my
side and I watched the ants run by thousands in the red sand.
I thought I would go on my way now--the afternoon was eooler.
Then a drowsiness crept over me again, and I laid back my
head and fell asleep.

And I dreamed a dream.

T dreamed I saw a land. And on the hills walked brave women
and .brave men, hand in hand. And they looked into each
other's eyes, and they were not afraid.

And I saw the women also hold each other's hands.

ind I said to him beside me, "What place is this2?

And he said, "This is heaven. "

And T said, "Where is 1t2"

And he answered, "On earth.”

And I said, nphen shall these things be?!

And he answered. "In the future."

and I awoke and all about me was the sunset light;
the low nille the sun lay, and a delicious coolies; m %
opept over everythings and the ants were going slowly home

T walked +towards my horse', who stood quietl ¢
%n the sun passed down behind the hills; but E} feedzﬁ;t

the ne:

<t day he would rise again.
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I l I I Dear Sisters:
LE ERS £ &5 Linda Basanna's article’ (Number 4, Vol.
1, March. - May 1972) on male prostitution

Sisters:

Dorothy Tennov brought Issue Number
4 of your newspaper to our April 10 meet-
ing. I am Pres. of Western Conn. NOW. I
want to subscribe and enclose my check for
the back issues I have missed.

I must say I feel its one of the
best newspapers to come out of the women's
movement.- I hHad read all the Village
Voice's articles on the Prostitution
conference but not until I read Kathie
Sarachild's article was I really clear on
what happened. As a housewife, I res-
pond to the many '"putdowns' of the role
I play as a '"personal' putdown. Whether
I like my role or not is not the issue,
it's a job like any other, and probably
better than most (with the proper partner).
However, the movement tends to put down
the people rather than the job. I be-
lieve this same thing happened in relation
to the prostitutes and this is what I had
responded to. I feel Kathie recognized
this in her reporting. That strikes me
as more honest as well as more helpful.

If one wants to help housewives one
asks them what they need and the same
holds true of call girls.

Cindy Cisler, who .I met at a con-
ference in Armonk New York, also clarified
for me all the double talk about the re-
peal issue in abortion. I am sure I
will be more articulate on this issue in
the future.

There was also a very ''consciousness
raising“statement in Sylvia Delgadoé
article on young girls. In speaking of
the issue of virginity among girls and
boys she states: ''So why does being a
virgin matter? I can bet the man does
not come to you CLEAN " (my emphasis).

Was this term deliberately used?2 To me

it explains the whole issue. We have been
conditioned to believe that intimate
contact is somehow dirty. A man wanted

a virginal wife because, had she had sex-
ual contact with another man, she would
be dirty. Who got her dirty? Why the
other man of course. Maybe they each
believe the other is dirty. I don't know,
but it sure is something to think about,
this whole concept of clean and dirty

in relation to the body. Orthodox Jewish
women have to bathe in special waters to
make themselves clean.

Finally, our chapter is sponsoring
a conference on May 20th on Women's sex-—
uality. -Interest so far is very high.
Several hundred inquiries have come in.

I hope some of your writers will cover
this conference for your paper.

By the way how about a letters to
the editors column in the paper. Also,
can we sell some copies at the conference?

In Sisterhood,
Barbara Hoberman Levine-

Dear Sisters at Woman's World;

A friend in New York sent me your
paper and I think it's the best current
woman's paper, so, please send me two
subscriptions, one to me at the above
address and one to my friend below.

I especially like the article on the

Prostitution Convention by Kathie Sarachild.

I really liked what she had to say - it
cleared a lot of my thinking on listening
to and respecting other women which has a
lot to do with purpose and practice in
small groups. Women are always so
righteous, inevitably.

Anyway, it's a great paper - lots in
it, not just rehashing. I'm glad you're
doing it.

Ellen Clark
Grass Valley, California

April 8, 1972

Dear Editors,

Thank you! Your article on the Self-
Help Clinic gave us real pleasure and a
renewed vigor to push ahead in some new
and exciting areas of self determination
in controlling our own bodies. As you
know, we had received such idiot flack
that we were beginning to wonder where
our sisters' heads were at. You have re-
charged us!!! What's more important, you
see it and understand it. And we can
only say, thank you.

In sisterhood,
&8 moof QWU apvlw  @vlorraine;Roghman
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Women and Art.

was an eye opener for many of ?s. The
vague awareness of males in this profes=
sion and how it relates to the business
professions and law enforcements, control-
ing forces in our society, is a startling
fact not before mentioned within the con-
text of women liberation.
More access to source material and
factual data is needed in this area. If
there are any other authorities on this
subject could we hear from them, please.
Sincerely,

Nadga McKie Tillman
ASUW Women's Commission
Seattle, Washington 98195

Information on this subject is under-
standably very difficult to obtain and even
harder to get anybody with the information
to admit to puglically. If you would like
to do some investigation yourself, we sug-
gest that as good a place to begin as any
would be by reading the articles about J.

Edgar Hoover and the F.B.I. under the direct-

orship of him .and his friends - a number
of whom have resigned recently,; which ap-
peared in the N.Y. Times in the days fol-
lowing his death. Any book about Hoover
will give you an idea of the immense pol-
itical power in the United States in the
last fifty years of this man, who began
his political career in his high schoot
debating soctety arguing against women's
suffrage and never once shifted either

his political allegiances nor abated his
dedicated campaign to keep America, its
government - especially his F.B.I. and his
precious SELF - pure and clean of all such
sullying and lowly elements as women.

For information about the church's
homosexual ideology and institutional ef-
forts to keep itself protected from women's
bodies and the "filth" of even our physical
presence, for a start see Patricia
Lawrence's article in Woman's World,
July-August, 1971, "Women Take the Catholic
Church to Court." Although this article
is only about Catholics, we suggest you

FEMINIST ART JOURNAL

In the last issue of Woman's World we
recommended a quarterly called Women and.
Art for good news and analysis on the
woman artists' movement. The group put--
ting out that paper has recently split.

So far there has been no new issue of
However, many of its best
writers have started publishing another
paper, Feminist Art Journal, which is

of the same good quality as the original
Women and Art. Especially recommended are
an interview with Black feminist Faith

PERSONAL IS POLITICAL

are beginning to articulate. We call it “the pro-woman
line.” What it says basically is that women are really neat
people. The bad things that are said about us as women are
either myths (women are stupid), tactics women use to
struggle individually (women are bitches), or are actually
things that we want to carry into the new society and
want men to share too (women are sensitive, emotional).
Women as oppressed people act out of necessity (act
dumb in the presence of men), not out of choice. Women
have developed great shuffling techniques for their own
survival (look pretty and giggle to get or keep a job or
man) which should be used when necessary until such
time as the power of unity can take its place. Women are
smart not to struggle alone (as are blacks and workers).
It is no worse to be in the home than in the rat race of
the job world. They are both bad. Women, like blacks,
workers, must stop blaming ourselves for our “failures.”

It took us some ten months to get to the point where
we could articulate these things and relate them to the
lives of every woman. It’s important from the standpoint
of what kind of action we are going to do. When our
group first started, going by majority opinion, we would
haye been out in the streets demonstrating against marriage,
against having babies, for free love, against women who
wore makeup, against housewives, for equality without
recognition of biological differences, and god knows what
else. Now we see all these things as what we call “personal
solutionary.” Many of the actions taken by “action” groups
have been along these lines. The women who did the anti-
woman stuff at the Miss America Pageant were the ones
who were screaming for action without theory. The mem-
bers of one group want to set up a private day-care center
without any real analysis of what could be done to make it
better for little girls, much less any analysis of how that
center hastens the revolution.

That is not to say, of course, that we shouldn’t do ac-
tion. There may be some very good reasons why women
in the group don’t want to do anything at the moment:
One reason that I often have is that this thing is so im-
portant to me that I want to be very sure that we’re doing
it the best way we know how, and that it is a “right” action
that I feel sure about. I refuse to go out and produce for
the movement. We had a lot of conflict in our New York
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ideas about womer &
tnlng through religtous p
kznds}.'ou might algo try talking a.bm,tt the
7.B.I. and the C.I.A. to pe'opZe who 've
wérked around government circles in

in Washington, LG

riesthoods of all

Assaciated Press

Clyde' A. Tolson, Associate Director of the F.B.L anam
close personal friend of J. Edgar Hoover, walking his:
usual respectful step behind the chief during an investi-:
gation in 1842. Mr. Tolson, like Mr. Hoover a bachelor,*
was part of Mr. Hoover’s strict schedule, and had luné}ﬁ"—
and dinner with him six times a week beginning in 1920’s.

. - .
Another of the late J. bureau’s director, and its
Edgar Hoover's top assist- third-ranking . official, Sﬂyiﬂagl
ants has resigned from the he was. leaving for person
Federal Bureau of Invest- reasons. Since Mr.’ Hoover's
igation. John. P: Mohr, 62,  deathon May 2, all (iireetor
resigned as assistant to the 1S3top) -Aadvisers Enaveires
signed.
(]

Ringgold, and one called "Artists' Rights
in the New Left" by Pat Mainardi - a dis—
pute over printing this last one, we're
told, was what led to the final split in
the Women and Art group. Editing the
journal are: Pat Mainardi, Irene Moss,
Cindy Nemser.

Subscriptions: $2 for four issues,
$5 to institutions and those who can
afford more. Send your money to: Feminist
Art Journal, 41 Montgomery Place, Brooklyn,
N.Y. 11215. — B.L.

group about whether or not to do action. When the Miss
America Protest was proposed there was no question but
that we wanted to do it. I think it was because we all
saw how it related to our lives. We felt it was a good ac-
tion. There were things wrong with the action; but the
basic idea was there.

Th_is has been my experience in groups that are accused
of being “therapy” or “personal.” Perhaps certain groups
may well be attempting to do therapy. Maybe the answer
Is not to put down the method of analyzing from personal
experiences in favor of immediate action, but to figure
out what can be done to make it work, Some of us started
to write a handbook about this at one time and never got
past the outline. We are working on it again.

It.’s true we all need to learn how to better draw con-
clusions from the experiences and feelings we talk about
f].:segsw d;o draw all kinds of connections. Some of us

ne a ve j icati
iRl S ry good job of communicating them

One more thing: I think we must listen to w] -
apolitical women have to say—not so we canhtait)sg-;zltltﬁ
job of organizing them but because together we are a
mass movement. I think we who work full-time in the
movement tend to become very narrow. What is happen-
Ing now is that when lonmovement women disagree with
Us, we assume it's because they are “apolitical,” not be-
cause there might be something wrong with ou; thinkin,
Women have left the movement in droves. The obviofs:
reasons are that we are tired of being sex slaves and doin
shxt.vufork for men whose hypocrisy is so blatant in th +
pohncfz\l stance of liberation for every| )
glel;e :s ‘really a lot more to it than tha

culate it yet. I think “apolitical” i
movement for very good lr’:asons, a:: u;:]io":e mni
You have to think like us and i
charmed circle,”
that there are thin




HE CONSPIRACY vi REPEALS ABORTION & THE MEDIA
by Colette Price ‘ |

We've just ha
here in Neijork aimzs:a§£g¥ SR
setback in th s ageEr ot

e abortion struggle. A
group which calls itself the "Right
Lifers" without specifying the =
fetus's 1lif e

€ not the Mother's, descended
upon Albany, marched down Fiféh Aven g
and managed to pass the Donovan-Cr ?e
bill returning us to the 19th centiw S
near-total prohibition against aboriz
which had been with us until two yea o
ago. Luckily, the Governor votoeg its
and here we are back to where we all
started with the present reforms but
WHAT HAPPENED?

Well, various analyses of this
close call have emerged. Some say that
‘the problem was that women didn't go up
in large enough numbers to Albany to
lobby with the state legislators and cite
all the lobbyists that the fetus fetis-
ists had up there. Others, like Kip
Dawson of the Socialist Workers Party
and the Women's National Abortion Action
Coalition (WONAAC) say that the women's
movement didn't work hard and get women
into the streets marching. Certainly, it
is clear from the 10,000 strong ''Right to
Life of the Fetus Over the Woman'' March
down Fifth Avenue in the Spring compared

to the 1500 who marched for abortion rights

two months ago, that the fetus fetishists
outnumbered us with the marching tactics
as well as with the lobbying tactic. The
Village Voice, in a lead article on the
abortion fight which revealed, if anything
ever did, how frightened even a so-called
liberal newspaper is of the growing reach
of the women's liberation movement, even
claimed that the setback had occurred be-
cause the pro-abortion forces led by the
women's liberation movement had never
really had any people in their ranks to
begin with, but had just puffed themselves
up to larger—than-life-size because of
clever use of and sympathy from the mass
media, sneaking the reform bill through
the New York state legislature before
the great 'silent majority" of Americans
ever so much as had a chapce to blink an
eye. Sob, sob - if it wasn't such a
reversal of the truth.

The one -thing we know the pro- abor-—

. 1 '3 . -
tion forces of the women's liberation move

ment have is numbers even if we don't al-
ways use them. The Catholic Churcﬁ and
President Nixon and the Village Voice may
have money, but since July 1, 1270 more
than 35,000 women in New York city alone

. []
have obtained abortions. If tha; isn s
i ro—abortion and a pretty large dem~
e as well, we don't know

: i nout
:ﬁzzrizfoéIguihe législators.really made
their decision on the basis of numbers,
there could be no doubt that the number
of women having abor
"Right to Lifers"
appene
lie wighwgziez,pzho have been scapegoated

for not letting their P

¢ 1ie? The real
be known, where doessitbaCk’ we feel, was

the near

zgzs?zn£22tic lengths the Eszzbii;2$iizg
went to, through th‘
the women's liberation
to move forward and tovw
freedom for women-.
will not be inspire
into holding onto halfwayfmiai
the present reform, and, fO e
I am about to discussS: thez i
from taking the offensive l0
the abortion laws completehy-media’

We are dependent oz taiou
all know, for information

he reasons

not otherwise acces§ible-s 4s informe

us what's happening .eep the media has

right? Wrong. Sometl‘“esint

other jobs. A cas€ in pO (o truggles
During the recent abo: n headliné

both on TV and in the Pre® after article,

after headline and art

tions outnumbered the -

ro-abortion feelings

& prevented
a repealing

e media CelES

the media consistently referred to the
biil proposed by the Fetus Fetishists as

a "repeal" bill. Now back in the days
before truthful reporting was discarded

as an unnecessary weapon in the hands of
the people, we all used to know what the
word repeal meant with respect to the
abortion laws. It meant then what it does
now and always has; to repeal a law is to
take away that law. Now let's get "this
straight. The issue which the Fetus
Fetishists were disputing was not the

New York state abortion law itself, which
has been on the books since 1869 and un-
fortunately still is. The issue under
dispute was one new clause added to this
law in 1970 which extended some of the
conditions under which abortions would

be allowed. Formerly the only condition
under which' abortions were allowed was

to save the life of the mother. The 1970
clause added to the law a provision allow-
ing abortions performed by a doctor for
any reason up to the 24th week of pregnancy
The "Right to Lifers'" wanted to hold on to
the law but delete the 1970 reform clause.

By no stretch of the imagination, or
the English language for that matter,
could you call a bill to stiffen an exis-
ting abortion law an abortion repeal bill.
Repealing the abortion laws means abolish-
ing these laws completely and giving a wo-
man the right to choose what she wishes
to do with her own body. Two of the very
groups organized to do just this actually
have the word repeal right in their titles
- New Yorkers for Abortion Law.Repeal
(NYALR) and the National Association for
Repeal of the Abortion Laws (NARAL) .

Now assuming that the media has access
to dictionaries and, as yet, is not com-—
pletely removed from common English usuage,
how can we explain this persistent error
on their part? Are we to believe that the
media is confused over the meaning of re-

peal? Are they suddenly not aware of these

abortion groups who clamor now, as they
have done in the past, for repeal? Did
they not cover the, rallies and demonstra-
tions where women marched with signs de-
manding repeal of all abortion laws -
didn't they hear the speeches, see the

petitions? Don't they read the newspapers?!

Just what the abortion struggle was
all about in New York was clear to any-
body who wanted to communicate it.
ly -the press {idn't want to. Their usuage
of the word r..p: ' was a standing omn its
head of the real medning of the word re-
peal. It was misleading, grossly inac-
curate, a complete distortion - which can
only be interpreted as manipulation of
the ‘real issues for their own private
purposes.

So what's the big deal you say. Isn't
that being picky? So the media used the
wrong terms. Well, first of all you have

4 - if the fault doesn't to admit that people do things for reasoms.

If I know what the word repeal means -
the media knows. What could the media
possibly gain by confusing the terms? TA151S
tell you. Suppose I wanted to send a let-
ter to the legislature saying what I felt.
1f I said that what I wanted was repeal,
they might think I was for the Donovan-—
Crawford bill stiffening the law because
that's what everyone' (i.e., 5he'mass
media) was calling tged”repeal t:t%l. g;
handed me a pe ion say-
suppﬁi:PZZTetgiZ law." I wougdn't know
égzther that meant the Donovan-Crawford
bill or what T wanted - an actual repeal
:11. Now I suppose I could always.ask,
Riss can see the difficulties this
pak youin trying to organize people around
repealing the law. Another con-

. could you imagine my shock at :
hat the president supports repeal
te law on abortion, that Card-

5 g leading 2@ regeal‘campaign?
' inow or trust somehow innately,
y that me and them must be on
A S0 VAVATARL b

1yncuulusu'ﬂf*“

oyl WU S

Obvious-

opposite sides I would be led to beligve,
by correct interpretation of the English
language, that the over-powering truths
of feminism had won two new converts.

What is more, the press, in addition
to using the word repeal to mean its op—
posite, consistently omitted the actions
of what the people organizing for real
repeal did, or else misrepresented them
as organizing for support of the present
law. The 1500 pro-abortion demonstrators
who marched for abortion law repeal on
May 6 were reported throughout the
press as being demonstrators opposed to
any change in the existing reform law.
Through this means we were left in the
situation of not being able to work for
the alternative of advancing beyond the
present law.

If you are still unconvinced about
the media's role in a comspiracy to pre=
vent any further advances in women's re-
productive rights, let me add that it just
so happens there was a genuine repeal
bill (the Ohrenstein-Leichter abortion
law repeal bill) in the legislature at
this same time. That was the third al-
ternative never presented by the media.
Was this a mere -oversight on the part
of the mediaor would it have been too
awkward to report on a real repeal bill
and still keep up the rhetoric about the
"Right to Lifers' ''repeal" bill? How
do you explain to the people that the
Ohrenstein-Leichter repeal bill abolishes
the abortion laws while the Donovan-
Crawford "repeal" bill strengthens
the abortion laws. Did the press suddenly
feel perhaps we really didn't need all
the news that's fit to print?

There seems to be no question but
that, by their exclusion of the genuine
repeal bill, their out and out reversal

of the meaning of the English language
and their deceptive manipulation of the
{ssues, the liberal press, IV and radio
included, will go to any lengths to keep
real abortion law repeal from becoming an
actuality.

There is even more evidence that the
motives behind support for the present
reform law and the setting up of saving
the present reform law as the radical
alternative were really to prevent re-
peal, real repeal, that is. Governor
Rockefeller in vetoing the vote of both
Houses of the state legislature to stif-
fen the law, said that he was afraid that
a stricter law, such as the one proposed
by the'Right to Lifere”, would be too
easily invalidated in a court case such

as the recent court decision in Connecticut.

UIn such a circumstance,' he said, "this
state would be left with no law at all."
This latter eventuality is, of course,
what feminists want. Yet Governor Rocke-
feller was portrayed in the press as our
friend, saving us from the more prohib-
itive bill but it's because he-is against
abortion law repeal. What will he do
about; the third altermative, the one never
presented to the people, the genuine abor-
tion law repeal? I think he makes that
clear.

I think the attempt on the part of
the media to manipulate the women's move-
ment and block our efforts at organizing
support behind abortion law repeal is
obvious. We have already tried just
complaining about it, not only in articles
within the women's movement (such as sev-
eral in the last issue of Woman's World)
but also in direct written and verbal
statements of protest to the media b
feminists throughout the period it 3
:i: azizznigi;e The National Organization

sent numberous memos and
pPress releases out protestin th
use of the word "repeal andgaski e
2§di: to stop. Since the media w:gtth: h
ead anyway, it ig obviously time torpget

pare for more persu
asive acti
happens again next year. tion if this
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CONSPIRACY... conT'D

As a first step we might throw up picket
lines around a selected important media
target, like the New York Times or CBS,
for instance, in an effort to draw atten-
tion to what is going on. At the same
time we.might even begin to talk to the
people going in and out of the building
about organizing a work stoppage if that
becomes necessary.

The media has proven itself to be,
at this time, the first obstacle in the
way of our advancing in the abortion fight.
We must force them by any means necessary
to report the abortion struggle truthfully.

WONAAC AND REPEAL

The following article was submitted
to us by two members of the staff of the
Women's National Abortion Action Coalition
by Nancy Rolfe and Rose Weber (WONAAC).

; Is the Women's National Abortion
Action Coalition striving for the repeal
of all abortion laws, or is it willing to
support reform legislation? According to
its demands, it works for repeal, but this
is not really always the case in practice.
In point of fact, WONAAC's policy is often
to support reform of existing abortion
laws rather than their total repeal and
this deceptive policy is largely a result
of the influence of the Socialist Workers
Party. ;

At the June 4th National Coordinating
Committee meeting of WONAAC, a motion was
introduced by one of the authors of this
article, proposing that the NCC endorse
the following statement:

WONAAC has as one of its demands the
call for repeal of all abortion laws.
In light of this, we must reject, time
and again, any efforts to placate women
by throwing us the bones of reform laws.
We propose: 1) that WONAAC discontinue
its former lax practice of supporting
any law which falls short of total re-
peal; and 2) that from now on we sup-
port only those bills which would
absolutely repeal abortion laws.

During the subsequent discussion,
Carol Lipman, women's liberation coordin-
ator for the SWP led the opposition to
the motion. She said that she could not
support the proposal because then WONAAC
wouldn't be able to work on the Michigan
referendum, a reform bill limiting women's
abortion rights to the 20th week of preg-
nancy. When the vote was taken, virtually
every woman in the room who was a member
of the SWP, or the Young Socialist Alliance
(¥SA), its youth affiliate, voted against
it, while almost every other woman voted
in favor. Because the SWP had a majority
of the women in the room, the proposal
was defeated. ABORTION CONFERENCE

The fact that the NCC voted not to
endorse the statement does not mean that
the matter is settled. WONAAC is having
a national conference at Hunter College
in New York on July 15-16 (for more
information call 212-675-9150, or write:
WONAAC, 150 Fifth Ave., N.Y.C. 10011).

The question of reform vs. repeal will

be discussed, as will many other issues
concerning WONAAC. If the SWP again has

a majority, the conference will merely

be a replay of the NCC. If, on the other
hand, sufficient numbers of interested
women attend, the conference will be truly
democratic. We urge all women who care
about the abortion movement to attend.
0000060600006 O06OG6OCQCGROOE
Institutionalized oppression of women
continues by the medical professioms,
the pigocratic media, the courts, and
the male, dominated courts.

ABORTION RAP

by Flo Kennedy & Diane Schulder

Legislators, get your hairy fist out
of women's private matters!!! Read
personal testimony and analytical
essays presenting the women's view-
point on abortion. French trans-—
lation due in Fall. Demand a fem-
inist section in your bookstore.

If you can't get ABORTION RAP (Mc
Graw-Hill), call us (212) PL 9 -
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® ® © 000006060 6000600 0 ¢ @

Page 24 WOMAN'S WORLD JULY-SEPT., 1972

BOOK REVIEW

In her first novel, Ms. Shulman has

terly true version of how it is to be fe-
male. Its outspoken honesty about the
pressures put on women to be beautiful,
to marry, to bear the consequences of
pregnancy and be happy in this world of
limited woman-alternatives is nicely
juxtaposed against the heroine's some-
timed rambunctious, sometimes depressing,
sometimes even victorious attempts to
manuever around these obstacles, using
whatever weapons are available. for
Sasha Davils is not the usual heroine -
she is too busy bunking into the cruel

The following is a response to a com-
pletely off the mark review of Shulmanfs
book by Marilyn Bender which appeared in
the New York Times. It is written by a
woman, who not even having read the book,

To the Editor:

Some remarks on Marylin Bender's un-
sympathetic review of Alix Kates Shulman's
Memoirs of an Ex—Prom Queen.

A feminist novel is an important
event. It does not matter which is the
first to appear, except, perhaps to pub-
lishers who are marketing the book or
possibly for historical perspective.

What does matter is its existence. If it
is to be regarded simply as a novel then
its literary merit should be evaluated.
Ms. Bender does not address herself to
this aspect except to say that the book
"scales no lyrical or imaginative peaks.'
If it is significant because it is a
feminist novel, then it must be looked

at it in terms of women and their strug-
gle for liberation. The major contribution
of the women's movement at this time has
been consciousness-raising, which means
that women are becoming aware of them-
selves as women and the various ways
that society has shaped them into what
they are. This molding of them going

on, needless to say, without any aware-—
ness on their part, and it is precisely
this molding which must be brought into
the light. It is the exceptional woman
who has escaped during her growing up
from the tremendous pressure to look
beautiful, and has managed, instead, to
concentrate her time and energy into
developing her own individual self rather
than into trying to achieve some stereo-
typed beauty in her appearance. Our
society oppresses everyone in this sens-
itive area of their looks, but women

are its worst victims. If Ms. Shulman
has exposed the insidiousness of that
oppression then she has done a lot.

Ms. Bender headlines her review
with "the girl who couldn't say no' _
and concludes it with "must you give up
so easily." The protagonist is not the
only girl who couldn't say no. There
are legions of us. Probably the reasons

behind it are complex: the distorted
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"the title of the book is now Notes on
Radical Feminism and the subtitle makes
it clear that the selections are drawn
mainly but not exclusively from Notes.'
If this remains the case, however, it is
no concession at all and is actually even .
worse. They have made:the title more gen-
eral while still insinuating a connection
with the radical journal NOTES (thus ex-
empting themselves from legal prosecution),
and by making the title more general they
now imply that the whole scope of radical
feminism will be covered here. The -
radical feminism this Establishment NOTES
will contain hardly represents the nature:
and scope of the radical feminism the real
NOTES contained®that is, radical feminism
as it has developed within the movement
over the years covered by NOTES. It will
be a sectarian version with whole lines

of thought left out. Unfortunately, it
will be this diluted, version which will
be the only one to remain on the public
record long after the newsprint copies of
the original NOTES as it really was have

disappeared.

Memoirs of an Ex-Prom Queen by Alix Shulman

realities of her everyday life to take us
unraveled for us a bitterly funny and bit- off into the fanciful flight of escapisE,
we've grown soO accustomed to in "female
novels.
false, completely depressing, picture of
women's lives which leaves out women's
fasgcinating efforts at resistance bo?h
individually and with their women friends.

insights unearthed by the Women's Move-
ment and perhaps this is why Shulman

(the first movelist I know of in historY
to do so) dedicates her book to a Women's
Liberation group 1’in this case her Red-
stockings sisters.

Nor does she present the other

The story is filled with many of the

By Colette Price

was infuriated by the reviewer's biases
not only against the book but so obviously
against women — @ review which revealed a
complete misunderstanding of the lot of
woman which was so spunkily described in
Shulman's book-

state of male-female relationships today,
women's feelings that they have no rights
(including the right to say no), a
women's relationship to her own self -

to protect it from destructive exper—
iences, to open it to pleasurable ones,
and others. It is an issue that women's
liberation should seriously address it—
self to--but I also feel that this is
where the reviewer betrays her own
antagonism and even cruelty. 1f this
book has chronicled women's oppression
in a way that she can't handle so that
she must stand apart from it and put it
down with a "must you give up so easily,"
then in all honesty she should not have
reviewed the book. Better to have sent
it on to a man.

A "Yes, sisters the struggle has been
hard" (she writes) could be a serious
statement of identification with the
women's movement. To recognize that
women genuinely are your sisters is

not as easy as it looks. We are all
having trouble with it now in the move-— £
ment and from her condescension in this 3
review I doubt that she recaognizes AliX
Kates Shulman as her sister. 'The strug-
gle has been hard . . ." assuming that
the struggle is to be a free, independ-
ent whole self then certainly the author
described exactly the hardness, the dif-
ficulties, the obstructions that are put
in the way and yet Ms. Bender has con-
tempt for the heroine's experiences of
them. X S

The reality of women's experiences

and the groping half-blind young woman who
must deal with them, is not a pretty
story. Those painful lost years first
out in the real world when one still
believes the illusions perpetrated on
women everywhere in our society, that
happiness can be found if only one can

be pretty enough to attract the right man
. . . this is not the story of one loser
but the true story of women untjl they
learn to fight for their own selves.

= Ann Forer

These NOTES #1 and #2 contributors
joined the protest:

Roz Baxandall
Anselma Del'Olio
Shulamith Firestone
Carol Hanisch
Lucile Iverson

Pat Mainardi

Irene Peslikis

Kathie Sarachild
Barbara Susan

Judith Gabree Thibeau
Ellen Willis

Kate Millet originall:

Yy supported th -
test but later decided to include h:rpro
article in the anthology anyway, even
though the conditions of th pr;t
not yet been met. ) NS

These contributors failed t

protest: O join the

Ti Grace Atkinson Bonnie Kr
Luc%nda Cisler Barbara Meh h
Marion Davidson Kate Milletr R
Dana Densmore Suzie 0Olah
Roxanne Dunbar Meredith Tax

Pamela Kearon
N TRerle Betsy Warrior




