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It was 1984, and Ronald Reagan was in
the fourth year of his presidency. The
country was awash in the mythology of
patriotism and family values, and
Arlene Pfeiffer met reality head on.
It wasn't that she was stupid or in
any way naive. Perhaps she thought
that in some unexplainable way she
was exempt, that it could not happen
to her and that, magically, it would not
happen to her. After all, she was an
honor student, had been one since the
10th grade and came from a good
Pennsylvania family. Not her, not
Arlene.
In all probability, Arlene's meeting
with reality started when she became
obsessed with time and its passage.
There were possibly many sleepless
nights and continual trips to the bathroom, looking, always looking for the
signs. Then, most likely, there were
the frantic calls to friends in the middle
of the night with a head full of desperate thoughts. Ahead full of all thoughts.
And time, always counting and recounting the days from the last time. Until
the counting stopped and there was no
denying the reality that had to be dealt
with: She was pregnant, 17 and unmarried. Thrust as it were into the
vortex of competing and compelling
options, into the realm of "choice" as
millions of women and girls before her,
Arlene must have deliberated and
debated. She may even have contemplated abortion. What she thought of
that choice — whether a "sad necessity" or a cardinal sin —we do not
know, but the result of her contemplations was a decision that was at once
both courageous and daring. This honor
student was going to have her baby
and she was going to keep and raise it
herself.
It is important and interesting to
note that Arlene lives in Pennsylvania, a state of great historical importance in the revolutionary struggle for
American freedom and independence,
and, most recently, a state of passionate "pro-life" sentiments; so passionate that, in 1989, the state legislature
passed the most restrictive antiabortion legislation in the country.
One might assume that in this environment of traditional family values,
Arlene would have found reinforcement and support for her decision. The
reality was just the opposite. She was
summarily dismissed from the Honor
Society. The five member faculty council of the Marion Center Area School
Board voted unanimously to affirm
Arlene's dismissal. (New York Times,
2

Jan. 26, 1984)
Arlene had sinned, not against the
politicized and verbalized norms and
expectations of the collective society in
which having and keeping babies is a
good thing, but against the far more
powerful and pervasive assumptive
societal regulations. These include, but
are not limited to, a belief system that
places women in no win situations in
terms of their reproductive choices and
punishes them no matter what choice
they make. A Kafkaesque system where
the rules are always changing, where
"good girls" are few and far between,
and scarlet letters are given out like
candy.
Marcia Levine had her encounter with
this reality in October of 1989. Marcia
was a waitress at the Odeon restaurant in Manhattan. Her bosses' initial
reaction to news of her pregnancy was
extremely positive. They even offered
to buy her a black maternity outfit to
match the other employees' uniforms.
But as time passed and Marcia's pregnancy became visible, their attitudes
towards her changed. Soon her employer was suggesting that she take a
less visible position, one where she
would be on the phones, which paid
less and had longer working hours.
Her employer even went so far as asking her to stand sideways in front of
him so he could determine whether she
was beginning to "show". "My work
was no longer valued because I had a
baby in my belly," she said. (Newsday,
October 13, 1989)
Marcia was wrong. It was not her
work that was no longer valued because of the "baby in her belly"; no, it
was far more real than that. It was that
Marcia herself was unvalued. "We do
not hire ugly people. We do not hire fat
people. We do not hire cripples," Keith
McNally, the owner of the Odeon, was
quoted as saying. Obviously, a pregnant woman falls into his category of
"fat and ugly". If Marcia had had an
abortion ("killed her baby"), then she
could have kept her job and remained
a productive member (worker) of society. She also could have kept her figure. She chose not to. She chose to have
her child and to sue the Odeon in New
York State Supreme Court, charging
that the restaurant violated state civil
rights laws which prohibit discrimination on the basis of pregnancy.
Leticia Velasquez had a different
problem but she faced a similar reality.
A recovering drug addict with three
children and pregnant with a fourth,
Leticia sought treatment for her addiction at a West Harlem Clinic. No one
denies that babies born to drug addicted mothers can face a myriad of

problems, including low birth weight,
mental retardation or developmental
or cognitive handicaps, inter-reactional
and relational difficulties, prematurity,
abandonment and AIDS. Despite the
national scourge of drug addiction and
national surveys showing that more
than 10 percent of all babies are born
to mothers who use illegal drugs,
women in New York City and around
the country are denied drug treatment
simply because they are pregnant.
(New YorkNewsday, October 31,1989)
There are no male counterparts in
this situation. Thousands of pregnant
women are turned away from treatment programs and they are turned
away for a variety of reasons. According to Dr. Wendy Chavkin, a prenatal
addiction researcher from Beth Israel
Medical Center in Manhattan, more
than half of the 78 drug treatment
programs that she surveyed in New
York City had policies against treating pregnant women. Reasons for this
range from the centers' uncertainty
about their ability to handle medical
problems, to disagreement on the
dosages of methadone a pregnant
woman should receive. Many female
addicts themselves are reticent to seek
treatment because they fear retribution from the power structure, that is,
those who profess to safeguard the life
and welfare of the fetus.
This fear of prosecution is well placed.
Indeed, Toni Hudson of Orlando, FL
had her brush with "reality" when she
was arraigned on charges of providing
drugs to a "minor", her baby born last
November with cocaine in its body.
"She was smoking coke an hour before
delivery," accused prosecutor Jeff Deen
of Broward County, FL. Deen plans to
file a similar charge against a woman
who gave birth to a second "cocaine
baby" last year and, since last October,
state officials in Florida have checked
similar cases within 24 hours of birth
and often have gone to court to place
infants in foster care. Another woman
lost custody of her baby at birth because a judge ruled when she was
pregnant that the child of an addict
was more likely to be neglected. (U.S.
News and World Report, February 6,
1989) Women throughout the country
are being charged with crimes ranging
from "delivering drugs to a minor" to
murder. Another twist; if a woman
decides to go "cold turkey" to rid herself of her addiction, this usually kills
the fetus outright. Obviously, enough
evidence for a charge of murder one.
The fact that more than one in 10
women, one in five in some inner city
hospitals, are giving birth to drug
addicted babies does not alter the realON THE ISSUES VOL XIV 1990

ity that "if you are female, particularly
if you are pregnant, drug treatment is
almost impossible to find." —Representative Henry Waxman, Chairman
of the House Energy and Commerce
subcommittee on Health and the Environment. (Newsday, October 31,1989)
This reality becomes particularly
acute considering that women are now
the fastest growing market for illegal
drugs in this country. According to
Justice Department statistics, there
has been a dramatic increase in the
numbers of women using drugs, particularly crack, {off our backs, December 1989)
Leticia Velasquez, who is now a drug
abuse counselor herself, found that
within one week of being turned away
from a drug treatment center, she was
free-basing cocaine again. When her
son was finally born, he was taken
away from her and put into a foster
home. He is still there today. This
growing prosecutorial attitude towards
"inappropriately pregnant women" took
a particularly insidious turn in another Florida case where a woman was
denied her request to postpone her 60day jail sentence so she could have an
abortion. Pamela Forney, a part-time
unmarried bartender, decided on an
abortion because she would be financially unable to care for her child. Afraid
it would be too late for a safer first
trimester abortion, Forney pleaded for
additional time. Judge Rasumusse
suggested that Pamela carry the baby
full term and then give it up for adoption. His exact words were "you want a
continuance so you can murder your
baby, is that it?" (New York Times,
October 29, 1989)
In another infamous example ofjudicial concern for fetal welfare, in the
District of Columbia, a pregnant woman
dying of cancer was forced to undergo a
cesearean section against her wishes,
the wishes of her family and those of
her attending physicans, who did not
provide treatment because they felt
there was no chance to save her unviable fetus. After informing the administrators of George Washington University Hospital of their decision, the
administrators rushed to a local judge
who quickly gathered some lawyers
and held a conference at the dying
woman's bedside, where she once again
reiterated that she did not want to
undergo a cesearean section. The judge
overrode her wishes, the wishes of her
family and the advice of her physicians, and ordered the operation to be
performed because he felt there was a
slight chance of saving the fetus, and
the woman was going to die anyway.
What would the difference be if it was
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one or two weeks earlier? The cesearean was performed, the woman died,
the fetus died, and the operation was
listed as a "contributing factor" in her
death on her death certificate.
In yet another case of fetus vs. mother,
Nancy Klein, 16 weeks pregnant, remained in a coma for two months after
a tragic automobile accident. Her hus-

A Kafkaesque
system where the
rules are always
changing, where
"good girls" are
few and far between , and scarlet
letters are given
out like candy
band faced and fought a bitter battle
that was taken all the way up to the1
State Supreme Court in New York.
Told by physicians that his wife's life
was at risk more and more with each
day that the pregnancy developed
within her, Mr. Klein chose to act for
her in the way that he knew she would
want him to. He ordered an abortion.
Two "Right-to-Life" attorneys attempted to become "Baby Klein's"
guardians and filed legal brief after
legal brief to prevent the life-saving
abortion for Nancy. They did not agree
that an abortion was necessary, and
did not feel that Mr. Klein was the
appropriate person to make decisions
for his comatose wife. They alone should
be empowered to do so. Interestingly
enough, I debated one of the attorneys,
a Mr. John Broderick, on a radio show
recently and when I asked him what he
would do if, in fact, it was his wife's life
that hung in the balance, his response
to me was "a baby is a baby is a baby".
Sorry Mrs. Broderick, you lose.
Perhaps this rush to jail women, force
unnecessary cesearean sections on
them or compel them to remain pregnant against medical necessity, ostensibly all in the name of fetal rights or
fetal survival, is not about fetal rights,
or fetal survival, or fetal protection at
all. Perhaps, as the struggle over abor-

tion rights has clearly demonstrated,
the concept of "fetal rights" is a smoke
screen, an opaque barrier, an intellectual and imaginative creation devised
as a means of power and control over
women's lives and reproductive choices.
In what may be seen as a perversion of
liberalism, equal rights are now to be
extended to a group of "beings in process". Beings whose rights are often not
only equal, but superceeding those of
women. In a large sense, what we are
dealing with here is the fetus as a
metaphor. The fetus itself is an everchanging reality, depending upon the
life circumstances of its mother. In the
cases of criminal prosecution of women
for giving birth to drug addicted babies, there are attempts to protect the
fetus prior to birth—to protect the fetus by punishing the mother. The real
protection, that of drug treatment and
prevention, is neglected and denied in
a maze of bureaucratic medical excuses.
The fetus now participates in the
workplace and is part of our capitalist
system, at least in a Milwaukee factory that makes automobile batteries.
The United States Supreme Court of
Appeals voted 7 to 4 that Johnson Controls was violating federal sex discrimination laws because it bars women
from working where there is a high
concentration of lead. This is just one
of several cases that are addressing
policies where employers choose to selectively bar pregnant women, or even
women who are not pregnant but of
childbearing age, from specific jobs
because of what they say is a threat to
the fetus.
In this situation the fetus is regarded
as a "third party" according to Joseph
Kinney, Executive Director of the
National Workplace Safety Institute
and any illness or deformity could
expose the company to major lawsuits.
(New York Times, October 3, 1989)
The women who filed the suit against
Johnson argued that they were the
victims of sex discrimination. Denise
Zuts, spokeswoman for Johnson Control, said a woman can be exempted
from the policy and work where there
are high levels of lead concentration if
she has a written statement from a
physician that she can no longer bear
a child. In ruling for the company, the
court stated that "an unborn child's
exposure to lead creates a substantial
health risk involving the danger of
permanent harm". However, Kim
Gandy of the National Organization
for Women stated that "this reminds
me of the old protective laws; they
continued on page 33

WIN SOME • LOSE SOME

EQUAL PAYUNEQUAL
OPPORTUNITY
An article by Tamar Lewin,
New York Times: Women at
the nation's largest law firms
say that although they believe their pay equals that of
their male counterparts,
they lack the same chances
for top job assignments, litigation experience and promotions.
The results of a new survey of 918 female lawyers, a
third of whom earned more
than $100,00 a year, also
showed that 60 percent said
they had experienced unwanted sexual attention on
the job.
Many of the women responding to the survey, conducted by the National Law
Journal and the West Publishing Co., wrote long, unsigned comments expressing
both frustration and resentment about their status.
Thirteen women reported
incidents of rape, attempted
rape or assault on the job, in
most cases, by their superiors. Most said they ignored
the sexual harassment, or
dealt with it themselves,
with only seven percent
reporting it to the firm.
Most of those surveyed said
their careers exacted a toll
on their personal lives. Many
reported delaying marriage,

putting off a serious relationship or having to decide
between marriage and their
job. Fully 90 percent said
they believed that even if
their firm offered part-time
flexible work schedules,
women who used those arrangements would be slowed
or blocked in their quest for
partnership. Forty-three
percent said that even taking advantage of normal
maternity leave would hurt
their career.
Nationally, all but 13 percent of the women responding to the survey said they
felt that their salary and
bonuses were comparable to
those of their male counterparts. But in Chicago, 30
percent said there was a disparity.
Three-quarters of those
who responded said they did
not have the same opportunities as men to cultivate
after-hours sports and social
activities that are important
to promotions and assignments. They said they were
particularly upset about the
male-only social clubs, which
are supported by one in five
of their law firms.
All of which shows that no
matter what her financial
status or proven abilities, the
male establishment does not
take women seriously.

A Compiled Adaptation of News Items
with Editorial Commentary by Beverly Lowy

10 CRYSTAL BALL WAS NEEDED
Volume XIII, 1989, we predicted that soon make-up kits
would be given out with potties. We were off the mark. Make
kits are now being retailed long before potty training is on
horizon. Playschool is advertising "Baby's First Purse'
irith six "colorful, child-safe, make-up accessories" for ages
six months to three years.

SLOGANS OF THE
YEAR AWARD
Friends of Animals has an
advertisement on the sides
of NY City buses, billboards
and telephone kiosks: "Get a
feel for fur. Slam your fingers in a car door." People for
the Ethical Treatment of
Animals (PETA) has an advertisement featuring Cas-

sandra "Elvira" Peterson in
a play on the famous
Blackglama mink ads:
"What disgraces a legend
most?" Another, planned for
later in the winter, features
Terry Sweeney, formerly of
"Saturday Night Live",
dressed as Nancy Eeagan
under the headline, "Fake
people wear real fur."

.0 SEEING THE LIGHT
Three prominent Republican women, Barbara Gimbel, who
as vice-chair of Rudolph Guiliani's finance committee durhis NY Mayoral campaign, Barbara Mosbacher, sister of
cretary of Commerce Robert A. Mosbacher, and Pauline
Harrison, a member of the DuPont family, have said they
would form a political action committee to aid Republicans
who support abortion rights.
The women have been stalwart Republicans for decades
nd have raised hundreds of thousands of dollars for the
arty. Now they have announced they will withhold support
am candidates who oppose the right to an abortion.
In the past we've always played on the team no matter what,
but now we have made up our minds to actively support pro
"choice Republicans and not right-to-life Republicans," said
Mosbacher. Said Gimbel: "We could afford to sit on our
hands, to stand aloft from the fray because we had the law on
our side. But now that right is threatened and the Webster decision of the Supreme Court in July has politicized it, the
situation is different and our responses must be different.
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UNEQUAL CHARITY
Based on an article in the
New York Times: The earthquake that shook Northern
California in the fall of 1989
didn't discriminate between
the affluent homeowners in
the elegant Marina district
and people living in singleroom occupancy hotels.
However, the outpouring of
charity to the quake victims
was not so egalitarian. According to local media reports, donated caviar and
oysters were served at the
Marina's Middle School
shelter, while residents of
the down-and-out Tenderloin district were shuttled
GHETTOIZATION OF
LITERATURE
From an article in the New
York Times: According to a
survey conducted in the
spring of 1989 by the Center
for the Learning and Teaching ofLiterature, school reading lists shun women and
Black authors.
In a sampling of reading
lists at nearly 500 public,
Roman Catholic and nonsectarian private high schools,
a federally financed study at
the State University of New
York at Albany showed only
one ofthe 10 most frequently
assigned books was by a
woman, and only two minority authors were in the top
53 of the 100 titles listed.
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from shelter to shelter. Some
of San Francisco's best hotels jammed a city housing
hotline offering free rooms
to quake victims; but they
all specified Marina residents only, and, even though
the rooms were free, required quake victims to have
credit cards. According to
Don Murphy, a housing referral service official, only
the Howard Johnson hotel
on Fisherman's Wharf was
willing to take anyone who
needed a room.
According to Larry Quarles, a Tenderloin resident,
Red Cross help has also created jealousies among two

classes ofthe conventionally
homeless. "People from the
Red Cross shelters are going
back to the streets and bragging about the great food,
laundry and free bus passes;
and the guys who are sleeping on the streets and eating
out of dumpsters, the guys
who can't get in, are jealous."
Bob Page, a spokesman for
the Red Cross, said the special treatment in the Marina shelter resulted from
an "overwhelming community response triggered by
the media." He also said it
has never been Red Cross
policy to segregate disaster
victims because of class or

The only work by a woman
that was among the 10 most
frequently assigned works
was Harper Lee's 1961 novel,
To Kill a Mockingbird. The
only works by minority authors that made it on the
extended list of 53 books
most often taught in high
school English classes were
The survey indicated that Lorraine Hansberry's Raimost high schools have vir- sin in the Sun and Richard
tually the same required Wright's Black Boy.
"It's a great disappointtitles but rank them differently. The most popular title ment," said Richard
at the 80 Catholic schools Maxwell, executive director
sampled for example, is of the National Council of
Mark Twain's Huckleberry Teachers of English in UrFinn, while the 86 nonsec- bana, IL. "There has been
tarian private schools sur- considerable effort over the
veyed assign "Macbeth" last 20 years to change the
canon of works to include
most frequently.

ethnic origins. Red Cross and
city officials attribute some
of the problems to the inexperience of Red Cross volunteers, most of whom are
white and middle class, with
homeless victims from the
inner city. The Red Cross
was unprepared for low-income quake victims who
went into drug or alcohol
withdrawal in the shelters
or who showed signs of
mental illness, officials said.
Moral: If you are to be a disaster victim, be sure that
you're white, middle class —
and keep your credit cards
on you at all times.
more works by minority
authors. It's disappointing to
see that these efforts have
not yielded fruit."
He said there was "a tension" between minority authors and the publishers of
the literary anthologies
being used in most high
school English courses.
Many publishers, he said,
steer away from new stories
by women or minorities out
of fear that some adults
might find the profanity and
sexual references in some of
the stories offensive.
But profanity and sexual references from our great white
father authors are inoffensive, right?

SHADES OF NAZI
GERMANY
AP News Dispatch: For 15
years, homosexuals at Polk
County jail in central
Florida have been segregated and have worn pink
wristbands.
"All hell would break loose
if homosexuals were allowed to mix with the general population," said Sheriff Lawrence W. Crow, Jr.
According to Crow, gay
women and men often suffer ridicule and beatings, so
all new prisoners are asked
about their sexual preference. According to a sheriffs spokeswoman, Lynne
Breidenbach, colored bands
also distinguish other kinds
of prisoners, such as escape
risks. She said there was no
special reason for pink.
"That's just the color that
was available."
Jim Green, an ACLU attorney in West Palm Beach,
said he was contemplating
civil action to stop the
practice as unconstitutional. He cited a case in
Indiana two years ago in
which a Federal court ruled
against segregation ofhomosexual inmates.
Sheriff Crow said he had
been considering switching
the colored bands to bands
with bar codes like those
used in supermarkets.
Waving a scanner over the
bracelets would tell whether
an inmate was wanted in

another county, or had medical problems.
Robyn Blumner, executive
director for the state ACLU
branch, said that while bar
codes would be "more palatable than pink tags," sexual
preference should have nothing to do with it. Blumner
said homosexuals who seek
protection should be granted
it, but only at their choice,
not the sheriffs.
She said six lesbians in the
jail had written her complaints that being "pinktagged" had limited their
privileges and brought harsh
treatment from correction
officers. Sheriff Crow denied
the charges.

CAESAR'S JUST
DESSERTS
New York Newsday's "Nation's Briefs": New Jersey
gaming regulators have fined
Caesar's, an Atlantic City
casino, $250,000 for removing Black and female employees from a table at the request of a big-stakes player.
The gaming division's discrimination
complaint

sales. According to Federal
data, since 1982 about 536
children under 16 have been
reported killed in accidents
relating to ATVs. Since the
agreement, children have
CHILD KILLERS FOR continued to die at about the
same rate as before — about
SALE
From a variety of sources: three a week.
According to a study by the
Under the agreement, disFederal Consumer Product tributors for Honda, KaSafety Commission, more wasaki, Suzuki, Yamaha
than half of the country's and Polaris pledged, among
dealers in all-terrain vehicles other things, to use their
(ATv"s) have continued to "best efforts" to prevent
recommend dangerously dealer sales of vehicles with
large, high-power, adult- four wheels and engines
sized vehicles to children greater than 90 cubic centiunder 16, despite an agree- meters to those under 16.
ment reached last year be- Warning stickers were put
tween the commission and on the vehicles and posters
five producers ofthe vehicles, were handed out to be disaimed at preventing such played at the dealerships.

Most astonishing is that this
has been going on for 15
years and this is the first
action taken.

PAPER OR PLASTIC
— YOU CAN'T WIN

If the location is near a
coastline and the bag might
Reported in the Business end up in open water, Dr.
Technology section, New Beyea's advice is to choose
York Times: If you are at a paper. Paper falls apart
grocery-store checkout quickly in water, while plascounter and are offered a tic persists and can injure
choice of plastic or paper marine animals.
shopping bags, which is the
But paper is not an autobest choice in terms of the matic choice in other circumimpact on the environment? stances, he said, because
Although most assume it is producing paper means cutpaper, that is not always the ting down forests and polcase, said Jan Beyea, a sen- luting water. "Most conior scientist at the National sumer plastics have been
Audubon Society.
produced with less pollution
If both are to be used and on a per pound basis," he
discarded in municipal trash, wrote in the publication
there is little difference. Both Audubon Activist.
will take up space in a landfill
He suggests evaluating the
and deteriorate slowly.
choice between paper and

against the casino charges
that on two occasions in
May, 1988, Caesar's removed
Black and women craps
workers to accommodate
the player.
Hopefully
Caesar's has
learned that in the game of
discrimination,
sometimes
the stakes are higher than
you've bargained for.
However, when an investigation was conducted during
the summer of 1989, covering 227 dealers at random
nationwide, undercover buyers found that when asked
what size vehicles they would
recommend for a 13-year-old
child, about 56 percent of
the dealers either never
mentioned age guidelines,
or discounted them as unimportant. One consumer
group, when told of the
study, said it underscored a
loophole in last year's agreement — the decree does not
apply to dealers.
Apparently, most dealers
have no qualms about blood
money. In our society, a buck
is a buck.
plastic products on the basis
of weight. In the case of shopping bags, plastic is not only
lighter but also causes less
pollution per pound and is
therefore the preferred
choice.
But Beyea said there was
an alternative far better than
just choosing between paper
and plastic bags. Take a
durable, re-usable carrier to
the store and take your groceries home in that, as is often
done in Europe. That way,
nothing has to be discarded.
A great idea, but hard to
implement when you have to
shop on a once-a-week basis
for an entire family
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THE
CHILLING
OF

REPRODUCTIVE

CHOICE

To argue for fetal status and rights is much more winnable
than to argue for women on their own behalf
By Janice Raymond

m

he summer of 1989 was one big
chill for women's reproductive
equality in North America. In
July, a U.S. Supreme Court
decision provided the ice for the
future freezing of women's right
to abortion. Canada's Supreme Court
went into emergency session in August
to decide whether a Quebec woman,
Chantal Daigle, could be restrained by
her abusive former boyfriend, JeanGuy Tremblay, from having an abortion. At the same time, in a U.S. Circuit
Court in Knoxville, TN, a divorced
couple was fighting over their frozen
embryos. On the last day of summer, a
Kentucky state court granted temporary custody of seven frozen embryos
to Mary Sue Davis, who had produced
the eggs, on the grounds that "human
life begins at conception." The embryos
could be thawed. Women, however,
entered the deep freeze of reproductive
self-determination.
It is not coincidental that these three
cases occurred in tandem. As destructive as the conservative groundswell
has been in disassembling Roe v. Wade,
there has been another undermining
of women's reproductive freedom
which, for the most part, has gone
unrecognized — the liberal defense of
the new reproductive technologies.
Over the last five years, many prochoice advocates have argued that we
must support new reproductive arrangements such as embryo freezing,
in vitro fertilization (IVF) and surrogacy. For example, various reproductive rights groups have included within
their list of demands access to reproductive technologies that enable lesbians and infertile people to have chilVOL XTV 1990 ON THE ISSUES

dren. To oppose the development and
legalization of these reproductive
"options," and to limit access to them,
they maintain, undermines women's
reproductive freedom and ultimately
women's right to abortion. What we
witnessed in the "iced embryos" dispute, however, is the exact opposite of
this theory. As these new technologies
develop and enter litigation, they help
chip away at women's right to reproductive freedom and control.
Consider the opposite — that to support the development of and access to
these new reproductive technologies
undermines women's reproductive
freedom and thus women's right to
abortion. I believe that technologies
such as IVF, embryo transfer and
embryo freezing are extremely invasive to women's bodily integrity and
require women to adapt to painful and
debilitating procedures; situate women
on a reproductive treadmill; medicalize not only the processes of pregnancy
and birth but women's very lives; are
experimental and treat women as raw
material for reproduction; and beg the
question of why women are channeled,
at such cost to themselves, into reproducing. In this article, I underscore the
fact that these technologies focus
medical, legal and media attention on
the status and rights of fetuses and
men while rendering the status and
rights of women at best incidental and
at worst invisible.
For one thing, these new reproductive arrangements give a technological
boost to the prominence of paternity
and "fathers'" rights that is fast growing in other contexts. Men's right to
gender equality is becoming a new legal

and media preoccupation and is shifting the focus of equal opportunity from
women to men. In the U.S., we have
seen this happen in child custody disputes and in child sexual abuse cases
where fathers are increasingly given
legal custody of children, and mothers
are penalized, in some instances with
indeterminatejail sentences, for trying
to protect their children from male
abuse. The same shift is occurring in
reproductive conflicts. Here, the very
concept offatherhood is being extended
to include sperm donors, as if by fertile
ejaculation a man becomes a father.
In the frozen embryos dispute, many
experts argued that Mary Sue Davis's
right of privacy, as articulated in Roe v.
Wade, did not hold because the embryos were outside her body. Hardly
anyone, including Mary Sue Davis,
argued her right to what issues from
her body — thus her right to gender
equality. Instead, some "experts" reasoned that both parents had equal
rights to the embryos by virtue of their
genetic contributions. Unfortunately,
the legal claim of Mary Sue Davis was
based on the rights of embryos as
"preborn children," not on her greater
contribution to the embryos, nor on her
repeated attempts at implantation and
gestation, and considerable bodily investment.
In contrast, Junior Davis, the sperm
donor, was not shy about asserting his
rights to gender equality. He maintained that the embryos should not be
born because this would violate his
right to control his reproduction. In
stronger language, he contended that
he was being "raped of [his] reproductive rights." In what sounded like a

new male entitlement to abortion,
Junior Davis argued that he would be
forced into fatherhood if these embryos were implanted and carried to
term, even though he wouldn't be doing
the physical, emotional, or financial
"carrying."
Maintaining that his self-interest in
not becoming a father was paramount
in preventing his ex-wife from thawing their frozen embryos, Junior Davis
sued for veto power over the embryos'
use. Testifying at the trial, John
Robertson, legal champion of "procreative liberty," argued that the case
should be decided in favor of Mr. Davis
because he would be hurt worse by
losing. In what can only be interpreted
as callous ignorance of the invasive
and interventionist procedures that
women must go through in order to
engender frozen embryos, Robertson
argued that Mrs. Davis could try another in vitro fertilization program if
she lost the case, which would be "less
of a burden" on her than unwanted
fatherhood on Mr. Davis.
Let us take a closer look at this "lesser
burden." Mary Sue Davis underwent
five tubal pregnancies resulting in the
rupture of one fallopian tube and the
tying of the other before entering the
in vitro fertilization program in Knoxville. This is common of many women
who resort to in vitro fertilization. They
have already been through numerous
pregnancy failures and painful interventions such as fertility treatments
and infertility work-ups, which often
include blowing out their tubes with
gas. Then they take on the interventions of an in vitro fertilization program — fertility drugs, laparoscopies
to extract the eggs and, most often,
failed implantations of the eggs after
external fertilization in a petri dish
(Mary Sue Davis had two unsuccessful implantations).
Furthermore, Mary Sue Davis
wanted no parental support or responsibility from her ex-husband. She
elected to raise the child, if born, on
her own. To this, Junior Davis responded that he did not want a child of
his — the child he did not want born
but yet wants to control — reared in a
single parent household.
Adding another dimension of "fatherright" to the legal picture was that of
the medical progenitor, Dr. I. Ray King,
who runs the in vitro program used by
Davis. King said that he would not
consent to Mary Sue Davis using donated sperm for additional IVF attempts after her divorce and, further,
would not allow a single woman into
the program.
The medical "fathers" are asserting
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To support the development of and
access to these
new reproductive
technologies undermines women's reproductive freedom
and thus women's
right to abortion

their own rights in another frozen
embryo dispute that has not received
as much publicity as the Davis case. In
1986, Risa and Steven York joined the
in vitro fertilization program at the
Jones Institute in Norfolk, VA. After
Risa York underwent three failed
implants, the couple decided to freeze
the resulting embryos. They have now
been on ice for 24 months, drawing
near to the longest recorded freezing
time for a successful implantation —
28 months. The couple is moving to
California and want their frozen embryos shipped to the Good Samaritan
Hospital in Los Angeles where Risa
York will undergo another implantation under the supervision of Dr. Richard Marrs. But Howard Jones, of the
Norfolk Clinic, has refused the transfer, saying that the Yorks have no
rights to the embryos outside his institute's jurisdiction. A federal judge has
ordered that the case be tried by jury.
In what has become a turf dispute
among the various medical men involved, Richard Marrs takes aim at his
competitors: "When a physician starts
owning embryos and making decisions
for his patients, there'll be no stopping
anyone who has anything to do with
pregnancy from getting involved." The
point seems lost on Marrs that the
whole history of reproductive technologies thus far has been for the physician
to take more and more decisions about
pregnancy and birth from women.
In the embryo freezing dispute, the
focus was on the rights of sperm donors, so-called "fathers," and medical
"fathers." Nobody was talking about
women's rights — not even Mary Sue

Davis. Instead, Jay Christenberry, her
lawyer, argued that the embryos are
"pre-born" children. He enlisted the
testimony of a French geneticist who
declared that life begins at conception
because that is when the human genetic blueprint is fixed.
And then came the decision. On September 21, 1989, Judge Dale Young,
concluding that the frozen embryos
were in fact "human beings existing as
embryos," awarded custody of the
embryos to Mary Sue Davis. One is
tempted to say that the right conclusion was reached for the wrong reason.
But this would be too simplistic.
Mary Sue Davis won this battle by
arguing that the embryos were persons, an argument recommended by
lawyers who sensed the political climate and took advantage of it. They
gambled that fetal personhood and
rights stood on more secure legal ground
than women's personhood and rights.
Women, like Mary Sue Davis, are now
catching on that to argue for fetal status
and rights is more winnable than to
argue for women on their own behalf.
One lesson of the Davis case is that
women and women's rights are considerably diminished by these new reproductive "options." Mary Sue Davis's
victory was no victory for women. Fetal
rights are almost always set in opposition to women's rights. More and more,
however, fetal rights are becoming a
thin disguise for so-called fathers'
rights. As the new reproductive technologies become part of the medical
and legal landscapes, the focus is on
fetuses and a new breed of "ejaculatory
fathers."
It is fatherhood, not motherhood,
which is expanded by the new reproductive techniques. What we see repeated in litigation involving new reproductive technologies is another
version of what Mary O'Brien, author
of The Politics ofReproduction: Reproducing The World, has termed "ejaculatory politics." Ejaculation confers
father-right. This is not metaphor but
grossly material, if you will, and it
played in the Quebec abortion case.
Here, Jean-Guy Tremblay argued that
his self-interest in becoming a father
was paramount in preventing his former girlfriend, Chantal Daigle, from
having an abortion and thereby protecting the fetus. He went to great
lengths to insure his paternity, even
ordering her to stop using contraceptives when they tentatively planned
marriage. Tremblay himself testified
that he substituted other tablets for
Daigle's birth-control pills when she
refused to stop taking them.
Tremblay's own "self-interest" in
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becoming a father, however, was trans- gies is the separability and severabilformed into the state's interest in de- ity of the embryo/fetus from the
fendingthe fetus. Jean-Guy Tremblay's woman. The broader ethical, legal and
lawyer showed an antiabortion film to policy debates were focused, in the
the court portraying the fetus as a Davis case for example, on the "rights
human being with all the rights of a of frozen embryos." Playing word
person. Robert Francis, the attorney, games, doctors, ethicists and legal
said that "The Supreme Court decision experts also spotlight the fetus / emof the United States gave us all hope." bryo when, for example, they try to
Meanwhile, Jean-Guy Tremblay had shift the moral focus by terming a
written a will, leaving his property to less-than-14-day embryo, a "pre-emthe fetus. Jean-Guy maintained that bryo." Whether in the womb or outside
stealing his lover's contraception was the womb, attention is riveted On the
O.K.; abusing her while pregnant was fetus as an individual entity—patient,
O.K.; but abortion is not O.K. because person, or experimentee. The new rethe fetus has the right to protection.
productive technologies position the
As fetal rights begin to dominate the fetus as isolated and independent from
reproductive agenda of the 21st cen- the mother but not from the sperm
tury, we must examine the ways in donor, the doctor, or the state.
which men's rights are articulated
These technologies render women as
under the heading of fetal rights and spectators of, rather than primary
women's rights to gender equality participants in, the whole reproductive
diminished under this same banner. process. More and more they reduce
Fortunately, the Supreme Court of women to the status of vehicle for the
Canada struck down the lower court's fetus. In fact, in the Davis case, cominjunction prohibiting Daigle from mentators like John Robertson did not
having an abortion. The Court was even acknowledge the interventions
unanimous in concluding that the in- and pain that women must endure in
junction could not be upheld. Before procedures such as IVF, much less focus
the decision was promulgated, how- on the rights of the women involved. If
ever, Daigle's lawyer announced that there is no acknowledgement given to
she had proceeded with the abortion what the technology imposes on women,
despite the injunction. One disturbing there will certainly be no acknowledgefactor in this case is that the injunction ment of the right of women to
issued to prevent Daigle from having reproductive self-determination.
an abortion was upheld by two lower
As the new reproductive technologies
courts before it reached Canada's increasingly separate and sever the
Supreme Court. By that time she was fetus/embryo from the woman, the
23 weeks pregnant. There are also at medical progenitors create an adverleast three other men who have sarial relationship between woman and
obtained injunctions in provincial fetus. If the fetus is still in the womb,
courts to stop their lovers from doctors often become police officers who
having abortions.
report alleged abusive behavior on the
One of the strategies of groups seek- part of pregnant women — alcohol and
ing to outlaw abortion in Canada is to drug intake, refusal to submit to a
secure rights for prospective fathers. caesarian—and intervene accordingly
The rights of sperm donors, however, in the reproductive process. They beare closely linked with the rights of come the monitors of any female activfetuses. Antiabortion agitators have ity that is judged harmful to the fetus
increased efforts to conduct demon- — not any medical interventions that
strations and have won places on gov- might harm the pregnant woman. And
erning boards of hospitals; the latter the woman is expected to submit to any
are credited with preventing a number directives or any invasive, painful and
unnecessary technology that they judge
of abortions in British Columbia.
The spectre of this summer's events necessary to improve the quality of the
confirms that abortion and the new fetus. Since July, 1988, when the U.S.
reproductive technologies are inextri- Supreme Court gave the states broader
cably linked. I would maintain that authority to limit abortion, at least 10
North American women are once again fetal abuse cases have been filed
confronting the issue of abortion, in against women in the U.S.
Disputes like the Davis case, in which
part, because the advent of and publicity given to the new reproductive tech- embryos are frozen, not only situate
nologies has created a social context the fetus in its own right but more, the
and perception in which the rights of sperm donor as well. The ground is
sperm donors and fetuses become para- then fertilized for the growth of the
reproductive rights of sperm donors
mount. Why is this the case?
What we have seen in the unfolding under the banner of gender equality.
panoply of new reproductive technolo- As Charles Clifford, the lawyer for
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Junior Davis, phrased it: "If we are
ever to make men truly equal partners,
you can't just say that because she is
female, she has greater rights." This
preempts the reproductive self-determination of the woman. The extent to
which the rights of women are diminished in abortion policy and litigation,
when the fetus is part of the woman's
body, should make us seriously question the extent to which they will be
further diminished as the fetus is
removed from the female body.
Questions abound. Are the "choices"
offered by many reproductive technologies ones that women have fought for?
In the aftermath of the frozen embryos
case, can we continue to argue that
these technologies expand women's
reproductive choices? The embryos
got thawed, but most women got
frozen out.
Can we keep paying lip service to
reproductive choice while bypassing
the control that these technologies
bring into women's lives? Do these reproductive technologies really offer
women substantive choices, or are they
new forms of social control? Reproductive technologies give birth to an everexpanding nursery of options including in vitro fertilization, embryo transfer and freezing. They don't gestate the
means of gender justice.
Let's start questioning the slippery
slope which claims that to oppose new
reproductive technologies is to endanger women's right to abortion. Let's
challenge the access argument that
includes many reproductive technologies as part of the prochoice platform.
Access to what? There's a big difference between demanding artificial insemination for lesbians and infertile
women, for example, and in vitro fertilization and surrogacy for the same
groups. The latter reduce women to reproductive material or breeders, and
they violate women's bodily integrity.
If the events of last summer proved
anything, it is that abortion rights for
women are seriously undermined by
the increasing prominence of the fetus
and sperm donor in the new reproductive technology scenario. And the fallout of this centrality for both fetuses
and sperm donors is the backstaging of
women's rights.
•
Janice Raymond is Professor of
Women's Studies and Medical Ethics
at the University of Massachusetts,
Amherst. She is associate director of
the Institute on Women and Technology, a public policy, research and activist organization, founded to assess
technologies and public policies that
affect women.
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MILITANT
The impact of Margaret Sanger's campaign for birth control was stamped ineradicably on this century long before her death at 86 in 1966. Her message was that
through birth control, women and men could consciously plan the direction of their
lives and raise society to a new level of dignity. "When the history of our civilization
is written," her friend, lover and colleague H.G. Wells observed at the peak of her
campaign, "it will be a biological history and Margaret Sanger will be its heroine."
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Her tactics were drastic and flamboyant. Refusing to wait for the slow
process of education and legislative
reform, she openly broke Federal and
state laws against contraception and
courted arrest. Her policy was not to
chip away at walls of oppression but to
batter them down.
After her arrest for opening the first
birth control clinic in 1916, she
struggled for hours against being fingerprinted by the police, insisting that
running a clinic did not put her in the
category of "common" criminals. At
the end of her 30-day imprisonment,
she again resisted finger-printing until
her lawyer convinced authorities to
waive this ceremony.
Her strength seemed to come from
her conception of herself as a spokesperson for American women. "I wanted
to express their longings, ambitions
and thwarted lives," she said.
The link between Sanger and American women shaped her career on both
a pragmatic and visionary level. Hardheadedly, she insisted that the growth
of the movement depended on a chain
of birth control clinics across the country. When the demand for diaphragms
— the technique mainly chosen by
clinic patients in the 1920s — outran
the meager supply obtainable under
restrictive laws, Sanger had no hesitancy in organizing a smuggling network. At first, her friends returning
from Europe hid diaphragms in their
luggage from sources in Germany and
Holland. Then she enlisted a bootlegger to include contraceptives in his
prohibition-era rum-running operation. Finally, her second husband J.
Noah Slee, president of the Three-InOne Oil Company, had German doctors send packages of contraceptives
to his Canadian plant. From there
they were smuggled across the border.
On a visionary level, Sanger considered birth control the bedrock of a new
feminism. Her first issue of the Woman
Rebel, a magazine she began publishing in 1914, contained the strident
statement "A woman's body belongs to
herself alone." She quickly grasped
that until women broke out of "biological slavery", as she called it, and could
control their own childbearing, all other
feminist targets — the vote, jobs, education — were peripheral. Her political training had been as a woman's
organizer in the socialist party. But
she saw that the anguished lives of
immigrant mothers on Manhattan's
Lower East Side, where she served as
a nurse, had been broken by incessant,
unwanted pregnancies as much as by
poverty. The socialist leadership
claimed that women would eventually
12

If the public record
establishes Margaret Sanger as the
most influential
woman crusader of
this century, the private Sanger presents disturbing contradictions
share with men the fruits of the socialist dream. Refusing to wait, Sanger
insisted that only birth control could
give women a foothold on dignity and
equality now. As a corrollary, she argued that birth control benefitted children as well as mothers. "The first
right of every child," she preached, "is
to be wanted, to be desired, to be
planned with an intensity of love that
gives it its title to being."
As early as 1922, Sanger made population control an international issue,
warning that over-population abetted
the aims of Japanese militarism. "The
greatest threat to the peace of the
world," she wrote, "is to be found in the
teeming populations of Asia." She visited Japan twice before World War II,
lecturing on birth control, but was finally barred from the country when
the militarists gained power.
Her final vision was the development
of the birth control pill. She had always
hoped for a better contraceptive than
the diaphragm, one that could block a
woman's fertility until she decided to
have a child. She began her search in
the 1920s, making trips to Russia and
Germany after learning that researchers there had developed anti-fertility
compounds. Neither product proved of
any real value.
But by 1951, Dr. Gregory Pincus at
the Worcester Foundation for Experimental Biology was testing the contraceptive qualities of steroids like progesterone. Sanger conferred with one
of her earliest allies, Katherine
McCormick, widow of the son of the

founder of the International Harvester
company. Sensing a breakthrough,
Sanger convinced McCormick to back
the Worcester group—$150,000 ayear
for over a decade, $ 1 million in her will.
The "pill", developed by Worcester
research, has never been an ideal contraceptive. Its side effects threaten a
small percentage of women, but it is
nonetheless used by an estimated 10
million women in the United States
and 40 million in other countries.
If the public record establishes Margaret Sanger as the most influential
woman crusader of this century, the
private Sanger presents disturbing
contradictions. Mabel Dodge Luhan,
whose salon on lower Fifth Avenue
attracted Sanger and other radicals in
the first decade of this century, called
Sanger the "first person I ever knew
who was openly an ardent propagandist for the joys of the flesh." Sanger
assailed the shackles of Victorian
morality and postulated a New Woman,
a woman made independent by birth
control. Women could make the act of
love a liberating force. By rehabilitating it and purifying it, they could gain
"increasing self-expression and selfdevelopment".
Sanger not only glorified love; she
considered it the most powerful force
in human destiny. Her philosophy was
summarized best when she told me
shortly after we met in the winter of
1953: "You must always be in love. Life
is meaningless unless you are in love."
Sanger was then 74.
Her energy seemed inexhaustible.
During the months I spent interviewing her in Arizona, California, New
York and Washington, DC, we would
start work at 9 a.m. and often continue
through the evening, breaking only for
lunch and cocktails. Her favorite drink
was champagne, and I spent far more
than I could afford buying it for her.
She loved going to parties, and we
often drove miles to a friend's house,
not returning till after midnight.
From conversations with Sanger's
friends, as well as letters in my possession, it is apparent that her affairs
consumed her and transcended the
physical. Her lovers were an integral
part of her work, sharing her aspirations, guiding her thinking, building
friendships that went beyond immediate romance. Almost every relationship continued for decades—even after
the romance ended — and the wives of
these men often became close friends
of Sanger's as well.
The most important influence in her
life was Havelock Ellis. When they met
Continued on page 14
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MARGARET SANGER
An Alternate View
By Jill Benderly
Margaret Sanger certainly led the
struggle for birth control. In the process, she also set the course for the two
main problems with the way contraceptives are provided today: TheThird
World get population control, not birth
control; and physicians, not women,
control the means of contraception.
Arguments in favor of birth control
vary widely. They boil down to two:
feminism, which sees a woman's control of her body — reproductive freedom — as an essential right; and population control, which sees limits on
reproduction as an essential way to
stop the so-called "population explosion."
As Meredith Tax recently wrote in
The Nation, "In the end, feminism and
population control ideas are incompatible, for one puts women's choice at the
center, the other a particular vision of
social good. Nevertheless, like many
contradictory ideas, they can be found
in the same mind." She was speaking of
Larry Lader; the same goes for his
mentor, Margaret Sanger.
Sanger began her campaign with the
feminist demand (which Lader terms
"strident"), "A woman's body belongs
to herself alone" (1914). But soon her
ideology changed to population control: "The greatest threat to the peace
of the world is to be found in the teeming populations of Asia" (1922). No
longer borrowing from socialist and
anarchist ideas, Sanger now relied on
eugenics: "More children from the fit,
less from the unfit — that is the chief
issue of birth control" (1919). This
perspective played well, between the
wars, to nativist and middle-class
desires to regulate immigration, and to
limit reproduction of Blacks and the
poor. In 1923, Sanger proposed that
parents apply for babies in the same
way as immigrants had to apply for
visas to enter the U.S.
Later, Sanger took up population
control on a global scale as president of
the International Planned Parenthood
Federation (IPPF). IPPF programs
were soon supported by the Rockefellers and by the U.S. Agency for International Development (AID). Such funders were interested not in expanding
women's freedom but in reducing birth
rates and resource consumption in the
Third World. The Hugh Moore Fund's
classic 1954 pamphlet, "The Population Bomb", states the motives loud
and clear: "There will be 300 million
more mouths to feed in the world four
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years from now — most of them
hungry. Hunger brings turmoil — and
turmoil, as we have learned, creates
the atmosphere in which the communists seek to conquer the earth." In
her excellent book on birth control,
Women's Body, Women's Right, feminist Linda Gordon argues that population control offers "a non-military tool
for controlling colonies."
The solution to population problems
should be redistribution of resources,
and education for freely-chosen family
planning. IPPF and other population
control organizations, by contrast,
sponsor coercive and devious programs:
forced sterilization, cash incentives for
vasectomies or IUDs (with rewards
offered not only to patients, but to
medical personnel at piece rates), and
testing unsafe new forms of contraceptives (such as the hormone shot, DepoProvera, which frequently causes sterility) on Third World women.
Lader paints Sanger as a relentless
militant. True, she started out this
way, but by 1929 she was pushing to
empower doctors to be the sole dispensers of birth control. As historian David
Kennedy writes in Birth Control in
America, "Mrs. Sanger's move toward
respectability during and immediately
after World War I helped to allay some
medical fears. She stopped carping at
bourgeois doctors as she delivered the
movement into the arms of middleclass ladies. And she began to acknowledge, reluctantly, her inadequacies as
a laywoman and the consequent need

for professional involvement.
She would retire from the field, she
hinted, as soon as doctors stepped in
and fulfilled their responsibilities in
the matter of contraception."
As a result, the medical establishment today controls women's access
to birth control. For example,
Brooklyn's Kings County Hospital
family planning clinic offers women
the pill and the IUD, but not the diaphragm, because, one doctor told me
in 1979, diaphragms are too complicated for "uneducated girls" to use
effectively.
Sanger was able to deliver up the
birth-control movement singlehandedly. The problem with her "rugged individualism" was not what Lader
terms "militant abrasiveness." Rather,
it was her insistence on single-issue
politics. She denied her past connections to feminist and left movements.
In her Autobiography, Sanger writes
"it was always a problem to prevent
emotional scatter-brains from disturbing the clear flow of the stream. The
public, quite naturally, could not be
expected to distinguish between purposeful activities and any others carried on in the name of the movement.
"Emma Goldman and her campaign
manager, Ben Reitman, belatedly
advocated birth control, not to further
it but strategically to utilize it in their
own program of anarchism." Sanger
thus revises history and dismisses
Goldman, who had agitated for contraception and free love since 1900
and introduced Sanger to those ideas
in 1912.
Linda Gordon writes that "Planned
Parenthood in fact represented the
suppression of birth control as a bottom-up social movement, replacing it
with a project of health, economic and
social planning by experts."
Since the late 1970s, the fight against
the antiabortion fanatics has forged
alliances among feminists, doctors and
population control organizations.
While we work together to hold on to
abortion rights, we must not forget
that our long-term goals diverge.
Feminists stand for reproductive
freedom: For woman-controlled
health care, contraception and childbirth; for an end to sterilization abuse;
and for all of the social and economic
rights that give women a real context
of choice.
•
Jill Benderly is a freelance writer and
Health Editor of New Directions
for Women. She is a former co-chair
of the Committee for Abortion Rights
and Against Sterilization
Abuse,
(CARASA).
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SANGER from page 12
in London in December 1914, he was
already world famous from his sevenvolume study Psychology of Sex which
had revolutionized attitudes about
sexuality. She described his "great
shock of white hair, his massive head
and wide, expressive mouth — all
blended into one overwhelming impression that here was a veritable god."
Sanger was, at the time, married to
Bill Sanger.
At 55, Ellis was exhausted both from
a crisis in his marriage and conviction
that his creative powers had ended.
Sanger at 35, the symbol of the daring
unfettered woman he had always envisioned, roused him with her furious
energy. He, in turn, became her mentor, shaping her birth control research
at the British Museum Library. Within
a few months he wrote her: "You are
always and will be very loved to me."
Ellis's sex life seems to have been
inhibited by premature ejaculation. He
preferred touching, caressing, holding
a woman in his arms. "I mean by love,"
he wrote Margaret, "something that is
based on a true relationship and that
has succeeded in avoiding the blind
volcano of passion..." Still, they spent
many nights together, and would often
travel together in later years.
Their relationship however, was not
easy, complicated by Ellis's marriage
to Edith Lees who died in 1916. Lees
suffered from severe depression, but
was on a speaking tour in America
when Sanger and Ellis met. While
Sanger and Ellis often discussed marriage, she knew it was impossible be•cause the movement enveloped her.
She could never give Ellis the daily attention he eventually got from his
second wife, Francoise Cyon.
What Sanger did give him was economic security and friendship. Starting in 1935, she collected about $1500
a year from her wealthy friends to pay
Francoise what she had earned as a
teacher so she could devote every minute to Ellis. On his 69th birthday, she
collected enough money to buy him a
house; on his 80th, she gave another
monetary gift.
Ellis introduced Sanger to the
Wantley "circle" which became the
center of her life outside the United
States. The stone house at Wantley,
Sussex was once owned by the poet
Shelley's father. Its owner, Hugh De
Selincourt, was a poet and novelist; his
wife, Janet, a musician. Harold Child,
an editorial writer for the London
Times, lived there also, sharing expenses. Like the Shelley-Byron circle
100 years before, with its complex in14

terweaving of Shelley and Claire Claremont, Byron and Claire, and Mary
Shelley and Jefferson Hogg, Wantley
too had its tangled web.
When Margaret came to Wantley, she
was pursued by all. After her first visit,
Hugh wrote her: "Every nerve of me
continues in tumult..." Soon they were
having an affair. Two years later in
1924, Margaret and Harold became
lovers, and he deluged her with letters
as rhapsodic as Hugh's. In fact, the
letters from Ellis, De Selincourt and
Child — and they continued to the end
of their lives — make up an unparalleled, and sometimes cloying, record of
adoration. It was something of a game,
as if each man was trying to reach,
through Margaret, the essence of what
the feminine spirit meant to him.
Eventually the Wantley circle fell ap art
over an emotion it supposedly disdained
—jealousy. De Selincourt's admiration
for Ellis attracted him to Francoise. "I
have come to love him," Francoise soon
admitted, "I was embarking on having
two lovers." After a bitter quarrel with
Francoise, Ellis refused to see either
her or Hugh. Although Margaret tried
to patch things up, the estrangement
lasted more than two years.
Sanger's fourth important affair was
with H.G. Wells, the apostle of science,
the messiah of rationalism, and, like
the other three men, a staunch advocate of birth control. His books had sold
millions of copies throughout the world.
Like her, he had risen from poverty,
demanding that men and women be
freed from sexual enslavement. Wells
had only preached; Sanger had already
shaken society.

After she spent a weekend at his
Sussex estate, Wells followed her to
London, and later to New York, demanding "a sure, sweet access to
you.. .If I take my own apartment, could
you come to me abundantly?" When
she returned to London in 1924, Wells
gave a dinner party for her, introducing her to notables like Lord Buckmaster, the Chancellor of Exchequer,
whom she was eager to sign up for an
upcoming conference. Sanger was
expert at using her personal life to
advance the movement.
When Wells became ill during World
War II, she insisted he come to her
home in Tucson, but he remained in
England through the many bombings.
When the war ended, she sailed for
England and sat with him for days in
his Hanover Terrace garden. On August 13, 1946, he died.
They were all gone now, these four
men. Only in England had she been
able to express the essential duality of
her nature — the woman militant and
the woman in love.
Meanwhile, Margaret had married a
second time in 1922, following a bitter
divorce from Bill Sanger the year before. The man she married, J. Noah
Slee, was as remote from the Wantley
circle as if he had come from another
planet.
J. Noah Slee was a crusty aristocrat
with a Hudson River mansion, a pillar
of the Episcopal Church who had superintended the Sunday school at St.
George's for 25 years. The first time he
visited birth control headquarters at
Continued on page 30

Margaret Sanger with Prime Minister Nehru in Rau, India, 1959.
PHOTO: COURTESY SMITH COLLEGE
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Letty Cottin Pogrebin Interviews Renee David About
French Feminism and Jewish Identity
enee David is a successful journalist who forthrightly calls
herself a feminist. She's a political radical, a Jewish woman
who struggles with equal fervor against anti-Semitism in
French secular culture and sexism in
French- Jewish life.
I discover all this during our conversation in an outdoor cafe in Paris and
after 10 minutes, I feel she is my Gallic
counterpart. Her feminism and her
Jewish identity have been shaped by
social reality in France in just the way
that I have been marked by coming of
political age in New York City. Her
movement loyalties teeter like mine,
on a balance beam that straddles two
worlds.
Renee David was born in Paris in
1951 of parents who had emigrated
from Rumania. Most of her career as a
journalist has been spent in press and
photographic news agencies where she
came to specialize in women's and
family issues. Now the newly-elected
president of the Women Journalists
Association of France, she also writes
for French TVs Channel A-2. Her first
book, published last year, is a collection of mini-biographies of notable
Jewish women — from Gluckel of
Hameln in the 17th century to Simone
Veil in 20th century France, from Dona
Gracia Nassi, grande dame of the
Renaissance, to Golda Meir and Hannah Arendt in our own time.
I notice that Renee David describes
herself as an "international Jewish
feminist" rather than a French-Jewish feminist. This, she says, is a result
of her frustration with the lack of
Jewish political consciousness in

R
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France, and the shortcomings of modern French feminism. I ask her to back
up a bit and explain how she reached
that conclusion.
Renee David: During the hot days of
the '60s and '70s, there were two
women's movements fighting each
other: the leftists and the psychoanalytic wing. The leftists were in favor of
total equality between the sexes; they
were not interested in supporting
women's culture or exploring what
might be called intrinsic feminine needs
and values. The psychoanalytic feminists were interested only in the latter
issues. The two groups engaged in very
parochial arguments and hardened
into permanent tribes. They were incapable of creating a synthesis between
both aspects of feminist thought. Of
course, in real life we need both.
Letty Cottin Pogrebin: Are these
two factions still fighting it out?
David: Nowadays, very few people
speak of feminism at all. The only
remaining fights take place in women's
studies departments in some universities. In the public mind, the movement
has nearly disappeared.
Pogrebin: Isn't that because no one
takes to the streets anymore? In the
United States, those who say feminism
is dead usually mean they don't see the
movement in action, but most people
would acknowledge that feminist issues have been mainstreamed to the
point where many of our goals are part
of a national consensus.
David: Here, most of women's civil
rights demands have become law. That
doesn't mean they are respected but
they are on the books. Abortion is legal
and is funded by social security. Mar-

riage and divorce laws make partners
totally equal, and fathers have the
same rights as mothers in child custody cases. But feminism as a militant
mass movement has been tamed beyond recognition.
For example, during the 1988 French
presidential campaign, none of the
major political parties addressed one
word toward women's issues. In the
name of our Women Journalists Association, I wrote complaint letters to the
politicians and newspapers but the only
thing on people's minds was rising
unemployment — we have two-and-ahalf-million out of work — and the
problems associated with immigration.
Everyone is scapegoating the immigrants from Turkey, Greece, North
Africa and other places, people who
came with their families when France
needed workers. Now these same
people are a glut on the labor market.
Many who are unemployed have
taken to stealing from shops and
cars. They are the focal point for the
hatred of French conservatives who
feel threatened by outsiders in their
everyday life. Women's problems are
out of sight.
Another example is Marie Clair, the
most feminist of the large circulation
magazines. It used to print many articles on tough issues such as rape and
sexual harassment. Now it is full of
stories about women in business, politics, the arts — as if everything's okay.
Today, the fashionable line is, "It's no
use to identify as a feminist because
the fight is behind us. Now let's identify as successful women."
Continued on page 34
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"I Dream a World"
"It's history we're viewing and people
respond to the photos because the women have had such
an impact on the world and on other people"
By Eleanor J. Bader; Photos By Brian Lanker
To some, no doubt, it is sheer fantasy
to dream a world free of racism, classism, sexism andheterosexism. But to
others it is a way to survive, a way to
channel energy, creativity and love
into a better tomorrow.
For more than 200 years, American
women, men and sometimes even
children have dreamed of change,
doing the grueling day-to-day organizing to reform the status quo and
move our country a tiny bit forward.
Some are well-known, like Martin
Luther King, Frederick Douglas and
Susan B. Anthony; others are all but
forgotten by the recorders of history. Still others
are remembered only locally, heroines and heroes
celebrated for their bravery, audacity and daring,
women and men who
stood up to the bosses,
the Klan and those who
would have stopped them
from living their lives to
the fullest.
They are an awe-inspiring lot, and history — if
not the history books—is
rife with their example.

Now, photographer Brian Lanker, a
1973 Pulitzer prize winner, has added
a new chapter to the continuing celebration of people's struggles for justice.
"I Dream A World: Portraits of 75
Black Women Who Changed America"
presents a female view of the world as
it should be, in their words, accompanied by some of the most beautiful
portraits ever taken.
"These women," says writer Maya
Angelou in an introduction to the book
which accompanies the exhibit, "have
descended from grandmothers and
great grandmothers who knew the lash

firsthand, and to whom protection was
a phantom known of, but seldom
experienced...But they are whole
women. Their hands have brought
children through blood to life, nursed
the sick, and folded the winding
cloths. Their wombs have held the
promise of a race which has proven to
each challenging century that despite
threat and mayhem it has come to
stay. Their feet have trod the shifting
swampland of insecurity, yet they have
tried to step neatly into the footprints
of mothers who went before. They are
not apparitions; they are not superwomen. They are not
larger than life."
Or are they? Some, like
Josephine Riley Matthews , born on October 3,
1897 in Aiken County,
SC, have taken responsibility for the next generation, nurturing rural
women through pregnancy and childbirth. A
fourth-generation midwife, Matthews boasts
the delivery of 1300 babies in her long career,
but is equally proud of a

ODETTA
Folksinger • Activist
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PRISCILLA WILLIAMS
Foster Mother
personal achievement — she graduated high school in 1974. "Well, the
Bible says the strong should bear the
infirmities of the weak," she says. "So
the woman is supposed to be the weaker
sex, but they sure have to stand up for
the men a lot of times. I'll bet you one
thing, if the man had to have the first
baby there wouldn't be but two in the
family. Let him have the first one and
the woman the next one, and his time
wouldn't come around no more." In her
photo, she is sitting in a rocking chair,
placid though obviously tired.
Not so for Myrlie Evers, the first
Black woman to become Commissioner
VOL XIV1990 ON THE ISSUES

of the Board of Public Works in Los
Angeles, and the widow of NAACP
field secretary Medgar Evers. She
stands proud and dignified, poised as
she holds the folded flag that graced
her slain husband's casket. "In the
barrel ofracism, Mississippi was at the
bottom," she says. "I was born there,
lived there most of my life, bore my
children there, and lost my husband
there. I know hatred. I know the bitterness that can envelop body and soul. I
know what it's like to be in court and
watch the man accused of murdering
your husband and witness the Governor of Mississippi walk in, sit down,

shake hands and proudly slap the accused man on the back. You know it
when the accused stands before the
media and says that he is glad he got
rid of varmints."
"I Dream A World" mixes photos and
text from women well-known and unknown, professional and working class.
There are musicians and performers:
Beah Richards, Marian Anderson,
Oprah Winfrey, Leontyne Price, Lena
Home, Sarah Vaughn, Odetta and
Ruby Dee. And writers like Toni Morrison, Alice Walker, Gwendolyn Brooks
and Sonia Sanchez. There are athletes
and activists, a Creole chef and an
17

BEAH RICHARDS
Playwright • Actress
Army Brigadier General. There are high
level government officials and grassroots women like Winsom and Dovie
Hudson, both of Carthage, MI, who
recall bombs being thrown into their
home to punish them for attempting to
register to vote. Their uncle was hung
by the Ku Klux Klan, but "the more
they did to us, the meaner we got,"
Winson says. "We really taught them
some lessons," Dovie concludes. "I never
walked down the hall with a cap and
gown on, but I walked down a hall in
Washington and I lobbied for student
loans, I lobbied for Social Security, and
I lobbied for teacher's pay raises, and
I've helped you get equal pay right here
in the county, so I'm the educator."
Other activists include Angela Davis,
Rosa Parks, Eleanor Holmes Norton,
Johnnie Tillmon, Betty Shabazz, Marian Wright Edelman and Septima Poinsette Clark. All are articulate, forceful
speakers, and all lambast the double
oppression felt by African-American
women in the United States.
"I don't think I really understood the
double minority until I read The Color
Purple," Lanker told On the Issues. "I
saw myself, a white man, and I realized
so much more the oppression that men
in general are responsible for." That
18

insight, coupled with two other events,
propelled Lanker to create "I Dream A
World." First, he says, "when Barbara
Jordan addressed the Democratic Convention in 1976 she stood up, and I said
'Where have you been? You're the one
who belongs in the White House.' Then
it dawned on me, she was Black and a
woman." He began to get angry, he
says, that "we are taking gifts from
people, their skills and expertise, but
not giving them full opportunities ."Still,
Lanker wondered how Jordan had
managed to accomplish so much, how
she had overcome obvious race and
gender biases to become an impassioned
orator and respected firebrand. At the
same time, "my wife was always talking
about a Black woman who'd been her
nanny in Wichita, KS. They had kept
track of each other but except for an
occasion or two, they had had no physical contact for 15 years. They had exchanged letters and I finally said 'I
think you should fly her out here to get
to know the family.' One visit turned
into multiple trips and the contact between her and the children was an incredibly rich experience for all of us."
Although the 41-year-old Lanker has
never participated in the civil rights
movement, by the mid-1980s the three

events had crystallized into a project of
tremendous urgency. Priscilla Williams, the nanny, was near 90 (she died
several weeks after she was photographed and interviewed), as were several other women Lanker wished to include. "I did not have the luxury of
time," he says. "The National Endowment for the Arts involved too much
red tape, so I contacted Eastman Kodak.
It happened over a hand shake. I did
not need to go through reams of paper.
They immediately understood the
importance of the project and provided
a two-year grant."
Lanker then set out, tracking down
those women he knew he wished to include and doing research to uncover
the names and whereabouts of "unsung heroines." "I don't believe a photographer is an uninterested observer,"
he said. "That's not the answer to getting at objectivity. You have to be passionately involved in what you're doing,
otherwise, it's next to impossible to get
the viewer involved. In 'I Dream A
World,' you sit on that woman's sofa,
you make the contact. If I'm going to
bring forth the essence of the individual, I have to be involved and committed so that the viewer feels what the
interaction is about."
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YVONNE BURKE
Former Congresswoman • Lawyer
And we do. The pores of the skin, the
threads of a garment, the wrinkles on
a face, the eyes, the jewelry, the stance
and oft-times majestic bearing, the
rocking chair and front porch, all tell
us something about the women we are
meeting. "This is not my personal journey," Lanker says. "I feel fine about
the photographs. I've done much of
my greatest work in this show. But
it's history we're viewing and people
respond to the photos because the
women have had such an impact on
the world and on other people. It's the
women themselves who inspire the
response. We need to deal with our history. Fifty, 100 years from now, America will need to know whose shoulders
we've been standing on."
THE BRIAN LANKER SHOW
When photographer Brian Lanker
worked at the Topeka Capital Journal, his job was to capture "everyday
life, the simple ways of simple, real
people." He shot photos of children and
the elderly, families in mourning and
in celebration, church groups and life
on farms. He delighted in meeting
people who lived far removed from
"drugs, muggings and crime...How often do you see someone who every day
20

separates his cream from his milk just year-old photos with current footage
so he can have it on his cereal?" he and an interview, the show captured
laughs. "The pages had to be filled. You history in a remarkably lively and
had to work very fast. I would go from accessible way.
a political meeting to a fire. I was forIn addition to speaking engagements
ever going to an assignment where I which accompany the "I Dream A
smelled like a burning house."
World" exhibit, Lanker presently works
Each assignment, he adds, captured a as a freelancer. His work appears
fleeting moment. "Some were tragic regularly in Sports Illustrated and
stories. I did it because it was part of Life Magazine.
the work. So you go to an accident and
As to the future, Lanker is reticent.
it doesn't really hurt until you develop Although he admits that he will soon
the pictures."
"be on to new projects," it appears that
Then, in January, 1972, he shot the his audience will have to wait for
photos that would win him a Pulitzer further announcements.
•
prize. It began when his acquaintances,
Linda and Jerry Coburn, consented to The "IDream A World" exhibit will
have their child's birth photographed. tour the country until at least 1992.
"I was so in awe," says Lanker, "so From February 4 - March 11, 1990 it
excited, so taken with this thing that to will be at the Birmingham, AL Muthis day I can't remember taking the seum of Art; From April 8 - June 3,
photographs. What a feat to create a 1990 it will be at the Denver, CO AH
child! No joy can come from a photo- Museum; From July 1 August 26,
graph like the joy of giving life itself." 1990 it will be at the Civic Fine Arts
Although Lanker now lives in Eu- Center in Sioux Falls, SD; From Sepgene, OR, he is still interested in the tember 23 - November 18, 1990 it will
nuances of everyday life. In addition be at the Spencer Museum ofArt, Unito the much heralded "I Dream A versity of Kansas in Lawrence, KS.
World" exhibit, another series of photoFor more information about addigraphs, done in 1983, depicted 1932 tional stops on the tour, write the
Olympic gold medalists, and won him American Federation of Arts, 41 East
considerable attention. Combining 50- 65th Street, NY, NY 10021.
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Saving
Choice
Youth Organizes
to Oppose
Parental Consent
and Notification

VEENA SUD
Students Organizing Students

"The Supreme Court is deciding if we
can think for ourselves. These wise
sages threaten to think for us. Do they
know what it feels like to be a teenaged
woman of color, who lives in a traditional family and will be kicked out if
she tells them she's pregnant? Do they
know what it feels like to be raped?
They don't take care of the fact that our
babies are dying at birth or a few days
later because we don't have access to
prenatal or postnatal care. We see and
feel the painful reality that every 18
seconds a woman is beaten, that one
out of every two women will be assaulted by a man she lives with at some
point in her life, that the number of
female children raped by fathers or
male relatives is skyrocketing, and that
hundreds of children are being abused
in the Great American Family.
..If the line can be drawn at 18 years of
age, how safe are women really?.. .We're
not here begging, because human
rights should not be about begging.
We're here demanding."
EUPETERSON LEWIS
Franklin K. Lane High School

s the U.S. Supreme Court was
listening to lofty legal arguments about teenager's rights
to abortion without parental
consent or notification, more
than 100 New York teens, their
teachers, advocates and allies discussed a wide range of topics pertaining to both choice and adolescent sexuality. Sponsored by the New York ProChoice Coalition, the Teen Speak-Out
on Choice lambasted attempts to legislate familial communications, and
urged lawmakers to resist imposing
parental consent or notification laws
on teenagers choosing to terminate
unwanted pregnancies.
Among their statements were the following:

A
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"Parental consent will not create
better relationships. It would only
lead to explosions. A friend of mine
became pregnant. She was afraid to
tell her parents and had an irresponsible boyfriend. She ended up
drinking a glass of vinegar, but it
didn't work. She then had her sister
punch her in the stomach. She finally
miscarried, alone on the floor of her
bathroom. She needed support and
education. She did not need a law
requiring parental consent."
VICKI ALEXANDER, M.D.,
Community Family Planning Council
"As we are yelling and screaming to
keep abortion legal, we also need to be
yelling and screaming for the support
necessary to carry our pregnancies to
term. The problem isn't just 500,000
teen women wanting abortions. Many
of them appear at a clinic very late in
their pregnancies trying to obtain abortions. Why do they delay? Often the
teens don't even know they're pregnant. We do a very poor job of teaching
sex education in the schools. They often don't know that you can get pregnant the first time, that you can get
pregnant even if the penis doesn't enter the vagina."
PAT MALONEY,

Planned Parenthood of New York City
"It's very clear that people who support
PHOTOS: STEVE BERMAN

these laws think they stop teenagers
from having sex. But in Minnesota,
where parental consent was in effect
from 1981-1986, the birth rate to teens
aged 15-17 went up 38 percent. We
know these laws do not stop teenagers
from having abortions. In Minnesota,
second trimester abortions went up 26
percent. In Massachusetts, another
state with parental notification laws,
the number of teens traveling to New
York for abortions went up 26 percent."
LILLIAN TEAGLE, J-CAP
"We care about the quality of life of
young mothers. Most people say 'you're
too young to be a mother,' or 'you'll be a
welfare mother.' We don't want anyone
to think that having a child is easy. It's
the hardest job you'll have in your life.
But we're talking about choices — the
choice to have a child or not to. There's
no right, no wrong."
AUDIENCE MEMBER,
19 years old, J-CAP Participant

"Just because you're a mother doesn't
mean you won't succeed. I work. I take
care of my daughter. I can still go to college. Just because you have a baby as a
teenager, your life isn't over. It's just
beginning."
DORCAS MATOS,

Franklin K. Lane High School
"I come from a religious family. My
father is a pastor. He is prolife, but he
understands and supports my decision
to be prochoice. He realizes my life is
my own. I'm one of the lucky ones."
THERESA ESPOSITO,
Franklin K. Lane High School
"Being Catholic and being prochoice is
not always an easy combination. I believe in my religion and I am not in
favor of murdering babies. I believe in
a woman's right to choose. A law cannot take a distance relationship and
make it a close one. That is why I want
choice, the choice to have a baby or to
talk to your parents."
BILL BAIRD,
25-Year Veteran

"Do you need permission, as a teenager, to have a child? To be treated for
VD? To put a child up for adoption? No.
The Court is now deciding if a minor
can be mature enough to have an abortion. If she's immature, they can require her to have a child. Are we nuts?
If we are not careful, history can repeat
itself. Women used to use lysol, bleach
and turkey basters filled with salt water
to try to induce abortion. I still remember the woman who died in my arms in
1963, with an eight-inch piece of coat
hanger still in her vagina."
•
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ON THE

TRAIL OF

JANE
THE FOOL
By Denise Selleck

We are
left to imagine1
a bald headed
woman, elegantly
dressed, doing
a soft-shoe shuffle
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As a superstitious person, I would never
have started this project had I realized
that it was Friday the 13th when I first
learned of Jane. I was on a tour of
Hampton Court Palace in England
when the guide happened to mention
that one particular picture of Henry
VTII and his family was unique because it was the only portrait of the
family together. Among other idealized flicks of the brush, we were told it
pictured a youthful Edward VI next to
one of Henry's queens, possibly Edward's mother (Jane Seymour) who
had died shortly after his birth and
Henry's jester, Will Sommers. In an
aside, the guide mentioned that it also
contained the only known picture of a
female fool. At the time I thought this
would make an interesting story. Four
months later, I decided to embark on
her trail.
Assuming that the best place to start
would be the Palace, I called up to
inquire about the fool's name and requested any information they had
about her. "The guide probably made it up; they

often make things up," said the notoverly-helpful person I encountered.
Slightly shaken by this information, I
nevertheless persevered. On my first
trip to the library I hit the jackpot. A
book about pictures at the palace told
me Jane's name and a book about fools
had a reference to a Miss C. C. Stope's
essay. My next trip produced the essay,
1 ll/2 pages primarily devoted to Jane's
clothing. That, unfortunately, marked
the end of any productive information
I gathered on Jane, though I was to
continue my search sporadically for
another six months.
In the process, I became a reader in
the British Library. This gave me access to contemporary books and documents, which I was sure were filled
with information about Jane. When
nearly every book I initially ordered
was either lost, misplaced, destroyed
by a bomb during the war, or stuck in
a jammed cabinet, I became
convinced that this
was a clever ploy
to keep me off
the track by

someone who, at the very moment, was on Jane. But there never was and evenputting the final touches on The Col- tually I attributed the palpitations to
lected Works of Jane the Fool.
the dust.
In time I learned that this was not the
I looked through countless court reccase, and I eventually looked at 288 ords. I looked through books on fools,
books in that library alone.
j ester s and wits; through books on 16thThe British Library Reading Room is century women, education and cusa large, domed, circular room lined toms; and through books on Mary and
with books. The center contains cata- Henry. I also perused just about every
logues of books and, at desks like written item with Tudor in its title. My
spokes coming from the center, hun- research taught me a lot about Tudor
dreds of people a day research a myr- food (lots of meat and no fruit or veg
iad of obscure topics. The room, dusty except the odd orange); Tudor diseases
with its aging books, catalogues and (syphilis was quite popular); and about
readers, is virtually silent save the the debate over who was more wicked,
occasional dropped book or sneeze — Bloody Mary or Good Queen Bess (the
something I took to doing with great latter takes the prize as far as I'm
regularity, making me constantly concerned). I began to bore family and
wary of a landslide of books.
friends with Tudortrivia. Didyouknow,
The procedure at the library is to for example, that both Mary and Elizaorder the desired books; if you are beth suffered from amenorrhea?
lucky, they are delivered to your seat a
I waded through books which were
short time later. Every time I saw a two feet high and others tied together
huge stack coming my way, my mouth with shoestring. I got books with titles
would go dry, my heart begin to like The History of Queen Mary's Big
race. This time, I Belly and The Jaded Jester. Although
thought, there many were modern and well indexed,
would be an most were disorganized and crumbling.
entire Some, handwritten in Early Modern
chap- English in downward slants, were virter tually impossible to read. At one point,
looking for an article on Tudor art,
supposedly contained in a 1954 vol-

ume of Country Life (a British magazine), a frustrated librarian, fed up
with my strange requests, allowed me
to accompany her to the bowels of the
library to locate the correct volume. We
went up and round and down and round
for what seemed like miles. Finally
finding the right volume, I returned to
my seat where I did not learn much
about Tudor art but saw a great fivebedroom house on 25 acres selling for
8,000 pounds.
If the books were rare or in poor
condition, the curious reader was required to visit the North Library. I was
there on several occasions and once
was told to sit at a special table directly
in front of the librarian's desk. My
book, Choice of Valentines, seemed
neither rare nor in particularly bad
shape. It was only when I read the
subtitle, The Merrie Ballad ofNash his
Dildo, that I realized I was in possession of a book of antique porn and was
placed in front of the library staff to
make sure I behaved while reading it.
The story of how a prostitute tried to
assist her impotent customer certainly
had me shaking, no doubt to the alarm
of the watchful staff, but only with
repressed laughter.
I decided to change course, goingback
to original sources. I applied to be a
reader in the Manuscript Department.
This was a mistake. I got
scraps of paper with bits
of wax seal still attached. I got
.^^^^
six feet
*M*AJ^^^.
long, and I
got everyt h i n g in
[between.
They
all
had one
thing in common: they were in
hieroglyphics, at
least as far as I was
concerned. I could not
tell top from bottom
or even if it was in
English or Latin.
It became very
embarrassing. I
found myself
spending about
20 minutes pretending I knew what I was doing, occasionally jotting things onto a pad to
look authentic. Meanwhile, I surreptitiously examined my neighbors. Every
one of them seemed intent on reading,
magnifying glass in one hand, furiously copying things with the other,
ruler and extra pencils lined up at the
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ready. I longed to go over and see what
they were doing. Was it too much to
hope t h a t they, too, were just
pretending?
I did manage to make out the copies
of Mary's will which said "herewith
Mary listed several legacies to her
women and other servants amounting
to 3,400 pounds." I got very excited
when I saw this. If I could find the
original will, I thought, I could learn
something concrete about Jane. I contacted libraries, the Public Record
Office, the archives at Windsor. No one
had a clue as to where the will was.
Surely you cannot lose track of the
will of the first Queen of England? Or
can you? Apparently it disappeared for
some 250 years only to resurface in the
early 1800s when the Reverend George
Harbin copied it out for a Mr. Hale.
Other copies of the will are based on
this. I tracked down one of Mr. Hale's
descendants who kindly responded to
my rather hysterical letter. He had no
recollection of ever seeing the will but
told me that a few years earlier many
family papers were tossed out and the
will may have been among them.
However, not all my searches were
fruitless. Going on the odd chance that
Jane was Will's wife, I decided to look
up his death record, hoping it would
mention his spouse. Miss Stopes had
kindly given the date and place of his
burial in her essay. Relieved to see
that this information was on microfilm
rather than yet another undecipherable document, I nearly broke the
machine trying to load it. After some
assistance from my neighbor, I was
dismayed to find that they had simply
filmed the original undecipherable
document. Fortunately, however, there
was a magnifying device on the machine and after a short time I found
listed among the other deceased of
1560 the entry I was looking for:
"William Sommers was buried the 16th
day of June." I already knew that.
There was no mention of his loving
wife dancing on his grave or anything,
but there was one unusual thing
about the entry. Next to it was a picture of something. My husband logically suggested that it was a jester's
cap. Frankly it looked more like a
dove or a mangled hand to me.
I returned to Hampton Court on the
30th of March when my parents were
in town. The next day I was awakened
with the news that the Palace had
burnt down. Was it Jane's wrath, I
wondered? Surely, I felt, she could have
had better timing. If it had burned on
April Fool's Day it would have made
for a better story. Anyway, guess
which was one of the most badly
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When I began to notice a significant
loss of sight in my
left eye and my hair
thinning, I began to
fear I was assuming
Jane's persona
damaged pictures? Someone was
surely trying to tell me something.
Only slightly shaken, I went along to
the Genealogical Library run by the
Mormons. Staffed by and filled with
eager Americans tracing their roots, I
was told by the woman who greeted me
that I would need three things to find
the person I was looking for: a surname, a place and date of birth, death,
etc. Naught out of three isn't bad.
About this time, my health began to
deteriorate, probably due to the dust I
was wallowing in. But when I began to
notice a significant loss of sight in my
left eye and my hair thinning, I began
to fear I was assuming Jane's persona.
The more logical explanation of eye
strain from too much reading, and
thinning hair from all the tugging,
never occurred to me.
Since I did not know the cause of
Jane's demise, and fearing for my life,
I thought I'd better stop the search
before it was too late. But not before
one last trip to the library. Another
mistake. In her essay, Stopes points
out that the name Beden the Fool had
been twice mentioned in the accounts
and suggested that this "obvious proper

name was the patronymic of Jane." In
all my months of searching in books
and records, in lists and manuscripts,
I had spent hours looking up this
"obvious proper" name to no avail. For
some reason on this final foray on Jane's
trail, I looked up Beden in the Oxford
English Dictionary. A Middle-English
word, it has several meanings including "so as to include the whole
quantity or number", "straightaway or
forthwith", and was also used as an
"expletive without force". Any of these
meanings might apply to the entry.
Beden could be a proper name as
Stopes suggested, but I don't know
and frankly I don't want to know. My
search for Jane is over.
I said that I couldn't find out anything about Jane's antics as a fool.
Maybe I was wrong. Surely she deliberately made her life into a mystery so
that some fool over 400 years later
would spend an inordinate amount of
time trying to find out about her.
A Toast to JANE THE FOOL
For centuries the privileged amused
themselves with dwarfs, the deformed,
the disabled and the dimwitted to ridicule and to laugh at. As demeaning as
this sounds, this "job" often provided
food and shelter for the poor and starving. Eventually the post of household
fool became highly coveted, and many
employed in this way were actually
"artificial" fools, fully in control of their
wits but "wise enough to play the fool."
The nobility employed fools for their
entertainment and treated them on a
par with regal pets — as very precious
possessions of the Court. In England,
fools and jesters were the only ones
who could come into the royal presence
unannounced. Under the guise of stupidity, fools were often insolent to
their masters; they were rewarded for
their disrespectful behavior, behavior
that their saner cousins might have
been executed for.
Traditionally, fools and jesters were
assumed to be male, clad in cap and
bells with mismatched stockings, but
it was not solely a male occupation.
Female fools were found in homes and
courts throughout the world. French
royalty, especially, had female jesters
to amuse them. In England a female
jester was listed in the Domesday
Book, and Anne Boleyn is reported to
have had one.
Queen Mary I also had a female fool,
known to us only as Jane, The Queen's
Fool. Her existence is known mostly
from The Privy Purse Expenses of Princess Mary, edited by Sir Frederick
Madden in 1831 and from an essay
Continued on page 32
ON THE ISSUES VOL XIV 1990

way women either express or protest
their colonization." She then talks
about the impact colonization has had
We have been barraged with data an- on women who "like others who are
nouncing the death knell of the colonized...are harder on themselves."
women's movement as we knew it in
Chesler discusses at length what has
the '70s. Therefore, it is welcome news really changed since she first wrote
that two important feminist books Women and Madness. Her answer is
by Phyllis Chester have just been "too little and quite a lot."
reissued: Women and Madness
An example of "too little" is that
(1972) and About Men (1978). Whether "despite the existence of a vibrant and
these books are being read for the visionary feminism, women continue
first time or being re-read, they are to experience childhood in fatheras valid today as when they were dominated, father-absent, and motherfirst published.
blaming families." It would be difficult
to disagree with that, as many staunch
WOMEN AND MADNESS by Phyllis feminists have discovered.
Chesler, Ph.D., with a new introducAs to "quite a lot" having changed,
tion by Phyllis Chesler (Harvest HBJ when the original book was published
Book, Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, "there were few feminist theories of
San Diego, NY, London; $9.95 paper- psychology and virtually no feminist
back)
therapists. Now, we are everywhere."
Is there a feminist over the age of 40 She then goes into what feminist therawho did not read Women and Madness pists do that is different and, as was
when it was published in 1972? More said long ago in an entirely different
than just a groundbreaker in analyz- context, "Vive la difference."
ing how women had been jerked
Whether or not you've read Women
around by the psychiatric establish- and Madness, this new edition with its
ment, it confirmed what many of us updated introduction is an important
instinctively knew: that simply addition to all our libraries, personal
because we didn't conform to patriar- and institutional.
chal ideas and values, we were not
crazy. And what a joy that confirma- ABOUT MEN by Phyllis Chesler, Ph.D.
tion was to us!
(Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich; $8.95
For most of our lifetimes, we had paperback)
been caught in a bind. If we conformed To call About Men a provocative book
to the patriarchal ideas of what a is like calling the Q. E. II "a boat" —
woman should be — passive, depend- it's true, but it's certainly an underent, emotional — and we were de- statement. Phyllis Chesler is a veripressed, we were considered to have a table virago (in the best sense of
pre-disposition to depression due to the word) in her analysis of the relaour "biology". In her re-evaluation of tionships between women and men,
depression in women, feminist psy- men and men and men and their
chiatrist Alexandra Symonds wrote: children, especially their male chil"Traditional psychoanalytic theory dren. It would take a rare man to
considered women's predisposition to admit the truths in this book. Most
depressions to be associated with fe- would find it far easier to hate it.
male psychosexual development in
About Men is a combination of poetry,
which all women, both healthy and essays, news items, autobiographical
neurotic, were characterized by maso- material and a collage of art through
chism, low self-esteem, dependency and the centuries studied through the eyes
repressed hostility. Since Freud con- of a feminist psychologist.
sidered these traits to be biologically
Chesler discusses how men are propre-determined...biology was destiny grammed to oppress, how they, in turn,
and there was little we could do about both program and oppress their sons,
it." {On the Issues, Volume IV, 1985)
and describes men's fear of fathers and
However, if a woman was aggressive, other men, their terror of not measurcompetitive, emotionless and independ- ing up to some sort of perceived "masent — in other words, had the traits culine" standard. For confirmation, one
considered admirable in men — and need look no further than today's pawas not happy, the patriarchy told you pers where males have admitted that
her unhappiness was due to the fact during a gang-rape they pretended to
participate, rather than admit they
that she was not "normal".
Chesler says in her introduction that were unable to physically do so.
Women's lives have never been conthese beliefs persist because "women
still behave as if they've been colo- sidered to be of worth in patriarchal
nized," and that "mental health profes- societies. Beyond rape and physical
sionals and everyone else devalues the oppression, women have for centuries
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been underpaid and overworked. Although the majority of women, whether
by necessity or desire, work outside the
home, they are still expected to perform all or most of the household chores
and child-rearing. The phenomenon
even has a name — the second shift.
About Men is not an anti-male book.
It is an anti-patriarchy book, and that
is a big difference. A careful reading
reveals how men, too, have suffered
under our prevailing societal beliefs
and pressures.
About Men is a sad and thoughtful
analysis of what is wrong in our society
and why it must be rectified — now.
—Beverly Lowy
THE CRUEL DECEPTION: The Use of
Animals In Medical Research by Dr.
Robert Sharpe, Forward by Julie
Christie (Thorsons Publishing Group,
Sterling Publishing, NY. Available
from the American Anti-Vivisection
Society, Suite 204, Noble Plaza, 801
Old York Road, Jenkintown, PA 19046;
$12.95 ppd. paperback)
The Cruel Deception, by Dr. Robert
Sharpe, should be read by everyone
concerned with achieving a rational,
equitable, affordable, just and humane
national health system. Is that possible? Yes, but only if we disabuse
ourselves of the notion that animal
research is necessary for good health.
The book is about not just one deception in modern medical practice, but
about multitudes and layers of deceit.
The most persistent illusion is that
we owe our current good health to
animal research when, as previous,
medical histories have pointed out, we
owe it to the zeal of public health reformers. In 1950, Rene Dubos, the
famous microbiologist, wrote of the
effects of sanitation in the 19th century in his Life of Pasteur:
"Everywhere sanitary measures were
accompanied by a decrease in typhus
morbidity and mortality...credited to
the anti-filth programs organized by
boards of health and other municipal
bodies which did not believe in contagion, let alone the germ theory of
disease.. .Because the decrease in death
rates appeared obvious to everyone
after 1900, scientific medicine and the
germ theory in particular have been
given all the credit for the improvement of the general health of people.
The present generation goes still further and now believes that the control
of infectious diseases dates from the
widespread use of antibacterial drugs.
So short are medical memories!"
The infectious diseases of the 18th
and 19th centuries were the result of
rapid urbanization and the explosion
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of fiendish slums following the
industrial revolution. Then, as now,
malnutrition was the most widespread
cause of disease, and famine the most
persistent killer.
The Cruel Deception rediscovers this
truth and readjusts our memories to
an historical perception of disease.
And the causes remain the same.
Disease is often linked to poverty and
malnutrition, borne out by statistics
and charts with which the author
compares rates of diseases in different social strata. (His findings on the
relationship between malnutrition
and disease are substantiated by The
Surgeon-General's Report on Nutrition and Disease, 1988, which every
taxpayer can obtain free from her/his
representative.) This being so, at stake
are crucial decisions about how our
taxes and medical dollars are spent: to
eradicate poverty and want or to build
more animal research laboratories.
In addition to bad food, bad air and
bad water, other persistent causes of
death and illnesses are alcohol and
smoking. Unfortunately, the statistics for women are dreadful. Sharpe
writes: Between 1970 and 1978, deaths
from alcoholism in the UK increased

by 38 percent in men and 130 percent in
women; deaths from cirrhosis of the
liver increased by 36 percent in men
and 243 percent in women, while hospital admissions for the treatment of
alcoholism and alcoholic psychosis increased by 77 percent in men and 137
percent in women.
Each year finds these rates going up
while more funds are allocated to study
alcoholism in rats and nicotine addiction in dogs, though the correlation
between this animal research and control of alcohol-related diseases and
deaths remains minimal.
Beyond the gender and class disparities, the correlation between disease
cure rates and animal research for the
population at large is scarcely better.
Animal research has increased exponentially since 1950, but there has been
no comparable increase in health or
longevity. "Spare parts surgery," while
glamorous and dramatic, cannot cope
with the numbers of impaired hearts,
and the astronomical amount of cancer
research on animals has scarcely affected cancer rates.
Actress Julie Christie expresses the
value of The Cruel Deception in her
introduction to the book, "...with the
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arrival of Dr. Sharpe's wonderful
book, I am armed with evidence to
argue what I have always suspected —
that it is not to animal experiments
that we owe the major medical discoveries that have so profoundly changed
our lives. With detailed documentary
and historical evidence..the author
carefully unravels the myth and
propaganda built around the vivisection establishment, at the heart of
which lies the assumption that animal
research is the key weapon in the fight
against disease."
The book investigates claims of animal researchers and uses of animal
research; its application in advanced
weaponry of nuclear, biological, chemical and germ warfare, mocking the
claims of the biomedical community
that animal research is done for the
benefit of humanity; its frivolous uses
in the cosmetic and household products industries; in the ever-expanding
pharmaceutical industries where the
research is conducted largely for legal
and public relations reasons while
many drugs, which animal tests suggested were safe, pass into public use
and prove extremely harmful.
The claim that animal research is
useful was once answered by Dr. Albert Leffingwell who retorted that
"torture is useful, that doesn't make it
right." The immense cruelty of animal
research is evident. The secret, bizarre
world of animal research is beyond the
imagination of most of the public, so
that it is not in a position to judge its
morality or its usefulness. But in this
age of cost/benefit argument, The Cruel
Deception tells us, as taxpayers, exactly how little is actually being
spent on medicine and health. Animal
research is not only morally repugnant, it is philosophically incoherent,
based on a simplistic theory of disease
and, as Sharpe demonstrates, it is
often useless and irrelevant, frequently
dangerous, and always, dollar for dollar, dreadfully wasteful.
—Roberta Kalechofsky
TOWARD A FEMINIST THEORY OF
THE STATE by Catharine A. MacKinnon (Harvard University Press, Boston, MA; $25 hardcover)
I have often wondered what the world
would be like if it were run by women.
Would Maggie Thatcher clones thumb
their class-privileged noses at the rest
of humankind, or would a kinder,
gentler ethos redesign the cosmos? It's
heady stuff, this conjecture, so it was
with great anticipation that I opened
Catharine MacKinnon's latest book.
There is much to recommend Toward a
Feminist Theory of the State, not the
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least of which is its sharply honed
critique of feminist complacency.
Like her last book, Feminism Unmodified, MacKinnon's current treatise is difficult reading. It is overly
academic and cumbersome, screaming
for the help of a good editor. But, dense
prose notwithstanding, it is by turns
evocative and enlightening, provocative and enraging. In short, it is a book
rife with the stuff of controversy.
To begin, MacKinnon lashes out at
Marxist theory, lambasting it for "analyzing society exclusively in class
terms" and "ignoring the distinctive
social experiences of the sexes, obscuring women's unity." Clearly well-versed
in the nuances of Marxist thought,
she criticizes not only Marx, but
Hegel, Engels and present-day theorists like Irwin Silber and Evelyn
Reed. Along the way, she posits a
number of intriguing questions: "Is
male dominance a creation of capitalism, or is capitalism an expression of
male dominance?" Ultimately, she
seems to conclude that it does not
matter. "On the level ofthe work women
do, women's lives are strikingly similar across class," she writes.
Forget, for a moment, the differences
between a chambermaid who is ordered to scrub floors on hands and
knees, and, say, Imelda Marcos or
Nancy Reagan, and look, instead, at
MacKinnon's biases. By focusing
on the plentiful errors made by the
U.S. left, groups that are largely
male dominated, sexist and dogmatic,
and on the massive, and acknowledged, problems confronting the few
countries that have overthrown capitalism, she presents a skewed picture
of sexual injustice and gender hierarchy. Surely, MacKinnon understands
that eradicating sexism is a process we
cannot fully comprehend until we are
in its throes. Why, then, does she not
even nod toward Cuba, whose comprehensive Family Code eviscerates state
support for institutional misogyny?
Why does she not congratulate Nicaragua for banning advertisements that
use beautiful women to sell everything
from cars to cigarettes? Are these not
tiny steps toward changing consciousness and improving women's lot?
Underlying much of MacKinnon's
critique is a belief that is anathema
to Marxists: That women, as a group,
comprise a class. Thanks to the
advent of consciousness raising, she
argues, it has become clear that the
majority of women garner class status
through their relationships with men.
Proof, she adds, comes to the surface
when men and women divorce. By now
it is well known that women's stanVOL XIV1990 ON THE ISSUES

dards of living plummet, while
men's rise dramatically, leading
many feminists to conclude that
"most married women are just one
man away from poverty."
But is this true? Although divorce
has catapulted thousands of previously
middle-class women onto welfare
rolls, and has brought thousands
more to life on the edge of economic
ruin, the women's philanthropy movement has made it equally clear that
many women manage phenomenal
sums, that wealthy women are a distinct and powerful group, regardless of
whether they earned the money
themselves or acquired it through
blood ties to the patriarchy.
Furthermore, myriad efforts to create feminist organizations that are
multi-racial, multi-cultural and crossclass have failed, with women of color
and working-class women charging
their well-meaning sisters with elitism and condescension. On the flip
side, we need to address the scores of
working-class and poor men who congregate on street corners for lack of an
alternative. Are they truly more privileged, by virtue of gender, than the
wealthy woman shopping at Tiffany's?
For MacKinnon, the fact that all men
can rape and impregnate women puts

them on the side of power and might.
Nowhere is this clearer than in her
discussion of pornography. "In both
pornography and the law of obscenity,
women are seen only as sex and heard
only when mouthing a sexual script,"
she writes. This glib conclusion
ignores the fact that women like Candida Royale have been making erotic
films for years, and that many women,
including some who call themselves
feminists, enjoy the stuff she's made.
Are they simply so filled with selfloathing that they allow themselves
to believe they are having a good
time? MacKinnon says yes, but, somehow, I don't buy it.
MacKinnon is fixated on intercourse,
and to hear her rendition, women never,
ever, initiate heterosexual contact, and
never, ever, enjoy it. Using her framework, an orgasm is proof of nothing;
even women who are raped can orgasm, she says. While I certainly don't
want to downplay the seriousness of
rape charges, I am uncomfortable
with a politic that makes women victims. Are we not sexual players in our
own right? Are we not capable of eroticizing our lives for our own ends?
Whether we choose celibacy, lesbianism, or heterosexuality is, to some
extent, up to us. While heterosexist
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assumptions still prevail, it is surely
no longer impossible to live openly
with, or without, a partner of choice.
Clearly I realize that if Bush and his
coterie of privileged, white, male advisors had their way, all women would be
back in the kitchen, gay and lesbian
rights would be a contradiction in
terms, and men would be obliged to be
sole household breadwinners.
Obviously, they'd ban abortion if they
could, and MacKinnon, like virtually
every woman in the country, has put
the topic on a front burner. Unfortunately, it is here that she is most obtuse. "Abortion promises women sex
with men on the same terms in which
men have sex with women. So long as
women do not control access to their
sexuality, this facilitates heterosexual
availability. In other words, under
conditions of gender inequality, sexual
liberation in this sense does not so
much free women sexually, as it frees
male sexual aggression. The availability of abortion removes the one real
consequence men could not easily ignore, the one remaining legitimated
reason that women had for refusing
sex besides the headache." Later, she
writes that "access to abortion is necessary for women to survive unequal
social circumstances." Does this mean
that if the sexes slugged it out, and

finally achieved equality, abortion
would no longer be necessary? Or that
the availability of abortion has been
detrimental to women? What about
birth control? One can only shudder in
horror at the possibilities, should the
antiabortion movement get hold of this
reasoning. For it mirrors, in large part,
the debate over legislation on pornography, which, several years ago, put
anti-porn advocates like MacKinnon in
the same camp as the Moral Majority.
However, her feminism is uncompromising and keeps a needle-sharp eye
on women as central players in a world
gone mad. MacKinnon, in short, is proof
that The New York Times is, once again,
wrong; we are not in a post-feminist
era. Rather, feminist activists and theoreticians are part of a social movement
that promises to change the face of the
planet. In fact, feminists come in all
colors, classes and sexual preferences,
and need to dissect the baggage those
categories are laden with. Far from
being a "class," the patchwork that is
feminism is multi-dimensional and
complex. It is, in the end, a movement
in its infancy, stretching and inquiring, but far from ready to formulate
cogent theories of state power or economic right. That MacKinnon has taken
a stab at integrating feminism into
other theories is worth applauding. It

is also an effort to learn from, adapt
and discuss wherever we go and whatever we do. Feminism, like Marxism,
must be taken seriously, and adapted
to the 21 st century, for we risk nothing
less than our lives.
—Eleanor J. Bader
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DRUM DRAMA by Edwina Lee Tyler.
A Percussion Piquant release. For ordering information, write them at 2
Ellen Street, Ringwood, NJ 07456, or
call 201-831-5905.

Here's one I didn't think could be captured on tape!
Edwina Lee Tyler is an AfricanAmerican genius of percussion and
drumming. I always run to see her
perform live, with dancers, but you get
a whole different perspective on Edwina when you just listen.
Drum Drama was recorded live at
the People's Voice Cafe in 1987, with
an ace job by recording engineers
Jane E. Pipik, Spyder Ryder and
Miles Smith.
On what she calls "The Cool Side," we
concentrate with her on percussion
(marimba, piano plucked and hit with
mallets, and drums) that feels like
poetry. Dynamics + tempo = power. On
"Wade in the Water", this side's last
cut, the sound fills out: Edwina's entrancing, husky voice answers her
hypnotic drumming.
The climax comes on "The Hot Side"
with traditional West African "Ki Yak
Join Doris Day, Casey Kasem, Hayley Mills, River Phoe- * Ki Yak" where Edwina's wild woman
nix, Ally Sheedy, Cesar Chavez, and Cleveland Amory in the * polyrhythms, chants and yelps are
joined by ringing lead vocals from
Roberta J. Stokes. Their combined
energy can light a fire under a dance
party...or a revolution!

STOP THE SUFFERING!;
QREfTT fiMERICfiN MEfTTOUT j

Beginning on March 1st, thousands of animal and consumer J
protection advocates will ask their friends and neighbors to
SKY DANCES by Holly Near. A Redwood release, 1989. Available from
pledge that they will "kick the meat habit" on March
Redwood Records, 6400 Hollis #8,
and explore a less violent, more wholesome diet.
JOIN THE LARGEST GRASS-ROOTS CAMPAIGN
* IN THE HISTORY OF OUR MOVEMENT!
* SEND COUPON BELOW OR CALL 301/530-1737!

FfiRM ffNIMfiL REFORM MOVEMENT

t
*
*
•

10101flshburtonLane, Bethesda, MD 20817
want to be a part of the Great American Meatout!
Send Meatout kit;

t Name
t Address

fj I enclose a contribution of $

Tel
Zip

Emeryville, CA 94608. Send $9.98 per
copy, plus $2 for 4th class shipping
or $3 for first class shipping. Add 50
cents for additional copies. Available
on record or tape.

I get bored easily. So you can guess my
take on Holly Near's new album.
I loved Holly 10 years ago, and she
recaptured my attention in 1982 when
she tried to go rock 'n' roll on Speed of
Light. (Remember "I will laugh and
sing and make love with consenting
humans/In our revolution"? It didn't
quite catch on, did it?)
But I long ago tired of her well-informed ballads. Even then, I've appreciated her choice of collaborators —
Ronnie Gilbert, Inti Illimani. Her
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latest, Sky Dances, has a bunch of
songs in memory of friends who've
died of AIDS. Her choice of material
looks impressive: songs written by
Ruben Blades, Phil Ochs, Malvina
Reynolds, Bernice Reagon, Ferron,
Bruce Cockburn, Roy Brown. But the
original recordings all do much more
for me than Holly's homogenized covers. Where's the rage, frustration, shock
in the face of AIDS? Where's the wailing in "They Are Falling All Around
Me"? The eeriness in "No More Songs"?
And most of all, where's the rhythm?
FREEDOM TO LOVE by Faith Nolan. A
Redwood release, 1989. Available
from Redwood Records, 6400 Hollis
#8, Emeryville, CA 94608. Send $9.98
plus $2 for 4th class shipping or $3 for
first class shipping.

But Holly Near has a good ear for
talent. Listen to Faith Nolan, the latest "new artist" released by Holly's
label, Redwood.
I've raved about Faith, a Black lesbian folk/blues singer from Canada,
ever since I met her in the People's
Music Network four years ago. I played
her home-produced tape Africville
(1986) 'til it nearly wore out. With the
release of Freedom to Love (and big
billings at last summer's women's
music festivals), she'll finally get the
attention she deserves.
Faith can belt it, rock it, roll it and
tell the truth. Her rendition of
"Strange Fruit" made the hair on my
neck stand on end. I couldn't shake
off the feeling for hours.
This album brings together original
songs and good-old-stuff from Ma
Rainey and Libba Cotton, and mixes in
a little Spanish guitar and Native
American chant. What more can you
ask — a huge, beautiful voice, great
politics and guts?

angst and sex. None of the gendernonspecific pronouns that make
some women debate the sexual
preference of Joan Armatrading and
Tracy Chapman.
This is the real thing. Take the '60sstyle moper (with incidental glockenspiel) "My Heart Crawls Off: "Ya'll
have probably gone so far/ that she's
seen the mole on your knee." Or the
syncopated, over-dubbed "Looking
Out": "I turned around/I saw her/Just
standing there/I could be/ All night
again/Just looking out."
And what's got to be the funniest
feminist complaint in years, "I Spent
My Last $10 (On Birth Control and
Beer)." In this honkytonk waltz,
Gretchen Phillips swears that "life was
so much simpler when I was sober and
queer": "I did not drink, I did not smoke/
I did not say goddamn/I was polite, I
was sensitive/Before I loved a man."
—Jill Benderly

IN BRIEF
HEARTS AND HANDS, 60 minute videotape. Directed by Pat Ferrero. Available from Ferraro Films, 1259A Folsom
St., San Francisco, CA 94103. For
rental or purchase information, call
415-626-3456.

"Hearts and Hands," a 1987 documentary about the history and significance of quilts and quilt-making
in women's lives, is a stunning introduction to the "domestic arts". A
particularly moving segment on
slave quilts makes the film a
wonderful addition to Black History
Month activities.

A CONFERENCE IN DEFENSE OF
ROE, 35 minute videotape, $25. Order
from the ACLU Reproductive Freedom Project, 132 West 43rd Street,
New York, NY 10036; 212-944-9800.

On April 7 and 8, 1989, an historic
conference, sponsored by the American Civil Liberties Union and the Religious Coalition for Abortion Rights,
brought together approximately 100
women and men — Native American,
Latina, African-American, Asian,
Pacific Islander and white — to
discuss broadening the reproductive
rights agenda to include women of
color. "A Conference in Defense of Roe"
features footage of that event, and offers those who did not attend the meetings an inside look at the ideas raised
and solutions voiced. Although most of
the speakers are well known to those
working on reproductive freedom,
grassroots women were also given
ample time to address the issues of
deepest concern to them. This makes
the film particularly useful in fomenting discussions and bringing themes
rarely articulated to the fore. The film
is an excellent educational tool and
discussion catalyst.
OVER OUR LIVE BODIES: PRESERVING CHOICE IN AMERICA by Shirley
L. Rasl (Steve Davis Publishing, P.O.
Box 190831, Dallas, TX 75219; $9.45
ppd. paperback)

Over Our Live Bodies lays out prochoice arguments with precision, skill
and verve. It is an exciting, introductory look at the history of reproductive
rights organizing and the antiabortion movement. Indispensable for new
activists or students.

TWO NICE GIRLS, A Rough Trade release, 1989. Available on record, CD
and tape from most women's and alternative record and book stores.

Watch out! Two Nice Girls are neither two nor nice. Laurie Freelove,
Kathy Korniloff and Gretchen Phillips
are three quirky characters from
Austin, TX, who write and perform
some of the most original songs I've
heard in a cow's age.
Each of the three has a distinctive
song-writing style and voice. Freelove is a catch-in-the-throat rocker;
Phillips, a twangy folkie; Korniloff,
a jazzy balladeer. Put them together
and what have you got? A cross
between The Roches, Los Lobos and
the B-52s? Sort of.
But every song's full of lesbian love,
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EL ARTE DE RINI TEMPLETON/THE
ART OF RINI TEMPLETON (Real
Comet Press, 3131 Western Avenue,
Seattle, WA 98121-1028; $16.45 ppd.
paperback)

Rini Templeton, a profoundly political
graphic artist who died in 1986, is
celebrated in this innovative volume
ILLUSTRATION: RINI TEMPLETON

of prose, poetry and striking
artwork. More than 25 friends,
co-workers and political associates
pay tribute to Templeton in
bilingual (Spanish-English) essays.
It is a must read for those interested in using art for progressive
social change.
•
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SANGER from page 14
104 Fifth Avenue, he was appalled by
the stacks of mailbags, the small staff
unable to cope with thousands of letters. This master of corporate efficiency
immediately purchased a mechanical
letter-opener, date-stamper and other
office equipment, and brought order
into the chaotic movement.
Upon her marriage, Sanger insisted
on a written agreement, guaranteeing
her independence. They maintained
separate apartments, taking nothing
for granted, telephoning each other to
make a dinner engagement or before
dropping in at the other's apartment.
Slee built her an estate — Willowlake
—in Fishkill, NY. When she was away
for long periods on lecture tours, Slee
bombarded her with complaining letters; she reminded him tartly of the
wedding compact guaranteeing her
independence.
Slee's wealth not only gave her a position in the upper stratum of society
— she had increasingly counted on
wealthy club women since 1918 — Slee
also became one of the movement's
largest donors, and bought an old
mansion as headquarters for the probirth control Clinical Research Bureau.
When she wanted to hire Dr. James F.
Cooper to lecture to medical groups
around the country in 1925, she persuaded Slee to pay the doctor's $10,000
salary with a seductive note: "If I am
able to accomplish this victory with
Dr. Cooper's help, I shall bless my
adorable husband, J.N.H. Slee, and
retire with him to the garden of love."
As it turned out, Margaret's moments
in the garden were limited.
One factor above all kept them together. Leighton Rollins, an old friend
of Sanger's, told me that after meeting
Slee he got up enough nerve with a few
drinks to ask what made the marriage
work. "It's obviously an impertinent
question, young man," Slee retorted,
"but I'll tell you. She was, and always
will be, the greatest adventure in my
life."
In a different way, of course, Sanger
was certainly the greatest influence on
my own life. Our relationship remains
hard to define even today. She was 74
when we met, I was 34. There was
never anything physical between us,
but she insisted that I stay close to
her constantly — in Tucson sleeping
at the house of a friend of hers a few
blocks from Sanger's residence, yet
making me spend all day and evening
with her. It was the same in Santa
Barbara and in Vermont. At first I
thought it was simply loneliness, for
she occasionally referred to her home
30

as the "Well of Loneliness."
But soon I suspected there was something more. She would pour out intimate memories late at night, then seem
to regret the torture of exploring the
past and complain in a note, "You must
have had a magic wand." When we
began to exchange letters, almost every letter had endearments.
There was a certain resemblance to
courtship, to be sure. But on her part,
there was mainly a desire to win me to
her views so that I could write better
about the movement. I was obviously
flattered by intimate links to a legendary figure, but I also wanted to come
as close as possible to my own concept
of the "New Woman", and test my beliefs against the example of one who
had created a movement from her own
willpower and sold it to the world.
When I finished the manuscript,
which became a book published in 1955,
our relations became strained. The
problem was that our agreement on
working together was vague. It was not
an official biography. Yet to secure
countless hours of interviews with her,
and permission to read her papers at
Smith College and the Library of Congress still closed to the public, I had to
agree to show her the manuscript. It
was a compromise, of course, but one I
thought essential. At her advanced
age, no other biographer would have
the opportunity of such lengthy and
close contact.
She fussed about a mass of details,
perhaps the most absurd being her
birth date. She had an obsession about
her age, and had repeatedly falsified it
on her passport and other records.
Although she had talked to me frankly
about the Wantley circle, she now insisted that as president of the International Planned Parenthood Federation
she had to protect the movement from
gossip that would be exploited by her
perennial enemy, the Catholic Church.
We negotiated for weeks. When the
struggle ended, we bathed our differences in a bottle of champagne.
Her doctrines, particularly her demand that women must have complete
control over their own bodies and childbearing, shaped my own future writing
and campaigns on birth control and
abortion. Although Sanger opposed
abortion — she was horrified after
watching lines of poor women line up
on Saturday nights outside the offices
of quack abortionists during her nursing days in New York — she stirred my
thinking by making me read the one
medical authority on the subject. I agonized over abortion for years, increasingly convinced that contraception
alone could never handle the problem

of unwanted pregnancies; that the horrors of back-alley abortion must be
stopped and the procedure performed
safely in hospitals and clinics. When I
published the first book calling for legalization of abortion in 1966, and became overnight a campaigner rather
than a writer, it was as though every
step I made was with Margaret's ghost
at my side directing my strategy.
Sanger's sense of herself, and how to
organize, was molded by the religious
and social tensions ofher birthplace, in
Corning, NY. Her father, Michael Higgins, was an Anglo-Irish free-thinker,
preaching Henry George's "single tax"
radicalism and Robert Ingersoll's agnosticism. When her father brought
Ingersoll to speak in town and he was
locked out of a Catholic Church-owned
hall he had rented, Margaret got her
first taste of religious repression.
Margaret's mother, however, Anne
Purcell Higgins, was a devout Catholic, but Higgins forbade his wife from
attending church, bringing increasing
tension to the family. When the local
priest failed to win the children over,
Margaret was branded a "child of the
devil". Margaret's anti-Catholic roots
undoubtedly influenced her later career. As late as 1960, she threatened to
emigrate should John F. Kennedy be
elected president.
Margaret's rebellion against Corning
brought her to New York City as a
nursing student. Shortly thereafter, in
1902, she married Bill Sanger and
raised three children in suburban
Hastings-on-Hudson. Then she rebelled once more against suburban
stagnation.
Returning to New York City, she
plunged into socialist politics. That
winter she found her first challenge in
the Lawrence, MA, strike of 1912 when
she shepherded 119 underfed and
underclothed children of striking millworkers to New York, where they were
sheltered by local socialists. She also
began writing a series of articles, "What
Every Girl Should Know", for the
woman's page of the Call, a prominent
socialist newspaper. Describing the
development of a girl's body into womanhood, the series was finally stopped
when the Post Office Department and
Anthony Comstock — who had put
through the Federal censorship law of
1873 bearing his name — announced
that an article on gonorrhea violated
the bounds of public taste.
Working as a nurse among Lower
East Side tenements, where 40 families were often crowded into 16 apartments, Sanger saw that poverty and
childbearing seemed inextricably
linked. After each pregnancy, women
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pleaded with doctors and nurses to tell
them the secret of contraception. But
the laws stopped them from telling the
few facts known. Despite an intellectual acceptance of the need for contraception, it was in 1912 when a patient,
only recently recovered from a botched
abortion, died from a second back-alley
procedure, that Sanger found her life's
calling. She walked the streets for
hours, determined at last she would
"start the alarm" ...tell the world what
was going on in the lives of these poor
women. "I would be heard. No matter
what it cost, I would be heard."
Sanger decided to confront the Cornstock law by bringing available
contraceptive information to the public. Her first issue of the Woman Rebel
in March, 1914, as well as three succeeding issues, were banned by the
Post Office. Her final challenge came
in a pamphlet, Family Limitation, a
specific description of douches, condoms and suppositories, which was
eventually translated into 13 languages
and distributed by the millions. On
August 25, 1914, she was indicted by
the Federal government on nine counts
that could bring a jail sentence of 45
years. Her lawyers wanted her to cooperate with the court and get off on a
technicality. Sanger refused. Needing
time to assemble her defense and rally
support, she decided to flee to England, leaving her children with her
husband and sisters.
Sanger has occasionally been accused
of neglecting her children. She wrote of
her flight in 1914: "I had to fight this
through even if it meant leaving children, home, friends, everything I held
dear." Undoubtedly her children suffered. Much of the boys' time was spent
at boarding schools, and they may have
retained some bitterness. Although
both sons became doctors, Stuart stayed
pretty much aloof from the birth control movement and Grant only took a
leadership position late in life. In the
case of the youngest child, Peggy,
Sanger claimed she had frequent
dreams in England of her daughter
crying, "Mother, are you coming back?"
The dreams were always connected
with the number "6". Sanger booked
passage, arriving in New York in October, 1915. Shortly afterwards, Peggy
came down with pneumonia. Margaret
and her sister, Ethel Byrne, nursed the
child at home and at the hospital. There
were no antibiotics then; Peggy died on
November 6, the number her mother
had envisaged.
Sanger never got over her daughter's
death. For the rest of her life on November 6, she would stay closeted in
her room, brooding. Sanger had "reVOL XIV1990 ON THE ISSUES

grets mountain high, regrets that I did
not have better doctors...all the means
necessary to take proper care of a child,"
she wrote me in 1953. But guilt? "I
never felt guilt. Never."
The Federal government dropped its
Comstock case against Sanger in the
spring of 1916, giving her a moral victory. Still, she fought on, going into
court again for a broader interpretation of Sections 1142 and 1145 of the
New York State law. Margaret and her
sister Ethel opened the first birth control clinic in the country in the
Brownsville area of Brooklyn on October 16, 1916. For at least a week the
clinic was crowded with women. Then
the police raided the clinic.
Margaret would spend 30 days injail,
but the Brownsville case resulted in a
landmark decision. On January 8,1918,
Judge Frederick E. Crane of the Court
of Appeals, the state's highest court,
sustained Sanger's conviction — but
with a decision so broad it actually
gave Sanger many of her objectives.
Section 1145, said the court, not only
allowed a physician to prevent and
cure syphilis and other social diseases,
it also gave a physician the right to give
birth control advice to a married woman
for her health.
The trial and conviction of Margaret's sister, Ethel, preceded Margaret's and would stir the first of many
charges that Sanger was determined
to keep control of the movement. Ethel
made headlines for a week by going on

a hunger strike injail. She was forcefed with much brutality, and her health
seemed so precarious that a committee
of prominent women appealed to the
governor for her release.
When it seemed that Ethel's name
would dominate the movement, Margaret made certain her sister was forced
into retirement, claiming Ethel needed
a long recuperation from her ordeal,
which was certainly true. Although
there were other problems between
the two, Margaret's ego can be blamed
for their resulting estrangement.
Now that the Crane decision allowed
doctors to dispense birth control information, Sanger decided to set up the
first clinic under medical auspices. The
Clinical Research Bureau opened in
January, 1923. Its policy was to amass
complete records on every patient,
giving the medical profession the
chance to study the efficiency of contraceptive techniques. Thefirst1,800
cases were reported to a conference in
Chicago that October, and local doctors were impressed enough to open
their own clinic.
The Research Bureau eventually
moved to larger quarters at the
townhouse Slee had bought for Sanger,
with Dr. Hannah Stone in charge. But
even after six years and thousands of
cases, the police raided it. On March
23,1929, a Mrs. Tierney, who said she
had three children, was prescribed
Continued on page 34
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JANE from page 24
written by C. C. Stopes in 1905 based
on Madden's information. She is also
thought to be pictured in the portrait of
Henry the Eighth and His Family,
which hung in Hampton Court Palace
until it was damaged during a fire in
1986.
The portrait depicts various members of the Tudor family: one of his
queens (experts aren't sure which one)
and his children, Mary, Edward (VI)
and Elizabeth (I). In the flanks of the
picture are Henry's jester, Will Sommers, and a woman described in various accounts — none of them contemporary — as Sommer's wife, a waiting
woman, a functionary and Mary's fool.
The latter is thought to be the case, and
since Mary had only one recorded fool
— Jane — the picture is almost definitely of her.
In the portrait Jane is dressed well
but not as grandly as the other three
women. She wears a high-necked dress
with puffed shoulders, tight sleeves,
and a straight skirt with an outer
garment over it. Although she doesn't
look particularly jolly, there is a hint of
a smile on her face. She is looking over
her shoulder, away from the family, at
a winged dragon perched behind her.
The records show that Jane was entirely supported by Mary until the end
of the Queen's life. She was as well
clothed as the other ladies of the court
and, in fact, had a greater number of
garments given to her than they did.
She dressed in damask gowns and fur,
and in kirtles (an outer petticoat) of
red silk or white satin fringed with
silver and lined with linen and cotton.
But Jane wasn't your typical court
lady. She had her head shaved as often
as twice a month. While this was normal practice for male fools, it would
certainly have set her apart from the
other women at court. On her bald
head she wore a strange tight-fitting
cap. And she wore shoes. Lots and lots
of shoes. In one year she was first
granted 12 pairs, six months later 12
more and six months later yet 12 more,
some of them made of leather.
Mary paid for the laundering ofJane's
clothes, for needles — presumably for
needlework — and for her shoes. She
even paid for Jane's horse, its food and
its keeper, a man named Hogman. On
two recorded occasions Jane fell ill. In
1543 she was paid for "the tyme of her
seekness" for some unknown ailment.
Then in 1556 she had some kind of eye
injury and was sent away to be cared
for in a private home. Mary handsomely compensated Mrs. Ager, the
woman who cured Jane.
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They loved to make
jokes and riddles
about all manner of
unsavory things,
favorites being
about excrement
and farting
Mary even covered the cost of Jane's
love life. Every Valentine's Day, single
young men put their names in a box to
be drawn by an unmarried woman.
These women were then obligated to
give their "valentine" a gift. In 1555,
Jane gave her valentine, Mr. Harte,
three yards of black satin; the next
year Mr. Barnes got the same thing.
Both gifts were paid for by Mary.
We can learn from the accounts what
Jane wore and some of the things she
did to amuse herself, but what did she
do to amuse others? Unfortunately no
accounts of her antics have so far been
discovered. However, a look at Queen
Mary and at Jane's contemporary
(male) jokesters might give us some
idea of what she may or may not have
done.
The Queen's day was divided between
reading scriptures and studying classical literature, history, the sciences,
philosophy and foreign languages —
she was fluent in at least four. She
wrote compositions and did needlework. She played the harpsichord and
the lute and loved to dance. While
historians tell us she hated idleness
and vice, she played dice and her ac-

counts show she spent vast sums on
gambling losses.
Plagued with ill health throughout
her life, Mary may have turned to
laughter as a cure on the advice of her
mother, Katherine of Aragon. A letter
written by Katherine about her daughter said that a "little comfort and mirth
should undoubtedly be half a health
unto her. I have proved the like by
experience being diseased of the same
infirmary and know how much good it
may do."
Besides Jane, Mary had Lucrecia the
Tumbler to amuse her. When Henry
VIII died, she took Will Sommers into
her care and dressed him better than
Henry had. John Heywood, a famous
wit of the time, was often by her side
and amused her on her deathbed.
Mary might have liked a little fun,
but it must have been quite innocuous
since she was rather innocent. She
once overheard her Lord Chamberlain
jokingly call one of her ladies-in-waiting a whore. Thinking this was an
endearment, Mary later used it when
talking to this woman. Shocked and
embarrassed, the lady had to explain
to the Queen what it meant. Needless
to say, Mary did not use that particular
nickname again.
Fools at this time, however, were not
known for their discretion. While they
sometimes acted as critics, perhaps
even giving constructive advice to their
employers, they mostly sang bawdy
ballads and recited rude sdnnets. They
loved to make jokes and riddles about
all manner of unsavory things, favorites being about excrement and farting
(some things just don't change). They
leapt over tables and tripped people
up. They made faces. Practical jokes
went over big. Scaring someone by
hiding behind them and saying "boo"
was always a hit.
Rhyming contests where fools tried
to out-insult their employers and their
employer's friends were popular. Will
Sommers had such a bout with Cardinal Wolsey, a two-time candidate for
pope. The Cardinal started with, "a rod
in school, a whip for a fool is always in
season." Sommers retorted, "a halter
and a rope for him that would be pope
against all right and reason." Although
this was terribly insulting — and anyone else would probably have lost his
life for it — this is one of Sommers's
tamer compositions; most of his rhymes
wouldn't get past today's censors.
Some historians have suggested that
Jane was Sommer's wife. I hope not for
her sake. There is a story that he saw
his wife watching their pet cat chase
her tail round and round. He killed the
cat so his wife "wouldn't learn anyON THE ISSUES VOL XIV 1990

thing from it." He also spent many
nights in the wine cellar.
Still, by all accounts Will was terribly
popular and known for his kindness —
to humans if not to animals. On a firstname basis with Henry VIII and his
many queens, the King's council used
Will to put the king in a good mood so
they could ask for things. Will is also
said to have bullied his boss into helping many people out. (Though apparently not the queens!)
Of all Henry's followers, Will is one of
the very few about whom we have information. He is the subject of several
plays and stories and a few portraits,
not to mention nearly two columns in
the British Dictionary of National Biography. For all this, he is said to have
slept outdoors with the spaniels. (Who
knows where his wife slept?) When
Mary died in 1558, he drifted into
Shoreditch which was a hangout for
players and fools, where he stayed until
his death in 1560.
Much is also known about John Heywood, wit, court musician and dramatist. He merits six columns in the National Biography and many ofhis works
were published. His hatred of Will is
well documented. (He felt that he did
more work at Court than the fool did.)
Upon Mary's death, the Catholic Heywood fled to France, because he feared
religious oppression or death under
the new queen, Elizabeth.
So what might Jane have done? She
told stories and made jokes, presumably clean ones, or maybe they just went
over the Queen's head! It's likely she
gossiped, rode horses, sang, played
music and gambled with the Queen.
She might have danced, which may
explain the excess of shoes. It's possible she was literate, given that Mary
spent so much time reading and writing. She may have read to the Queen or
played games with her. If she was also
Catholic, Jane might have known
Latin. Perhaps they had a laugh while
conjugating verbs.
But we are left with more questions
than answers. Did she have a surname
other than Fool? Where did she come
from? Was she married? Did she sleep
with the dogs too? Was she at Mary's
deathbed with Heywood and did she
flee with him or drift like Will?
Isn't it sad that all this speculation is
necessary about Jane The Fool when
so much is recorded about Sommers
and Heywood? She doesn't merit any
space in the National Biography. Perhaps Jane and other such women led
uninteresting lives. Or that men, long
the guardians of our past, have conveniently not recorded the "unimportant" details of life — such as women.
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A good example of this can be seen in
Queen Mary's will. In one section she
listed all her women and servants by
name and stated how much she left to
each. The will has since been copied —
by men — and in each case they omitted this part. The original will has disappeared and with it hopes of learning
Jane's surname, if she had one, and the
information that name might make
possible. Historians did manage, bless
them, to mention a few bequests to
male members of the staff.
Many of Mary's letters and other
documents are still extant. Nowhere
outside of the accounts, however, is
there a mention of Jane. Of course it is
possible the Queen never wrote about
her fool. But, since Jane was Mary's
trusted companion for at least 20 years,
you would think that she would have
mentioned her somewhere, at least
once. I can only think that historians
have discarded or lost such items over
the years, thinking them insignificant.
As a result, we have suffered the loss
of information about a woman who
led a life different from that of maids
and monarchs. We are left to imagine
a bald-headed woman, elegantly
dressed, doing a soft-shoe shuffle.
This image elicits a smile but not the
stomach-aching chuckles to which
we are entitled.
•

decision of whether or not to carry a
pregnancy to term (1.5 million abortions a year in this country), they will
at least attempt to define the parameters of what an acceptable pregnancy
is, that is how, when, and in what
circumstances women should bring
children into theworld,and under what
conditions society will provide support
and, if any, reinforcement.
It is the ultimate NO WIN situation.
A world where "good girls" are defined
by strict codes of ever-changing norms
and expectations —and a world where
almost everyone loses. The collective
assumption for women is that the decision to have a child and be a mother is
an a priori positive. That reproductive
freedom or the right to abortion is a
negative value, the freedom from
rather than the freedom to. Motherhood is good, abortion is bad. But the
actualities don't support the premise.
The realities that women face look very
much like brick walls.
A woman is young, middle class,
unmarried and decides to keep and
raise her own child. She loses. Loses
respect, dignity and her place in her
social and political sphere. A mother of
three is an addict struggling to come
off drugs and cannot find a program to
help her. She wants to have and keep
her baby. The baby is put up for adoption and she has a chance of being
Denise Selleck is a freelance writer from criminally prosecuted. She also loses.
Another young woman wants to have
San Francisco, CA.
a family and an adequately paying
job so that she can raise her children
with some sense of economic security.
HOFFMAN from page 3
No good — she loses too.
Obviously, if you decide to allow your
protect women right out of the good
jobs." In this case, the fetus is a meta- fetus to come to term and be born, it
phor for the maintenance of the status must be born into what are considered
quo and the power structure in society. to be the appropriate circumstances or
Women now must work in particular you lose again. If you happen to be
jobs, not so much for the good of the incapacitated or in a coma, your next of
company, the good of their families kin may not have the ability to make
or the good of the state, but for the good decisions for you in the case of your
pregnancy—you're in a very real sense
of the fetus.
Fetus Power. Not only do you now on trial for your life —your life vs. the
have a chance to lose your job, your fetus. Most times you lose here also.
The power of mother, like the power
position in life, your economic security,
you have a real chance of losing your of women in general, is feared. The
freedom or your life. The thrust to response to this fear is the need to
"humanize" and consider the fetus as a control and the desire to compel. The
full person is the ultimate divide and fetus is a metaphor for this power. And
conquer game. Machiavellian in the as they are being positioned by antitruest sense, it places the woman in choice lawyers and strategic planners,
direct conflict with herself. Which ever fetuses may end up being a powerful
way she expresses her biological im- constituency. The world and women
perative, whatever her choice, it is ei- in particular will have seen nothing
like it. It is indeed a "brave new
ther a sin or a Pyrrhic victory.
Strategically positioning the battle world" — one that Arlene Pfeiffer and
on two fronts at once, the antichoice Nancy Klein and Marcia Levine and
forces intend to insure control of Leticia Valesquez know very well —
women's reproduction, if they are and one in which millions of women
•
unable to exert enough control over the will have to live.
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TALKING from page 15

why activist Jewish women wouldn't
petition for equality within Judaism.
Pogrebin: You are a successful Does such an effort exist inside the
woman but you still call yourself a Jewish community?
feminist; more precisely, a Jewish
David: You don't find feminists operfeminist. Given the apathy you des- ating within the Jewish community at
cribe, what makes you firm in your all. The major reason for this relates to
commitment to women and especially the change in the demographics of
your Jewish "special interests?" Could French Jewry. We used to be mainly
it be that in France, Jewish feminism Europeans and political progressives.
is more vigorous than secular femi- Then in the '50s and '60s there was a
nism?
large influx of Sephardic Jews and
David: I count myself part of the Oriental Jews from North Africa who
international Jewish feminist move- were expelled from their countries by
ment because I relate to what is hap- the process of decolonization. These
pening among Jewish women in other Jews are mostly rightists, highly tradiWestern countries. But in France, there tional, and with very conservative views
is no Jewish feminism as such, as there of gender roles. Not many women in
is in the States. A great many of our this community have a developed powomen were very active in the early litical consciousness or a sense of social
feminist movement but they were ac- entitlement.
tive as secular Frenchwomen, not as
Pogrebin: What explains your poJews, and I understand why.
litical consciousness? What factors
First of all, to be a Jew in France is a make you so different from other French
different story altogether from what it Jewish women?
is in your country. You Americans have
David: There are probably two reabeen multi-cultural from the start. We sons. First, my family has settled in
are a nation state. The French Revolu- three places — France, the United
tion obliged all the cultural minorities Kingdom, and the United States. I have
to do away with their particularities in always tended to identify emotionally
public life. Thus, Jews are seen as a and politically with the Anglo-Saxon
community only by religion, not by part of my heritage. And second, becultural or political standards. We don't cause I am very well traveled and have
have a Jewish political lobby; every- been exposed to many other cultural
thing happens through the parties. developments, I draw my inspiration
We don't even know our own numbers. from the women's movements I have
We can only estimate that there are found elsewhere, especially in the
700,000 Jews in France but we can't United States. Paris is terribly provintake a census because it's forbidden to cial, although not as much as the rest of
ask someone's religion in a political France where the Jewish situation is
contest. So, you can understand why mostly Orthodox and worlds away from
no autonomous Jewish women's move- pluralism.
ment would feel comfortable putting
Pogrebin: This is a very depressing
forth its own agenda.
report. How do you find the energy to
Pogrebin: When you were involved press on?
in the secular women's movement, how
David: Ah, because I see some progdid you deal with being a Jew?
ress. There are other women like
David: To be affirmatively Jewish myself, even though we are not
would have been impossible. The over- organized. And there are many young
all atmosphere of French feminism feminists who are coming up among
was anti-Jewish because the image of the second generation of Algerian,
French Judaism is orthodox Judaism Tunisian and Moroccan Jews. I'm
which is considered the epitome of counting on them. We are creating a
patriarchy and phallocentricity. Then secular Jewish Center in Paris. That
too, most of the French feminists come is big news, and lots of work trying
out of the extreme left and once you to gather support and money. But
have said that you have said every- the "lay" energy is there and next year
thing. It's not just that their Middle the liberals (equivalent to America's
East politics have always been anti- Reform Jews) will have their first
Israel, most feminists, including those woman rabbi. So mazel tov! There is
who were born Jewish, are very anti- cause to feel hopeful.
•
religious. They mistake the merest
attention to one's cultural heritage as Letty Cottin Pogrebin, a founding ediobscurantism.
tor of Ms., is the author of six books,
Pogrebin: That explains why there most recently Among Friends. She is
are no hyphenated identifying labels currently writing a personal memoir on
such as Jewish- feminist on the secu- being Jewish and feminist, entitled,
lar battlefront, but it doesn't explain Deborah, Golda and Me.
34

SANGER from page 31
contraception. Three weeks later, the
same woman, now Policewoman Anna
McNamara, returned with seven officers who arrested Dr. Stone, another
doctor, and three nurses, and removed
highly confidential patient records as
well as contraceptive materials.
Sanger would make new allies as a
result of the raid. Dr. Robert L. Dickinson, former president of the American
Gynecological Society, called a special
meeting at the New York Academy of
Medicine to protest the seizure of records and breach of confidentiality between doctor and^atient. Morris Ernst,
Sanger's lawyer, lined up prestigious
witnesses — a former city health commissioner and famed neurosurgeon
among them — who testified that the
clinic followed the law and met high
standards of public health. The judge
exonerated the clinic.
From 1918 on, Sanger had concentrated on gaining support from the
medical profession. Her commitment
to the target of a nationwide chain of
clinics under medical auspices led to
her most ambitious campaign. In 1919,
she set up the National Committee for
Federal Legislation for Birth Control
in Washington, D.C. Its objective was
to legalize the use of the mails and
other interstate carriers for contraceptive materials and information so that
doctors could prescribe freely for their
patients — to get through Congress
what she called a "Doctor's Bill".
The campaign brought birth control
to every corner of the country—nearly
1,000 resolutions were passed by organizations large and small petitioning Congress for the Doctor's Bill. The
General Federation of Women's Clubs
and the Federal Council of Churches of
Christ, representing 23 million Protestants, eventually supported it. Further, the campaign focused public
pressure on the medical profession.
Although the Doctor's Bill failed after
seven years, the New York Academy of
Medicine came out for birth control
in 1931; the American Medical Association did likewise in 1937.
Dickinson was one of the few prominent physicians to campaign inside the
profession. As late as 1925, Dr. Morris
Fishbein, editor of the Journal of the
AMA, insisted that no contraceptive
technique was "physiologically, psychologically and biologically sound in
both principle and practice". Most
doctors, fearful of controversy, shunned
birth control through the 1930s.
This antagonism to Sanger's clinic
blocked approval of a dispensary license even when she offered to incorpoON THE ISSUES VOL XIV1990

rate it in 1925 under a board including
Dickinson and other distinguished
physicians. Dickinson tried valiantly
to soften his profession's fear of sex
research and sexual reform. He established the Maternity Research Council
(MRC), and Sanger agreed to make the
changes at her clinic requested by MRC
and cooperate in supplying it cases for
study. But Dickinson still could not get
a dispensary license in 1925, or guarantee it when he tried again in 1929.
Sanger made further efforts at improved relations with the medical profession through what became known
as the "One Package" case. Birth control clinics had always lacked enough
diaphragms and pessaries. Therefore,
when Japanese doctors showed her a
new and improved type of pessary, she
contracted for a large shipment which
was seized in January, 1933, under
Section 305 of the Tariff Act, an outgrowth of the Comstock law.
Sanger's lawyer, Morris Ernst, went
to court to get the pessaries released.
He won in federal district court. When
the government carried the case to the
Court of Appeals, the decision not only
released the "one package" in question,
but ruled in favor of contraceptives
"which might be intelligently employed
by conscientious and competent physicians for the purpose of saving life or
promoting the well-being of their patients." The case was the most sweeping triumph of Sanger's career.
She had, as it turned out, done her job
so well that the movement had outgrown her. It had become a highly organized machine. Executives of the
American Birth Control League were
increasingly irritated by her "rugged
individualism", code-words for her
flamboyance and militant abrasiveness. There were almost 600 clinics —
some affiliated with the League, others
with Sanger's Research Bureau, the
rest with hospitals and public health
services. The conflicts between the
League and the education department
of Sanger's National Committee intensified. Both groups saw the need for
unity, which was accomplished under
a new name, the Birth Control Federation of America. Sanger was removed
from daily command, given the title of
Honorary Chairman (sic). Significantly,
the new president was a male physician, and the offices were moved to the
grey-flannel eminence of Madison
Avenue. The movement's conversion to
respectability was given a final polish
by another change of name to Planned
Parenthood Federation of America in
1942.
Sanger could have relaxed at Tucson,
enjoying the honors heaped on her, like
VOL XIV1990 ON THE ISSUES

the Doctor of Laws from Smith College. But instead ofretiring, she worked
at her final objective, the International
Planned Parenthood Federation
(IPPF). Her arrival in Japan on a world
organizing tour in 1952, was "the closest thing to a Hollywood opening night
I'd ever seen," reported a U.S. Army
officer at the dockside ceremony. She
returned to Japan again in 1954 to
receive a gold medal from the Emperor
and address the House of Counselors
in the Diet building. She had already
helped build IPPF to 18 affiliated nations. Today, it has expanded to 96.
She would live to see her vision become official government policy. In
1959, a Presidential commission urged
that our foreign affairs recognize the
link between a nation's economic
growth and stabilization of its population. President Eisenhower rejected
the report. Six years later, he switched
his position, stressing "the great need
of slowing down and finally stabilizing
the growth of the world's population".
Sanger would also live to see the last of
the anti-birth control state laws in
Connecticut overturned by the U.S.
Supreme Court in 1965, and the U.S.
Congress support both domestic and
overseas family planning programs in
1966.
Despite these victories, Sanger's
health was declining. She had long
suffered from a heart condition, and
started drinking heavily and taking
drugs to ease the pain. Friends who
visited her reported that she seemed
unstable, and that she failed to recognize them at times. Finally, her son
and legal guardian, Dr. Stuart Sanger,
placed her in a nursing home. On September 6, 1966, she died of leukemia.
In just 50 years, she had carried a
social revolution to almost every corner of the world, fusing the needs of
women with biological evolution.
With all her personal frailties and
her inability to grasp many of the
economic and political factors behind
the entrapment ofwomen, particularly
the poor, her furious concentration
on one feminist principle gives her
special meaning today. "When
motherhood becomes the fruit of a
deep yearning, not the result of ignorance or accident," she predicted, "its
children will become the foundation of
a new race."
•
Lawrence Lader became an associate
ofMargaret Sanger's while writing her
biography. He was the president of the
National Association to Reform Abortion Laws (later NARAL) from 19691975 and is currently president of Abortion Rights Mobilization (ARM).

THE CRUEL
DECEPTION
The use of animals
in medical research
Dr Robert Sharpe

Reacting to powerful moral arguments against the abuse of
animals, experimenters insist
that vivisection is not only essential for human health but
that without it we would still be
living in the dark ages.
But what are the scientific and
medical arguments? Are the
benefits really so great and what
are the alternative approaches
to research and health care
which do not depend on the ruthless exploitation of animals?
Dr. Sharpe demonstrates that
animal experiments not only
fail to advance our health, but
actually add to the burden of
disease. For decades, powerful
vested interests have used emotional blackmail, preying on the
fear of disease to sustain public
acceptance of vivisection. He
strips away the veneer and
exposes the myth.
Now available for
$12.95 postpaid from:
The American
Anti-Vivisection Society
O.T.I.

Suite 204 Noble Plaza
801 Old York Road
Jenkintown, PA 19046-1685
Phone: 215-887-0816
Order your copy today and
learn the truth behind...

"The Cruel Deception"
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FEEDBACK
STOP CONDESCENDING
COMMENTS
I just read my first copy of On the
Issues (Volume XIII) and was
very impressed by your clear and
thorough reporting. I found the
article on Susan Rosenberg particularly stimulating.
However, your format for "Win
Some, Lose Some" was somewhat disturbing. Although the chosen pieces
are provocative, I found the commentaries unnecessary. The need to
interpret and simplify anecdotes —
which in and of themselves are interesting and biting — struck me as
slightly condescending to the reader
and detracted from the "punch" that
the facts clearly delivered. Could
you not save these commentaries for
only those times when an additional
footnote is truly elucidating? You
dull the effect of an otherwise
evocative presentation of unusual
facts and, in so doing, talk down to
and possibly alienate a significant
portion of your readers.
Fay Moss
(No address given)
THANK YOUS
Just a piece of fan mail! I heard
Merle Hoffman speak at the Socialist
Action sponsored forum and picked
up a copy of On the Issues. This is
an excellent, accessible and radical forum the left needs more of.
I hope you continue to follow up
the story of Susan Rosenberg and
her fellow political prisoners. I also
thought the antichoice conference
article was especially good in its
lack of caricature. Keep the good
work oncoming.
Dawn Reel
New York, NY
I don't know how you got my name,
but I'm glad you did. An excellent
publication — the type, layout and
articles are marvelous. I'm sharing
it with other women I work with.
Fran O. McEwen
Gallipolis, OH
I have found your magazine refreshing and uplifting. It's too bad that
you are a rose among the thorns.
The women's magazines that are
available to me these days are full of
fluff. I must confess, I find that "fluff'
pleasurable; junk food for me, yet
still I want to read real news, real
issues, something with meat (or fiber?) in it. Thank you for giving the
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real thing. Thank you for keeping me
up-to-date.
Priscilla Meyers
Plattsburgh, NY
ABORTION — OTHER VIEWS
Eleanor J. Bader's article, "Stranger
In A Strange Land: Attending a
Right to Life Conference," was well
done and underlines the fact that the
time has come for the women's movement to develop a better strategy
for its prochoice position. Most polls
suggest that women in the United
States are in favor of some modified
form of legalized abortion, but are
against the open-ended right to
abortion that was encapsulated in
the slogan, "Abortion on Demand."
That slogan hurt the women's movement's position on abortion, for it
sounded petulant and irresponsible.
Rightfully, Betty Friedan condemned
it in a talk at Harvard Hillel a number
of years ago. "Our attitude," she
said, "is not that it's an occasion to
rejoice if you need an abortion —
an abortion is an occasion for sorrow —
but if you need one, you should be
able to get a safe one."
That I believe reflects the position
of most American women and should
reflect the prochoice strategy, one
which promotes its view in a slogan
such as: "Prochoice and Prolife." Prochoice is not pro-death, and that must
be made clear.
Women should be critical of abortion
clinics that allow anyone to have
an abortion for frivolous reasons, that
permit teenagers to have abortiens
without parental guidance, that
promote abortion as an extension of
birth control measures. On the contrary, abortion should be viewed
as an expression of "planned parenthood," with the understanding
that all issues of life (even those
of a 12-week-old fetus) are issues
that women respond to emotionally —
and rightfully so.
Roberta Kalechofsky, Ph.D.
Founder of Jews for Animal Rights
Marblehead, MA
I have another view on abortion, i.e.
government should neither deny nor
fund abortion. It should be kept separate from government, as in the separation of church and state. Other (private) means can be found to provide
funds for those who need help.
This issue, which arouses strong
emotion on both sides, detracts attention from other issues: The delivery of
health care, campaign finance reform,
corporate take-overs, environmental
concerns here and abroad, etc.

Education and reasoned debate
followed by citizen action are called
for. I think your magazine provides
some of that.
Barbara Case
Rochester, NY
POLITICAL REPRESSION REAL
I loved your magazine and was glad
that you sent me a sample copy.
Especially inspiring was the article
on Susan Rosenberg. Even though I
found her "hootzpa" shocking, I was
lifted to the heights by her insights
and sanity, courage and steadfastness.
And the article gave me hope —just to
know for sure that there is such political repression in this country (in spite
of the sanctimonious stance taken by
our media) that there are people, hidden though they may be in prisons,
who know and stand up for what they
know, is incredibly energizing to me. It
helps me to feel that I'm not crazy
because I perceive the world differently than our media.
Thank goodness that you are doing
this publication and bless you all (even
though I don't agree with all your
views).
Barbara A. Keller
Seaside Heights, NJ
•N THE ISSUES AWARDINNING JOURNALIST
ie Tenth Annual Bryant Spann Memorial Prize, awarded by the Eugene V.
Debs Foundation, in 1989 went to Mair Carlos Wilson for his article "America's Secret African War," (On the Is!S, Volume XI, 1989). The award was
shared with Robert Sherrill for "White
Collar Thuggery," The Nation {Nov. 28,
1988).
"America's Secret African War" disclosed the wide-spread involvement of
the United States in Morocco's savage
rar against the people of the Western
ihara. In 1988-89, Carlos Wilson journeyed twice to the Sahara, living among
the Sahrawis, taking innumerable photos that document both the outrages of
the war being waged against them and
their indomitable spirit.
The Eleventh Annual Bryant Spann
Memorial Prize of $1,000 will be
awarded in 1990 for the best article,
published or unpublished, written in
the Debsian tradition of social protest
and reform. For further details write to
the Bryant Spann Memorial Prize Committee, c/o The Department of History,
Indiana State University, Terre Haute,
IN 47809. Please enclose a stamped,
addressed envelope.
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BOOKS & PUBLICATIONS
AURORA PRESS. Books that catalyze
growth, transformation and balance.
Silver Dental Fillings: The Toxic Time
Bomb; Crystal Enlightenment; Coming
Home, A Guide to Dying at Home with
Dignity; Awaken Healing Energy
Through the Tao, plus many other titles.
For FREE CATALOG write to: AU RORA
PRESS, P.O. Box 573, Santa Fe, NM
87504; (505) 989-9804.
FREE LESBIAN MAIL ORDER BOOK
CATALOG describing over 300 books,
videos, records; send 2 stamps to:
Womankind Books, Dept. OTI, 5 Kivy
St., Hunt. Sta. NY 11746. Mailed
discreetly.
THE CHILDBIRTH PICTURE BOOK:
A Picture Story of Reproduction from a
woman's View TEXT, DISCUSSION,
GUIDE, GLOSSARY, RESOURCES.
English/French/Spanish/Arabic One
Sample Book $4.00. WOMAN'S INTERNATIONAL NETWORK 187 Grant St.,
Lexington, MA 02173.

JOHN VYVYAN'S
CLASSICS
In An!l-Vivisecllon Literature

In Pity And
In Anger.
$9.95
The Dark Face
of Science
$10.95
MICAH
PUBLICATIONS
255 Humphrey St.
Marblehead, MA. 01945
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BIRTH CONTROL: FACTS...FICTION
...AND ESP—THE CHOICE IS YOURS
examines and evaluates all methods with
special consideration to Effectiveness,
Safety and the Personalities of individual
users (ESP) and the method best suited to
each personality. Published by CHOICES
Women's Medical Center, Inc. One-10 copies: $3.00 each; 10-25 copies: $2.50 each;
over 25 copies: $2.00 each.
THE BATTLE TO DEFEND ABORTION
CLINICS—The inside truth about the recent anti-choice invasion of New York City's
abortion clinics. Includes problems with police, pro-choice strategies for defense and
political analysis. Available in pamphlet
form. Produced by the New York ProChoiceCoalition. Individual copies $2; bulk
rates available. New York Pro-Choice Coalition c/o Choices, 97-77 Queens Blvd., Forest Hills, NY 11374.

BE SLIM & BEAUTIFUL in every way
on low income. Holistic approach to life
regarding physical-spiritual health &
economics. Religious, but also practical
& realistic. 32 page booklet $2.
SPRAGUE, 38 Washington, Attica, NY
14011.

SERVICES

EDUCATION
WISE WOMAN CENTER healing
retreats, workshops, apprenticeships.
Free brochure, POB 64 Ol, Woodstock,
NY 12498,

COUNSELING

TO&men
TO&tnen

FEMINIST

PSYCHOTHERAPIST

For a change in your life, we invite you to
try: THE WISHING WELL. Features current members self-descriptions (listed by
code), letters, photos, resources, reviews,
and more. Introductory copy $5 00 ppd.
(discreet first class). A beautiful, tender,
loving alternative to The Well of Loneliness." Confidential, sensitive, supportive,
dignified. Very personal. Reliable reputation, established 1974. Free, prompt information. Women are writing and meeting
'1 other EVERYWHERE through.

THE CHOICE OF A
THERAPIST
IS A POLITICAL CHOICE

Wuhina Well

MELODY M. ANDERSON

P.O. Box 713090
Santee. CA 9?072-3090

M.A.M.S. C.S.W.

(212) 529-7832

TRAVEL
CLOTHING

EARTHWISE, Outdoor Adventures For
Women. No experience necessary, small
groups, fun, excellent instruction, fully outfit- AT LAST! Work clothes, gloves & boots
ted. 23 Mt. Nebo Road, Newtown, Conn. for hardworking women. Free Catalog.
Workables for Women, 3 Oak Valley,
06470 (203) 426-6092.
Clinton, PA 15026-0214
HAWK, I'M YOUR SISTER, Women's
Wilderness canoeing year round,
nationwide. Guided, outfitted, excellent
instruction, great food. P.O. Box M09-I,
Sante Fe, NM 87504. (505) 984-2268.

HIPPOCRATES
HEALTH ENCOUNTER
America's First t Flnot VtogtUrlui Rssort
Dctoilry, Raduc* Stress, Enjoy Lite

t

t

(407) 471-W76
1443 Palmdal* Court
Vtast Palm Batch. FL 33411

FILMS & VIDEO
THE ELIZABETH STONE HOUSE is a
women's mental health program based
on self-help and peer support. Our prizewinning video on women's mental issues
is available for rental or purchase.Oral
histories
book
available
for
purchase.Volunteers welcomed as
advocates for residents. P.O. Box 15,
Jamaica Plain.MA 02130; 617-522-3417.
"MH: ON THE ISSUES", Merle Hoffman's cable TV feminist talk show featuring
guests and topics of vital concern to women
is available on %" or VHS as single tapes or
the entire series of 10. Single Tapes $40.00
purchase, Series: $275.00 purchase c/o
ON THE ISSUES or phone the Public Relations Dept. at 718-275-6020.
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Selling Socially
Responsible
Products, Concepts
or Services ?

ON THE ISSUES classifieds are
well worth your consideration. Four
times a year ON THE ISSUES
reaches over 150,000 active and
caring readers. Try us. You will find
ON THE ISSUES classifieds the
most effective means to reach a
whole new audience.
RATES
Classifieds: $5.00 per line, 3-line
minimum(40 characters or spaces
per line, including punctuation).
Display Classifieds: $40 per column-inch (2 3/8" wide; 3x rate $35).
Please enclose your check with your
ad copy and send to:
ON THE ISSUES, 97-77 Queens
Blvd., Forest Hills, N.Y. 11374,
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A N.Y. State licensed facility
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Since 1971
- Founder/President

Merle Hoffrnan

Choices
Women's Medical Center Inc.

The highest quality medical treatment in a positive, supportive and educational
environment. We make feminist concepts a reality.
All Women's Reproductive and Gynecological Services including Sonography.
At CHOICES all patients are encouraged to practice "Patient Power", a participatory
approach to healthcare, conceived and instituted by Merle Hoffman.

Patient Power
1. Patient Power is the right to question your doctor.
2. Patient Power is not being intimidated by the medical
establishment.
3. Patient Power is making medicine work for you.
4. Patient Power is knowledge of the power of your own will to health.
5. Patient Power is awareness of available medical choices.
6. Patient Power is assertive questioning of the medical system.
Medicaid

Blue Cross

1199

7. Patient Power is knowing all your options.
8. Patient Power is being informed of your rights a n d
responsibilities.
9. Patient Power is comparison shopping for doctors a n d drugs.
10. Patient Power is being a n informed consumer.
1 1 . Patient Power is integrity and responsibility.
12. Patient Power is a discipline of self awareness.
Visa

Mastercard

Amex

Open Mon. - Sat.

718/275-6020
97-77 Queens Blvd., Forest Hills, N.Y. 11374

° N J H E ISRSlJf S
97-77 Queens Boulevard
Forest Hills, New York 11374
(718)275-6020

Bulk Rate
u s

Postage

PAID
Permit No. 63
Mechanicsburg, PA

