TANYA MELICH: WHY VOTE? • GREENPEACE WARRIOR • RAISING SONS

THE P R O G R E S S I V E W O M A N ' S

QUARTERLY

9n*

1

'A

1

'A

Mianne Malveaux & Tammy Bruce on Race and Hypocrisy

WHEN

OF

POLITICS

AS

USUAL

Subscribe to The Nation.
For over 180 years. The Nation lias been speaking the truth to power, providing pivrisely what the
politicians and Hie mainstream press lea.sl want you lo read: Explosive investigative reports.
Provocative essays hv Hie counlry's most independent and articulate voices. A Rethinking forum for
genuinely fresh ideas. A nghl-\vini>- watch. And more.

Get 47 weekly issues of
TheNationforjust$26.
That's

$91 OFF
THE SINGLE COPY PRICE!

Take advantage of oiir upecial half-price offer.
Get 47 weekly issues oiTlie. Xation for just $'.iO.
RETURN COUPON TO THE NATION, P.O. BOX 37072, BOONE. IA 5 0 0 3 7
NAME
ADDRESS
CITY

^ STATE .

•

PAYMENT ENCLOSED

•

ZIP

BILL ME

All foreign subscriptions please add $55 for airmail postage or
$18 for surface mail, poyable in advance in U.S. dollars only

S U M M E R 1996

VOLUME V • NUMBER THREE

ON IKE ISSUES
THE PROGRESSIVE W O M A N ' S

QUARTERLY

features
16

COVER STORY Can We Talk?

TAMMY BRUCE AND IULIANNE MALVEAUX

On racism and domestic violence, two radical radio hosts get their signals crossed.
22

RELIGION Claiming Sacred Ground

PHYLLIS CHESLER

Women's eight-year struggle to pray out loud at "the Wailing Wall."
PAGE 16

Talk showdown

26

MEDICAL POLITICS Women Who Trust Too Much

DEBORAH JOHNSON

Wliat AIDS commercials don't tell you.

?*

29

SELF-DEFENSE When Street Harassment Gets Nasty

TERESA YUNKER

...Should you mouth off or bite your tongue?
32

PORTFOLIO An Artist Takes Stock

SUE COE

From inside slaughterhouses and meat farms...
ABUSE PREVENTION LAWS
" w i a B E ENFORCED

36

PACE 12

CIVIL RIGHTS Attack of the Morally Challenged

FRED PELKA

Congress goes after the disabled.

Cambridge initiative
40 ACTIVISM Greenpeace Warrior

GILLIAN MURPHY

How I set sail from Tahiti to stop the bomb.
44

FAMILY VALUES Raising Sons as Allies

PAUL KIVEL

WJiile race and gender uwrs rage, what can parents do on the home front?

departments
PACE 32

Carnage a la carte

6

Feedback

8

Pith & Vinegar

10

columns
2

Front Lines

Speaking Truth

to O n e Another RONNI SANDROFF
3

Merle Hoffman

Peak Experience

Talking Feminist
• Affirmative Action
DEBORAH A. COOKSEY AND MARILYN K. EASTER

book & film reviews
48 Tanya Melich, author of

• Galloping Media M o n o p o l y STEVEN HILL
• Domestic Violence-Free Zone
PACE 40

ELEANOR J. BADER

Protest, Tahitian style
• I n s u r a n c e C o m p a n i e s Sock It
to Battered W o m e n DONNA PARSONS
• Our Clinics/Ourselves

The Republican War Against Women
INTERVIEWED BY JULIA KAGAN

51 A Woman Scorned, by Peggy Reeves
Sanday REVIEWED BY LORRAINE DUSKY
52 Amazing

Grace, b y Jonathan Kozol

REVIEWED BY ELEANOR j . BADER

MARY LOU CREENBERG
53 Books in Brief
• A n Eye for a n Eye C a n Make
t h e W h o l e World Blind SIOBHAN BYRNE

54 Antonia's Line and Anne Frank
Remembered

PACE 4 8

Republican renegade

FILM REVIEWS BY KATHI MAIO

60 Back Page
Smile, Baby, Smile ELLEN SNORTLAND

ON THE COVER Photographed for ON THE ISSUES by David Butow/SABA.

55 H o m e Videos in Brief

front

lines

Ronni Sandroff

ONlWSSIIES
THE

PROGRESSIVE

VOL. V • NO. 3

SPEAKING TRUTH
TO ONE ANOTHER

W O M A N ' S

QUARTERLY

SUMMER 1996

Publisher/Editor-in-Chief
MERLE HOFFMAN
Editor
RONNI SANDROFF
Executive Editor
JOHN STOLTENBERG
Editor-at-Large
PHYLLIS CHESLER
Art Director
JOY TOLTZIS MAKON

"Hit the mute button" was my cry for over a year when
news and non-news ("The jury has taken a long weekend") about the O.J.
Simpson case dominated the airwaves. My one-woman protest against the
media's psychic assault helped me tune in to how the deeper issues for women
were being drowned out by the blaring static of over-reporting.
One piece of information that's been underanalyzed is the polling results
that revealed that many black women and white women had diametrically opposed views on the Simpson verdict and the essential social lessons of the case.
This issue's cover story brings those clashing perceptions to the surface in a
conversation between two feminist radio-show hosts—Tammy Bruce and Julianne Malveaux—about the strategic priority the feminist movement places
on issues of gender and race. "Can We Talk?" is a raw, authentic, impassioned,
and sometimes angry conversation about the feelings and deep disagreements
that have been buried by both the media blitz and our own self-censorship and
political correctness. We bring it to you in the hope that understanding one another deeply on a political and emotional level will help us work better together in the future. In the words of the poet May Sarton:

Special Projects Advisors
JULIA KACAN
ANNE MOLLECEN SMITH
Book Review Editor
SALLY OWEN
Production Editor
KAREN ROSE
Contributing Editors
CHARLOTTE BUNCH
IRENE DAVALL
KATHERINE EBAN FINKELSTEIN
CAROLYN CAGE
BELL HOOKS
FLO KENNEDY
JULIANNE MALVEAUX
FRED PELKA
MARGE PIERCV
ELAYNE RAPPING
ARLENE RAVEN
Advertising Sales
C. J. LONOFF
Marketing Director
JOY SILVER
ON THE ISSUES: THE PROGRESSIVE WOMAN'S

For a long time, we shall have only to listen,
Not argue or defend, but listen to each other.
Let curses fall without intercession,
Let those fires burn we have tried to smother.
What we have pushed aside and tried to bury
Lives with a staggering thrust we cannot parry.

Another piece of unfinished feminist business tackled in this issue is how we
raise our male children. Although feminist thinking has had a sweeping, positive impact on the raising of girls in this society, it's had relatively little to say
about how we raise our boys—especially when they reach the rough waters of
adolescence. Paul Kivel's compassionate, nitty-gritty piece, "Raising Sons as
Allies," is one of ON THE ISSUES' first forays into the politics of parenting.
This issue is Kathi Maio's debut as our film-and-video reviewer, and, happily, she finds two films to love. If you're looking for inspiration, read "Claiming
Sacred Ground," Phyllis Chesler's account of courageous Jewish women fighting for their right to pray aloud at "the Wailing Wall" in Jerusalem. And don't
miss Gillian Murphy's riveting account of serving as a "Greenpeace Warrior"
in the South Pacific.
In our book section, special projects advisor Julia Kagan interviews Tanya
Melich, a former Republican activist, who tackles the question of whether voting in national elections is a profound (if often depressing) duty or simply a
distraction from "real" political work. This is one of many issues that have
provoked deep disagreements among our editorial staff. But, hey, at ON THE ISSUES we don't push the mute button on controversy. •
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Merle Hoffman

PEAK EXPERIENCE
Everest—avatar of the Himalayas.
Everest—whom the Nepalese call Sagantartha and the Tibetans call Chomolungma
"Great Mother Goddess of the Earth."
The coldness-starkness-eminent loneliness of the thing.
Rising in self-contained purity, its summit draped in a constant cloud
like some diaphanous shawl—worn with a bit of pique.
Just enough to make a difference,
to separate it from all the others.
Mother Goddess—sitting at 29,028 feet—the highest point on the planet.
Eternally indifferent to her lovers—paying ambitious self-centered homage to her
dangerous challenges; performing physical rituals of her demanding worship—
struggling over the landscapes of her contours.
No possibility of mutuality here—only the form, function, and paraphernalia of conquestropes, hooks, chains, oxygen.
And death as a constant companion.

O

N THE EVE OF MY FIFTIETH BIRTHDAY, IT SEEMS

oddly natural that I find myself in an old
Russian helicopter rising thousands of miles
over the Himalayas with a sense of destiny fulfilled. I
have traveled to Everest, the ultimate metaphoric and
material challenge, to stand in her presence in a sacred singular ceremony to mark my passage.
I needed a rarefied atmosphere to contemplate the
meaning of life and the meaning of my life, and I
found it at the Everest View Hotel at almost 14,000
feet, the "hotel at the highest point in the world."
Here, with the Great Mother Goddess outside my
window, with no running water and no heat, where
there is a history of at least one guest dying of altitude sickness, I wanted to deny physicality—to transcend the limits of my body and breathe only the
oxygen of reflection.
Fifty. The number looms, stands apart, pulsates
with external meanings. I wanted to pass through it
like all the others, to diffuse the boundaries of time
and date—the statistics of celebrity achievement at
50-plus, the inane jokes, the anti-aging propaganda—
all the wisdom static that surrounds this particular
passage. The world was definitely too much with me.
Erica Jong knew the feeling. In Fear of Fifty she
wrote that "at fifty the last thing I wanted was a pub-

lic celebration." For her fiftieth birthday, "unlike Gloria Steinem," she did not want to "rise resplendent in
an evening gown, shoulders dusted with glitter and
say, 'This is what fifty looks like.'" Taking off for a
spa in the Berkshires three days before her birthday
with her daughter, Molly, her thoughts "alternated
between terror and acceptance."
Even so, Jong did not have the added pressure of
becoming 50 in 1996.1 who never was a joiner, who
am an only child who never liked to be part of collectives and groups, find myself by pure accident born
in the first baby boomer year to reach that milestone,
fated to read about my birthday in The New York
Times as the beginning of a "fateful countdown" that
will have "a member of the baby-boom generation
marking a 50th birthday every seven seconds every
day for the next 18 years." That's more than 10,000
people "crossing daily into the 'mature market.'" Yes,
I want to escape from the culture that will now barrage me with appropriate products for this "point" in
my life—from reduced-fat Campbell's cream soups to
a "boomer-relevant Mercedes Benz."
To remove myself from materiality, I have come to
Nepal, to a world that is, ironically, intensely physical. From Everest, where the rarefied atmosphere creates a constant focus on one's breath, to Katmandu,
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If, as many theorize, gender is socially constructed, why is the color
of biological determinism bleeding through everything I see here?

where the fog of pollution and the stench
of poverty and incense do the same, I
find myself immersed in the body far
more than at home, surrounded by an
endless cycle of death, birth, and rebirth
that triggers a rush of physical memories
of my own history.

I

WHO AM s o M U . l l \ CHILD

Katmandu, where I come face to face
with a living Goddess.
Chosen at age four for her courage in
the face of death (candidates are shown
the head of a recently slaughtered animal), this particular Goddess is a prepu-

time being worshiped as a Goddess really changes them forever?
Photographs are forbidden, but
money is expected as an offering for her
upkeep. In a strange combination of
voyeurism and prayer, I drop a few coins
on the plate and eagerly wait
until She appears—dressed in
red satin, head high, a flash of
fantasy made real.
Red: the color of blood, passion, and death. Sense memories bring back my first menstruation and the rituals that
surrounded my physical and
symbolic entry into female sexuality. I can feel it, smell it, see
the redness that miraculously
emanated from my body. I
know again the sting of my
mother's hand as it struck the
side of my face in an ancient ritual handed down from mother
to daughter. The slap that
means "your sex is your curse.
Now that you are a woman you
will know Eve's legacy of childbirth and pain."

of my time and place, who
have spent so much of my life
and work helping women to
free themselves from "biology is destiny," find myself in
a place where separating the
two is impossible, where the
social and political conditions
that allow Western women
some degree of control over
their bodies do not exist.
Katmandu, where abortions (illegal for all reasons)
are done by inserting filthy
chopsticks into the uterus;
where women suckle their
newborn babies on mats in
cow dung because childbirth
is considered ritually unclean;
where there are no boundHAT DOES BEING FIFTY
aries between life and death,
mean for a woman—for a
the sacred and profane, clean
feminist? Is it possible to deconand dirty, sexual and cerebral;
struct the passage of time so
where Hindu worshipers of
that one remains purely intellecShiva prostrate themselves on
tual in response to an aging
cigarette-strewn altars with
self? If, as many theorize, genmonkeys chattering madly
der is socially constructed, why
above them and the smell of
is the color of biological detershit everywhere.
minism bleeding through everyKatmandu, where yogis
thing I see here?
demonstrate their renunciaI think of Ecclesiastes, my fation of the flesh by drinking
vorite book of the Bible, the most
urine and lifting 20-pound
Hoffman in the shadow of the Great Mother Goddess
philosophical and existential of
stones with their penises, and
there is the daily ritual of families cre- bescent girl who reigns for the years all the texts: "Vanity, all is vanity." Is the
mating a loved one—on public funeral prior to her first menstruation. The "Ku- belief that one can truly escape one's biopyres—with yellowed arms and legs mari" is housed in a temple with a fe- logical reality the ultimate vanity?
dangling visibly through the flames male guardian where she remains for
Here in the shadow of the Great Mothwhile the ashes brush up against my years, practicing the daily ritual of show- er Goddess and in the presence of the
ing herself to mortals for a few seconds living one, there is no room for rhetoric. I
face.
know that I am the result of my choices.
And the whole thing is going on at every 10 minutes.
I am told that repatriated menstruat- I have transcended my biology for a
once, played out next to and through
each other. It is a lived expression of a ing Kumaris are not sought after as time, but at a price.
value system in which all reality is per- wives in their villages—something about
Motherhood had never been part of
ceived as ultimately connected, where them being too difficult, too different. my girlhood fantasies or lexicon of self.
animals and humans participate equally Perhaps the loss of their temporary saAlways shunning the domestic and
in the divine, and life and death are sign- cred power leaves a residue in the collec- maternal, I turned toward the mythic
tive consciousness, or is it that all that and heroic to commit myself to a moveposts on an eternally renewable journey.
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ment and a vision. But it was always
there, lurking just at the borders of my
consciousness: the wish for a child, particularly a little girl, the ultimate vanity
of desiring a flesh-and-blood repetition
of myself. My diary entry the day before
my abortion reads, "For one night I am a
mother."
Erikson wrote, "A woman who does
not fulfill her innate need to fill her
uterus with embryonic tissue is likely to
be frustrated or neurotic." But here in
the fierce reality of the mountains, I am
filled with the enormous possibilities for
spiritual and creative generativity.
My inner space, not filled by embryonic tissue, is the field and grounding for
the growth of my politics, my work, and
my vision of women's health and
women's freedom.
I think of the last 25 years: building
Choices, defining and realizing a world
where women's lives and women's realities were named and validated; the thousands of women who came expecting
and receiving safety, compassion, and
understanding; all the lives touched, all
the lives that touched mine; the deferred
dream of doing the same for Russian
women; all the great and small political
battles fought and those still to come.
I leave Katmandu on March 8, International Women's Day.
On that day, the streets are filled with
Nepalese feminists marching, shouting,
and holding large placards that read,
"We demand the right of property ownership." I also learn that while I was
there an international conference of
peasant women was convened to name
the issues of rural female oppression and
begin to demand structural changes.
And that work is being done to supply
women with "clean delivery kits" to reduce the soaring rate of maternal and infant mortality. The feminist vision is taking hold.
Now back in New York, I know that I
am changed but am not sure how. I have
passed over to the next half-century of
my life. I have gone to the highest point
in the world to find myself thrust back
into the depths of my being.
In an effort to transcend materiality I
am even more grounded. In celebrating
my ability to control and direct my biology, I have been radically reminded that
it is a singular privilege to do so.
I understand that the struggle for
women's freedom is a global and generational one, and that I may never see the
results in my lifetime. I also know that it
is a gift to be part of the process. •
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wJFhile the debate on women and work continues to rage in
the media and in politics, this timely and powerful book lets
women speak for themselves—in voices that are impassioned
and alive. Sixty-five women working every imaginable job
speak out on the challenges they've met in the workplace,
the struggle to balance family and work, and its ultimate
importance to their sense of self.
"Sara Ann Friedman creates a document of singular significance;
she conducts these voices in an opera of laughter, outcries,
shouts and declarations." —Regina Barreca, author of
The) Used to Call Me Snow White...But 1 Drifted

IN BOOKSTORES NOW FROM VIKING

feedback
Riot Grrl Responds
Months ago, I heard through riot grrl
grapevines that OTI was doing a story
on us ["Where Feminism Rocks," spring
1996]. I read the article when it came out,
and was pretty troubled by some of the
content—particularly in the same issue
with Sheila Jeffreys's excellent critique,
"Orgasm Politics." My general complaint is that the article was absolutely
clueless to much of what riot grrls are
about, and made some pretty sweeping
generalizations about what "we" think
anyhow, based on the comments of only
one actual grrl (Tamra of Lucid Nation).
However, the really frightening contradiction here is the ways in which the
author represented Tribe 8, a band that
blatantly advocates sadomasochism and
also romanticizes battery. The lead
singer thinks it's a terribly liberating
statement to get on stage wearing a
strap-on dildo.
I'm moaning at this because it's really
exactly the sort of thing Sheila Jeffreys is
critiquing. I hope future coverage of
grrls will be both written by an actual
grrl, and from an explicitly feminist perspective. The MTV-esque media portrayal of riot grrls as hot young babes
"liberating" ourselves through lots of violent sex is not my riotous way of being.
As the ever-so-popular objects of male
fantasies, adult lust, and sexual violence, girls and grrls have every good
reason to fight the pornographication
(my word, I think) of our sexualities and
bodies. Despite the messages we keep
getting about who we "all" are, and
how we're supposed to smile, be
"strong" enough to take it, and love
being sexually annihilated, a good number of us do resist!
One other comment: I am really
bristling at the Irene Pivetti profile,
which seems to take her anti-Semitism
so lightly while continuing to pay her
O N THE ISSUES welcomes letters and considers
them for publication in the magazine and on the
Internet, unless otherwise specified. Letters may
be edited for clarity and space. Send to O N THE
ISSUES, Choices Women's Medical Center, Inc.,
97-77 Queens Blvd., Forest Hills, NY 113743317 or e-mail to onissues@echonyc.com.

"You seem to think that anything that inspects
pom (short of categorical condemnation)
must be porn—a dogmatism more befitting
of the reLigiousright."—SUSANFALUDI

these backhanded "she's such a strong
woman" compliments!
Beth Ribet

Stockholm Syndrome or
Female Agency?
How can a magazine that bills itself as
"The Progressive Woman's Quarterly"
publish something as regressive and reactionary as Sheila Jeffreys's "How Orgasm Politics Has Hijacked the Women's
Movement" [spring 1996]?
When Jeffreys assumes that all heterosexual and all lesbian sex that in any
way plays with a balance of power is degrading to women and a manifestation
of false consciousness, she denies a vital
part of many women's lives. For myself
and many other women, the expression
of sexuality and the experience of sexual
pleasure is an integral part of feminism.
The writings of women like Susie Bright
and Pat Califia, the Ms. "Hot Unscripted
Sex" section, as well as much of the erotica that Jeffreys calls "unreflective" do
not deny the fact that sociopolitical constructions of gender and power can and
do influence sexuality. But instead of
sweeping pleasure under the rug or running away from it, sex-positive and erotica writers explore the possibilities of
taking control of power dynamics instead of being controlled by them, and of
sex practice that carves out an area between asexuality and destructiveness—
where women can take pleasure without
danger to themselves and without guilt
over their desires.
What gives Jeffreys the right to define
lesbian-feminism (and lesbianism and
feminism separately) as one thing and
one thing only? It is not true that any sex
act that has ever been a tool of oppression must necessarily always be oppressive. In asserting this, Jeffreys produces a
reductive and essentialist view of
women that is ultimately disempowering, because it buys into the myth of the
fundamental differences between males
and females that has been traditionally
used to hold women back. (Furthermore,
when she claims that sexual feelings are
"learned" and can be "unlearned," it is
only a short logical step to say that lesbians, gays, and bisexuals can unlearn

their attraction to partners of the same
gender and be "cured," a disturbing and
all-too-common view.)
Jeffreys's reduction of sexual pleasure
to the Stockholm Syndrome erases what
is to me and to many others the most important aspect of feminism: female
agency. She implies that pleasure is too
dangerous for us to handle. She denies
our ability to make our own choices
about our desires and our bodies. What
could be less feminist than that?
Lisa Jarvis
Oakland, CA

Save the Sperm
I have one (tiny) criticism about your
last issue. Please rethink your lighthearted treatment of the lowered male
sperm count in your [spring 1996] Pith
& Vinegar department. The environmental assault we are perpetrating on
ourselves (which is affecting both male
and female fertility, not to mention the
rest of the animal kingdom) is a subject
that could use your fantastic investigative journalism.
Kathleen Zeitlin
Salt Lake City, UT

Exploited Men
I would like, first of all, to correct the
several erroneous statements you made
in "What the New Yorker Didn't Tell You
About Susan Faludi's Pimp" [Pith &
Vinegar, spring 1996]. In your item taking me to task for having written a story
about male actors in the porn industry,
in The New Yorker, you say: "Faludi got
most of her connections through Bill
Margold, who took her on a pimp's tour
of the L.A. pornography industry, and
she bought it." I did not get any "connections" through Margold, and he did
not take me on a guided tour, literal or
otherwise. In fact, I interviewed him fairly late in the process. Furthermore, I
hardly "bought" what he said, and the
story did not portray him in a flattering
light.
More disturbing to me is the egregious, and I can't help but wonder if intentional, misreading of my article. You
condemn the article simply for having
focused on the men. You suggest that the
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article took the side of the men and
ignored women's exploitation. But
you utterly miss the irony and complexity of the male actors' situation,
and ultimately you miss the point,
which is that our image-based economy increasingly places men in the
"feminine" role with all the exploitation and agonies that implies. This is
a phenomenon that is manifest in the
most extreme and literal form in the
porn industry, but is present
throughout our "glamour" (a word I
use, by the way, ironically, not, as
you seem to think, with approval)
culture—a culture that demands and
judges increasingly on the basis of
bodily display.
There's lots of room for debate
with such a theory, but you chose not
to deal with the ideas, opting instead
for an ad feminem attack. You seem
to think that anything that inspects
porn (short of categorical condemnation) must be porn—a dogmatism
more befitting of the religious right.
Most troubling, to attack a woman
writer not for her ideas but in the
veiled terms of sexual innuendo
(Margold is my '"pimp," etc.) is characteristically misogynistic.
Susan Faludi
Los Angeles, CA

Radical Notion
I am a 13-year-old female who received a
copy of your amazing magazine. It blew
me away, and woke me up. It made me
realize the raping and torturing of
women is basically accepted in most of
the world. After all, feminism is the radical notion that women are people.
Alex Orban
Denton, MD

Mind Control
Last night before bed I began reading
your magazine—I was just going to read
one or two articles because it was already late at night. I finally tore myself
away from the magazine at about 3:00
A.M., after reading almost every article.
Your reasoned arguments were a joy to
read. As I read the articles, I felt I could
trust the writers—I didn't feel as though
I were being coerced into someone's
image of an ideal feminist.
As an anti-Castro Cuban lesbian-feminist, I've had my fill of attempts at mind
control: The mucho-macho anti-Castro
Cubans dislike feminists, and the feminists all seem to be pro-Castro. I disagree
with right-wing, anti-Castro politics; yet
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all cause. But because something is
talked about by right-wing, left
wing, or whatever wing in this country does not mean they plan to do a
damn thing about any of it—especially if it threatens their power base.
The struggle for all human equality
has just begun.
Thomas Evans
N. Massapequa, NY

4th March, 1996

Take Your Daughter
to the Do jo
After I read "What Is Justice for a
Rape Victim?" [winter 96], one statement made by Phyllis Chesler kept
rattling around in my mind: "As yet,
not a single Bosnian woman has
picked up a gun to defend herself..."
Yours sincerely,
I kept asking myself why this was
true. Then I asked myself if I would
know how to defend myself if someMaureen A. Stevens
one attacked me and the answer was
no. Then I asked myself why women
of all ages are not routinely taught to
lill/ohnston sent her article "£500 With Interest"
defend themselves against the preda[spring] to Princess Diana and received this reply.
tors who do rape and worse so that
we could break this vicious cycle that
exists over the myth of feminine
I cannot agree with his cruel, totalitarian helplessness.
rule (which I experienced first-hand). I
Why haven't national organizations
believe there is no excuse for totalitarian- like NOW insisted that self-defense
ism—not under any guise. I would love training become part of school curricuto read an article on the position of lums? Taking your daughter to work is a
Cuban women today. Have the sexists' wonderful idea; but I think it would be
attitudes really changed? Pre-Castro beautiful to teach your daughter that she
Cuba was terribly sexist, anti-Semitic, never has to be a victim of violence again
homophobic, and racist. Has this and to know yourself that you could be
changed?
the one to leave the mugger unconscious
Martha Gonzal in the subway instead of becoming anofmartha@aol.com other statistic in the endless strings of violence against women. A woman with a
Brotherhood Is Powerful
weapon, any weapon, including those
After reading Elayne Rapping's column provided by her own body, and a will["The Ladies Who Lynch," spring 1996], ingness to use them is too dangerous a
I have one thing to say to the author and creature to be approached with anything
all the ON THE ISSUES readers. Welcome! other than caution and a healthy respect.
You have now achieved the equality We will never be safe if we wait for men
with men for which you have fought so to take the initiative to make the changes
hard. Welcome to the world of infighting we want. Even the men who love us and
and back-stabbing.
would never dream of harming us are
Women have learned the lesson well powerless to protect us from the violence
from their male teachers. And the golden of others. Only we as women can choose
rule of those lessons? Give up the greater when and how to defend ourselves, and
cause for personal fulfillment and self- until we have that knowledge, men will
always have the power to deny us our
aggrandizement.
The view from the top is always jaded lives.
by the trappings of achievement. The
[Name withheld]
ego becomes all-important while the
Kalamazoo, MI
struggle becomes a distant memory.
In Rapping's closing paragraphs she CORRECTION: A photograph in "£500 With
talks about how complementary even Interest" was miscredited to Rachel Vaughan.
the anti-feministattacks are to the over- The photographer's name is Vaughan Rachel.
Thank you for your recent letter addressed to
The Princess of Wales. I will certainly ensure that Her
Royal Highness is aware of the contents of your letter.

pith & vinegar
Another Lefty Boy Loses I t

Good-ole-boy Jim Hightower
sez he lost his radio show on
ABC because ABC merged
with Disney. Not so. According to an ABC Radio Network
exec, the plug was pulled on
Hightower Radio because after

a year in syndication many
stations were opting to cancel
it for lack of ratings gains.
Hightower lost a few more
points the night he emceed a
panel of journalists in San
Francisco. Even his trademark Texas twang could not
make charming his introduction of Nation columnist
Katha Pollitt with a tacky
crack about the green stockings she was wearing. Then
came his smarmy introduction of MTV News reporter
Farai Chideya by saying he'd
fallen in love with her over
lunch. At least Hightower's
lost wattage has not gone to
his head.

pression, guns, and endangered species. Publisher Miriam Hipsch envisions the
eight-page tabloid as "a dynamic publication that will
grow and evolve through decisions made by its readership. One thing they will decide will be whether to
include anything by boys."

ice cream topping. The recipe
says it serves 12. Who decides
these things? If one is really
bummed—say, from losing
the Pillsbury Bake-off—
couldn't it just serve 1?
No Thanks, We're Full

Psychotherapist Susie Orbach, who treats Her Royal

# 7 2 6 WHY DOGS
/IRE BETfER THAW
NO DOG EVER VoTEP To
CLARWCl THOMAS.

Kitchen with Rosey—coau-

thored with the Rev. Grier.
Squeezed

Single mothers currently raise
24 percent of the children in
'• United States, notes American

Whereupon William Safire
Had a Hers-y Fit

The New York Times, journal-

ism's eminent "Gray Lady,"
which declined to print the
honorific Ms. for more than a
decade, has published a sentence containing the generic
she. In a Business Day article
about a new audio recording
format, Times writer Andrew
Pollack reported that it
Pillsbury Boy Dough
"would be more realistic than ; Perhaps boys could conexisting systems in making
i tribute recipes. Last year top
the listener feel as if she were | prize in the Pillsbury Bake-off
in a concert hall." Holy
was raised to a million dolshe/he/it.
lars, and first to win it was
Kurt Wait of Redwood City,
California. His grand-prize
Watch Your Back, Gray Lady
Macadamia Fudge Torte is
Not to be outdone, now
heart-stoppingly laden with
comes The New Girl Times,
"the only national newspaper sweetened condensed milk,
chocolate chips, devil's food
written by girls." It features
cake mix, oil, nuts, and a jar
cartoons, puzzles, reviews,
of butterscotch caramel fudge
plus articles on the spending
power of teenage girls, de-

"I Didn't Do It"™

An overemotional month
after Orenthal James Simpson
was accused of murdering
Nicole Brown Simpson and
Ron Goldman, he applied to
the Federal Patent and Trademark Office to trademark his
first and middle names. But
the Florida Department of
Citrus planned to fight his application, as The New York
Times notified her readers,
"because 'O.J.' has been a
popular name for orange juice
for decades." Happily, the
two parties reached an agreement. The former football
player gets marketing rights
to O.J. on about 50 products,
but not food and beverages.
One loophole in the deal: Mr.
Simpson could legally publish
a cookbook titled In the

Demographics magazine, up

from 6 percent in 1950. And
according to NOW LDEF,
;
over half the women on weli fare are experiencing, or have
i fled from, domestic abuse or
i sexual assault.
i Lien on Me

Highness Princess Diana for, i Meanwhile, deadbeat dads
among other things, her royal I got fresh support from the
bulimia, will host a six-part
Patriot movement, an alliance
TV series on the BBC next
of white, far-right, Christian
season about emotional litera- men who are very ticked off
cy. "I know the hunger there
at the feds. A fave tactic—
is in this country for people
used by the Freemen ento have the space to talk
camped in "Justus," Monabout their emotions," said
tana—involves using
Orbach, author of Fat Is a
commercial liens (a legal
Feminist Issue. Next time we
means of attaching property)
are tempted to overemote, we against "government forces."
shall close our eyes and think
Against women, too, accordof England. And all those
ing to a rambling and unstarving analysands.
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grammatical missive intercepted on the Internet from
one R.L. Cheney Jr., executive
director of the Sovereign Patriot Group: "All mens, and
fathers rights groups and all
fathers, SHOULD IMMEDIATELY LEARN AND START
USING COMMERCIAL
LIENS against those whom
have for so long, illegally
damaged you. (That even
means your EX-WIVES/Girlfriends guys!)."
alt.parental.guidance
For some strange reason, the
fathers' rights movement
thinks the federal government is not on their side.
Congress recently passed the
Communications Decency
Act, which could make it a
felony, punishable by five
years in prison and a fine of
$250,000, to discuss abortion
on the Net. NARALand
other pro-choice groups sued
to block this provision. Pat
Schroeder introduced
H.R.3057 to overturn it, as
did Frank Lautenberg with
Senate bill S.I592. Meanwhile
Microsoft iibernerd Bill Gates
urged in his newspaper column that there be no laws in
cyberspace whatsoever. Instead, he recommends a rating system, as there is for
movies, so that "authorities,
including parents in any
country, [can] effectively filter
access to information."
The Global Willyage
Effectively filtering female athletes' access to the Olympic
Games, 35 countries sent
male-only delegations to
Barcelona four years ago. The
International Olympic Committee had no problem with
this, even though the Olympic
Charter officially bans "any
form of discrimination...on
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A child of the '60s, and her little daughter, Backlash.

grounds of race, religion, politics, sex or otherwise." So the
Atlanta Plus Committee
launched an international
campaign to keep countries
that discriminate against
women athletes from participating in the Atlanta
Olympics. "Gender apartheid
must be fought with the same
vigor as racist apartheid because both embody the same
negative and demeaning sense
of unworthiness," said the
Paris-based group. Just do it.
Jock Kitsch

Women under Islamic law do
not enter swimming events
because it is awkward to
swim wearing a chador. Coincidentally it is also not possible to swim competitively in
any of the garments women
wore in the 1996 Sports Illustrated swimsuit issue.
The Conned Nasty Traveler

Tired of catalog shopping?
Fun couple Marc Tedoff and
Maria Jimenez are soliciting
guys to join them on The
Philippine Frenzy, their very
expensive tour to Manila to
find "unspoiled" Filipina
women and girls. Marc and
Maria will take men to parties
to meet 'n' greet lots of them.
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"At least six," they promise;
"American Men are KINGS in
The Philippines." If a guy
brings a buddy, it's 10 percent
off. Marriage is an option immediately. Then, presumably,
it's between him and the INS.
Calling the Goebbels
Defense Committee

In an unusual move for a
publisher, St. Martin's Press
abruptly canceled Goebbels:
Mastermind of the Third Reich
by David Irving. The book's
editor, Thomas Dunne, initially stood by his decision to acquire the book. In a free society, he stated, publishers do
not and should not investigate the loyalities, politics,
and/or personal lives of authors. But CEO Thomas J. McCormack overruled Dunne
upon learning that Irving is
an internationally known
Nazi apologist and Holocaust
revisionist and that critics
who saw the book in galleys
called it "repellent" and
"filled with camouflaged admiration." So, is McCormack's action "censorship"?
We asked some anti-censorship folks who are known
pornography apologists.
• "It's an outrage," said Barbara Dority, cochair of Northwest Feminists Against Cen-

sorship Taskforce. "In the
words of Woodrow Wilson: I
have always believed that the
greatest freedom of speech
was the greatest safety. Because if a man or woman is a
fool, the best thing to do is to
encourage him or her to advertise that fact by speaking."
• "Nobody has approached
us," said Courteney Morris,
spokesperson for the American Civil Liberties Union,
"but if they did I imagine our
stand would be with the publisher. It's a freedom-of-thepress issue."
• Leanne Katz, executive director of the National Coalition Against Censorship,
"hasn't been following this,"
according to her assistant, "so
she doesn't feel qualified to
make a statement."
The Hochheit Report

Ironically, author Shere Hite,
I whose book The Hite Report
: on the Family was once
I abruptly canceled by Dutton,
i has become a citizen of the
; very country that was
i Goebbels's. Renouncing her
i U.S. citizenship, Hite made
I her announcement to coin: cide with German publication
; of her autobiography, The
\ Hite Report on Hite. Said Hite
• from Bonn: "I find in Ger! many there is a more proi found public debate about
human rights and other isI sues than there is in the United States now."
What the Dickens...

Novelist Stephen King,
whose books are rarely canceled, is publishing his next,
The Green Mile, in six installments and without any
recipes. A serial thriller, it
takes place in 1932 at Cold
Mountain state prison where
[...uh, to be continued].
>£

talking .
feminist
Q. What Do You Call
Hiring a Nephew?
A. White Affirmative Action
waiting list. She is married to a dentist
with his own practice. The other author
is a practicing attorney specializing in
labor and construction litigation. She
We hate to admit it, but some of the
earned her law degree from an
stereotypes about African Americans are
Ivy League school back east
true. In fact, the authors of this article fit
and also is married go a
the disturbing profile of girls in the
successful professional,
'hood. We are young, black, raised in the
a corporate attorney
inner city in large families and broken
who travels extenhomes. Many of our homies are locked
sively.
up, cracked up, or smacked up. We've
In short, we are
had close encounters with the welfare
system and one of us has been doing bat- the beneficiaries of
affirmative action.
tle with the court system for most of her
And we are fed up
adult life. The other has been in school
with the pre-elecfor what seems like an eternity and just
tion hype that says
can't seem to get out. One has enough
undeserving mikids to fill a classroom and the other
sometimes doesn't even know where her norities are "getting
over" at the expense
ol' man is. We think of ourselves as asof whites. The implicasertive; others call us domineering and
tion is that minorities no
combative. On the job we're labeled as
longer need affirmative ac"quota hires" or "affirmative action bation because (1) it has served
bies" —everything except qualified.
its intended purpose of leveling
Now that we've got the attention of
the playing field in education and emthose who think you know us based on
ployment and/or (2) attempting to right
the above profile, here's the truth behind
past wrongs is unfair to the white mathe stereotypes. The protracted stint in
jority.
academia has netted one author a doctorate in education. She is a college proWe recently interviewed over 700 peofessor whose "kids" fill her classrooms
ple of all races in a research study to find
to capacity; her courses have a one-year
out just how level today's playing field
is. What we discovered is that affirmative action has opened doors for women
DEBORAH
COOKSEY,
ESQ.,
practices law in Oakland, CA. and minorities but has not been able to
overcome the unfairness of white male
MARILYN EASTER, ED.D.,
teaches at several universities in the Bay Area. affirmative action, otherwise known as
They dedicate this article to their moth- racism, elitism, and nepotism.
ers, Mary Cooksey and the late Delois
Pettigrew, whose hard work and sacrifice Racial Perceptions
made their accomplishments possible.
Many African Americans in corporate
by Deborah A. Cooksey and
Marilyn K. Easter
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settings and higher education find themselves resented and referred to as "quota
hires" in the workplace. It is as though
their hard-earned credentials are no
more than consolation prizes in the affirmative action sweepstakes. In general,
while white professionals are likely to be
held in high esteem even if they graduated at the bottom of their classfroma
nonaccredited university, African American professionals are prejudged as possessing "tainted" degrees even though
they graduated from Ivy League schools.
No amount of power positioning
seems to overcome racist perceptions. In
the courtroom, for example, one
author is usually mistaken for
a legal assistant or court
reporter, despite the fact
that she sits at counsel's table beside her
client. The other author starts each new
university course by
entering the classroom and writing
her name and title
on the board. Students nevertheless
I assume she is a teaching assistant rather
than a professor.
Grandfathering the
Privileged
Despite the politically correct lip
service paid to equal employment and a
color-blind society, entrenched elitism
continues to be a barrier. When one author earned her doctorate in education at
35, after more than 10 years of practical
experience, she was informed that she
would need at least 20 years of work experience to qualify for an entry-level uni- •s
versity teaching position. She challenged 3
the obvious unfairness of the situation;
many currently working white teachers
and some high-level university administrators had neither a doctorate degree
nor 20 years' work experience. The explanation given is that many academics
were "grandfathered" into teaching and
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It is as though our hard-earned credentials are no more than
consolation prizes in the affirmative action sweepstakes.

administrative positions. In many sectors of society, grandfathering allows
less qualified administrators to set arbitrary standards they themselves are not
required to (and in some cases, could
not) meet. Grandfathering can make it
impossible for women and minorities to
gain equal access to employment.
Phony Affirmations
There are those who argue (with a
straight face!) that affirmative action
should be abolished because it is unfair
to whites, particularly white males. They
ignore the fact that white males have always had their own peculiar form of affirmative action. Consider the 1960s,
when white college students, sons of
prominent politicians and leaders of industry, were routinely awarded draft deferments. Other examples of white affirmative action include tax breaks for
corporations, the bailouts of savings and
loans, red-lining to keep white suburbs
homogeneous, prep-school connections,
and membership in exclusive clubs...just
to name a few.
The creation of phony companies is
one way powerful whites have used affirmative action laws to their own advantage. Businesses throughout the
country have established separate entities headed by a minority or a woman
(often the wife or a female relative of the
CEO of the parent company). The new
company boasts a racially diverse work
force, which qualifies it to bid on those
portions of government contracts earmarked for women- and minorityowned businesses. However, the new
company is not actually competing with
its sire and has no real autonomy; the
parent company continues to control the
new company's board of directors and
finances.
Chips off the Old Block
Nepotism is perhaps the oldest and most
subtle form of white affirmative action.
Our research subjects told of countless
situations in which business owners and
corporate executives hire, retain, and
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promote family members and friends,
regardless of their qualifications, training, or abilities. Qualified minority applicants, who because of historical discrimination have no relatives in high
places, are often out of luck.
White affirmative action is a part of
the fabric of American life. It is hypocritical and wrong to call for the eradication
of affirmative action for minorities while
accepting affirmative action for bankers,

high-level managers, and other white
men in power as normal entitlements.
After 30 years of affirmative action,
the playing field is far from level. For all
the angry white males who want to abolish affirmative action for women and minorities, we say, "No problem." But while
you're at it, don't forget to eliminate
racism, elitism, nepotism, and the other
forms of white affirmative action. They
too must go! •

Galloping Media Monopoly Is the
Real Threat to Free Speech
by Steven Hill
While the "decency" provisions of the
Telecommunications Act grabbed frontpage headlines in February, another,
more ominous piece of news was tucked
inside the business pages. Federal regulators cleared the way for Disney's
takeover of ABC, creating the world's
largest media company. Also in February
the federal government continued its
auction of the public wireless airwaves
to wealthy investors, with total bids approaching $7 billion. And cable industry
leader TCI, which is positioned to benefit greatly from the Telecommunications
Act, announced its intention to plow
more than the $40 million it has already
spent insinuating new cable ventures
into the classroom. While civil libertarians were litigating out of fear of government censorship, a much greater threat
to the First Amendment—monopolization of mass media—slipped by with
hardly a peep of protest.
The Telecommunications Act is a "free

trade" agreement for corporate media.
The bill deregulates the telecommunications industry and makes Disney-like
takeovers and mergers easier. Many experts predict it will inevitably result in
increasing media centralization and job
losses as merging corporations downsize. Why, then, has so much protest and
litigation focused on the decency standard, government censorship, and
pornography on the Internet?

T

ruth be told, corporate media love
the anti-censorship lawsuits of civil
libertarian groups like the American
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU). Anticensorship policies fit corporate agendas
to a T. As the fight over the North
American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA) showed, corporations want
deregulated environments. When the
corporations are media conglomerates,
anti-censorship policies have the same
effect as NAFTA. They become the
opposite of anti-trust policies, creating a
"free trade" environment sans
government intervention, where the
wealthiest media companies can grab
S T E V E N H I L L is a writer and activist
who works for an Internet service bigger and bigger chunks of the market.
provider in San Francisco. His web site is If the government isn't allowed to regulate corporate behavior—media or othat http://www.igc.apc.org/enVISION.
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A fundamentalist anti-censorship approach sells
speech rights to the highest bidder.
erwise—who can? Certainly not consumers or the free market. Handcuffing
the government in matters of speech is
what allows corporations and wealthy
individuals to buy more speech than
everyone else.
Effective speech today is no longer
free. In fact, it's quite expensive, and
very few can afford it. Anti-censorship
policies turn the First Amendment into a
race in which those with the most money
and resources win. The specter of lawenforcement personnel shackling streetcorner pamphleteers is much less a
threat to freedom of speech than an
economy in which the First Amendment
is captured by market forces.
/"\ne of the goals of the First
\J Amendment should be to enhance—
in the words of free-speech champion
Justice William Brennan—a "robust public debate" on significant social issues.
This robust-debate principle recognizes
that sometimes it may be necessary to
turn down the volume of certain loud
and clamorous speakers—say, NBC,
CBS, Rupert Murdoch—in order to give
others a chance to speak. At the very
least, it may be necessary to turn up the
volume of some who can't get heard,
with policies like the Fairness Doctrine, a
beefed-up public broadcasting system,
the National Endowment for the Arts,
and set-asides. And in certain cases
where one or two loudmouths dominate
the discussion, it may be necessary to
ask them to shut up for a little while.
Who but the government can be a
First Amendment referee in such instances? The government already acts as
a referee in matters of civil rights, education, low-cost housing, health care. Why
not in matters of the corporate media
and the First Amendment?
The public-debate principle would
distinguish between the "cheap" speech
of individuals and small institutions and
the "wealthy" speech of multinational
corporations. Each would be guided by a
different set of laws and policies. But the
fundamentalist anti-censorship approach
treats corporations as if they are individuals. According to the civil-libertarian
rationale, as well as the conservative
Rehnquist court, the speech of a single
homeless mother is equivalent in the
eyes of the law to the speech of Disney/ABC—as though they both sprint
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from the same starting line. Such a simplistic view of the First Amendment
turns this great doctrine into a battle between Davids and Goliaths, with pricey
First Amendment lawyers representing
monster media moguls.
Look at the net effect: In the name of
the First Amendment, corporations and
the ACLU have fought attempts at campaign-finance reform. The ACLU, for example, was a plaintiff in a suit that defeated a 1974 Congressional law that
would have capped campaign spending,
and the resulting Supreme Court ruling
vexes us to this day. Recently the ACLU
sued to block Missouri's popular Initiative 41, which would have limited contributions in citywide races to $100. Both
corporations and the ACLU have litigated against restrictions on commercial
speech and advertising. The ACLU has
also sued to bar "truth in advertising"
laws that keep political campaigns from
knowingly making false statements, calling the laws too vague and censorious of
the free flow of political ideas. This is the
"NAFTAization" of free speech, and it
has been promoted for years by civil libertarians who thirst more for liberty than
equality.
The telecommunications bill could
have inspired a major public debate
about the domination of the public airways by multinational media conglomerates, and about the differences between cheap speech and wealthy speech.
Instead, attention was diverted to the
ACLU's sideshow.

The Telecommunications Act

should indeed be opposed, but not
simply because of its decency standard
and not because the government has no
compelling interest at times in acting as
referee in matters of speech. Rather, the
Telecommunications Act ought to be opposed as an infringement on the public
discourse and the First Amendment that
is increasingly being dominated by multinational corporations and market forces.
If we are to imbue modern First
Amendment jurisprudence with democratic and egalitarian values, we will have
to divest ourselves of the naive notion
that Big Brother comes only in the guise
of government or law-enforcement bureaucrats. Big Corporation is watching
you, and trying to gobble up all the public speech it can. •

Sign of the times: part of
the movement to combat
domestic abuse in
Cambridge, MA.
Photograph by Jane Tyska.

"Domestic
Violence-Free
Zone"
by Eleanor J. Bader
In March 1994, municipal signs warning
that "abuse prevention laws will be enforced" suddenly appeared all over the
city of Cambridge, MA. The signs, a
brainchild of City Councilor Katherine
Triantafillou, are part of a manypronged community movement to create
a city free of domestic violence.
The magnitude of the problem in this
small city, home to both Harvard University and the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology (MIT), didn't become
clear until a 1992 federal grant enabled
the city to create a domestic violence
unit in the police department. For the
first time, calls and complaints were
tracked and the true breadth of battering
and violence became obvious. In 1995,
investigators found that between 500
and 600 restraining orders were issued
in Cambridge—population 95,000.
"We know that simply putting up
ELEANOR J. BADER is a freelance
writer and teacher from Brooklyn, NY.
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Monthly meetings, called by Wright
and Nancy Ryan, executive director of
the Cambridge Commission on the Status of Women, have helped to improve
the flow of information between these
groups.
In addition, meeting participants have
called on the government to meet the
housing and economic needs of women
wishing to leave their abusers. They are
also working on a proposal to require
Harvard and MIT to fund Domestic Violence Free Zone projects such as the building of additional shelters and the creation
of permanent, subsidized housing.

The group has also formulated

signs saying we do not tolerate domestic
violence in Cambridge is not enough,"
says Triantafillou. "City policies set a
tone for the community and we want
our community to be reassured that educating ourselves and increasing awareness about domestic violence, and coordinating efforts to decrease violence, is a
priority."
The 55 signs, located in front of public
schools, libraries, hospitals, and police
stations, represent one, and only one, of
the many tactics developed since the
decades-long struggle to end domestic
violence began. Other strategies—some
have been tried, while others are brand
new—were first discussed at a summit
meeting, held in the spring of 1995, that
brought together more than 50 local people, all of whom are working to stop domestic violence. At the summit longtime
feminist activists sat at the table with
service providers, police officers, court
personnel, and city officials—and attempted to hammer out short- and longterm solutions.
"We walked away from the summit
with some key definitions and concepts," says Cambridge's violence prevention Coordinator Richard G. Wright.
For example, the group wrote a definition of domestic violence that includes
"male to female violence, same-sex battering, child abuse, elder abuse, sibling
abuse, relationship violence, and sexual
violation... We also now have some ideas
about what services work and don't
work, and what can be improved."
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other initiatives aimed at making a
violence-free zone a reality, including
• Organizing ongoing focus groups
for survivors of domestic violence so
that they have a systematic way to give
feedback and advice to policymakers
and program developers.
• Encouraging people from all 11
Cambridge neighborhoods, and from all
city departments, to engage in public
conversations about gender disparities
and sexual violence.
• Creating after-hours services for

battered women and their children at
each of Cambridge's three hospitals—
two private and one public. In a highly
publicized move in the fall of 1995, each
hospital began providing beds, food,
and counseling, on a rotating basis, as a
backup to services offered by shelters.
• Distributing an Emergency Alarm
Response System, dubbed Project EARS,
to give women at risk of being battered a
way to contact police if they do not have
a telephone or fear that they will be unable to access one.
• Educating the public through public
service announcements, made in conjunction with Cable Vision and aired in
Spanish, English, and Creole, urging
women to "make the call" to a shelter or
counselor if they are being abused.
"We're trying to do as much on a feminist model as we can," says Ryan. "Our
biggest challenge is to keep alive the fact
that since day one, this issue has been
defined not by government, but by
grassroots women." •
For more information contact: The
Cambridge Commission on the Status of
Women, 51 Inman St., Cambridge, MA
02139;617-349-4697.

Our Clinics/Ourselves:
Defending Providers Is Up to Us
by Mary Lou Greenberg

Some people just don't know about
the continuing state of siege that many
Levels of clinic violence in 1995 declined clinics and doctors are under. Some mistakenly think that the FACE (Freedom of
substantially, according to a recent reAccess to Clinic Entrances) act, injuncport by the Feminist Majority Foundations, and local and federal law enforcetion. But I have visited and talked with
ment are taking care of business. Others
many abortion providers in the past
hesitate to come out to the clinics beyear who are living a very different realcause of fear for their personal safety.
ity. While the foundation report acAnd many who would like to come forknowledges that one third (!) of clinics
ward don't know what to do or are told
are "still under serious attack," its main
to stay home.
message of a decline of violence contributes to a false sense of security and
"We can't defend ourselves against
the false assumption that pro-choice
this kind of violence," and therefore "we
people can rely on law enforcement to
have to get the government on our side"
take care of the situation. One furious
so they'll protect us, one leader of a naclinic owner told me, "This will effectional women's organization stated at a
tively put us out on a limb!"
memorial service for the Brookline
women in January 1995. Such statements
MARY LOU CREENBERC, a revo- only demobilize and disarm people by
lutionary activist, has in recent years de- promoting illusions that this capitalist
fended clinics and talked with abortion patriarchy could ever really act in the interests of women. It also encourages the
providers in many cities.
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Some Federal marshalls made it clear
that their sympathies were with the antis.
myth of women's passivity and so-called
natural nonviolence and inhibits their
ability to fight back.
There is much that needs to be figured
out in the battle to defend reproductive
freedom, and many different tactics,
ranging from writing letters to the editors to demonstrating against the antis,
need to be used change the climate. But
to ensure access to abortion today,
providers and clinics must also be physically defended. Pro-choice people, especially women, must take responsibility
for this. When Refuse & Resist! activists
raised a banner with the slogan "No
Fear! No Silence! Defend Abortion
Providers by Any Means Necessary!"
after the July 31,1994, murders of Dr.
John Bayard Britton and James Barrett
by Paul Hill, we were surrounded by reporters who asked, "Are you advocating
violence?"And "Won't this escalate
things?" To that we answered: "The antis
have escalated things by killing our doctors! We have to defend ourselves and
our providers from them! If we don't
stand up to anti-abortion terrorism, it
will escalate." (And it did escalate only
five months later in Brookline.)

It's not only hostiLe media who

have challenged this position. "You
want us to put our feminist bodies on
the line; we want the cops to do it," one
woman berated an activist who was encouraging women to defend clinics. I
think this comment crystallizes much of
the wrong thinking around this issue
today. Many women have a real reluctance to deal with issues of security. A
few examples of official response in the
abortion battle show why we must rely
on ourselves to defend providers:
• Federal marshals were sent to a
number of clinics after the Brookline
murders, but most have now been deployed elsewhere, despite continuing
death threats against doctors. During
their deployment some sat listlessly in
cars outside clinics; others made it clear
that their sympathies were with the
antis.
• At one clinic, owned by a doctor
whose life was threatened on TV by an
anti-abortion Catholic priest, two antis
burst into the waiting room and began
screaming at clients. A fast-moving receptionist bodily threw them out. When
the doctor called the feds, they told him
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that he needed a federal injunction. He
answered, "I have a federal injunction!"
They said they'd "write up"the incident.
• After Dr. David Gunn was killed in
March 1993, Paul Hill wrote and circulated a statement that said the killing of
abortion doctors was justified. He was a
frequent, loud, and threatening demonstrator outside Pensacola clinics. The director of the Ladies Center pleaded with
the FBI to have Hill arrested—but they
said that Hill had not broken any law.
Later, a U.S. attorney said that "someone
with a clear intent to commit violence regardless of the outcome to themselves is
almost impossible to stop."
Well, this may be the opinion of law
enforcement, but it's not mine. Could
Paul Hill have been stopped? Let's look
at the situation. Hill was lurking outside
the Ladies Center before James Barrett
drove into the clinic parking lot with Dr.
Britton. Before the car drove in, the parking area should have been secured—that
is, no antis should have been on the
grounds. And if antis were in the adjoining area, clinic defenders should have
been keeping an eye on them. Second, no
one, especially a known anti such as
Paul Hill, should have been allowed to
get close to the car. Third, Hill should
not have been able to pull out a shotgun

and shoot both Mr. Barrett and Dr. Britton. If pro-choice people had been on the
grounds and appropriately trained for
self-defense, as many doctors themselves
are, Hill quite likely could have been
stopped before killing anyone.
ome people have said to me that
upholding the right of self-defense
against armed attacks would only make
things worse and would make prochoice forces "look like" the antis. There
is no way we could ever be "like" the
antis for the fundamental reason that
they are trying to force women to be
breeders and submit to patriarchal domination, and we want women to be free!
Further, defending abortion providers
is like a woman fighting back against a
rapist. The violence she might use to defend herself is totally justified and qualitatively different from the violence of the
rapist. When women defend ourselves
and our providers from attack, we declare our commitment to women's freedom and show by word and deed that
we will do what is necessary to defend
it. One heavily targeted Florida provider
said to me, "If providers stand alone, the
right to abortion will be lost." We must
not let this happen. •

S

For a copy of a 10-point program on how
to defend abortion rights, write: Refuse &
Resist! 305 Madison Ave., Suite 1166, New
York, NY 10165.

Insurance Companies
Sock It to Battered Women
by Donna Parsons

A woman in Delaware was denied life
insurance by Nationwide based on medical records "indicating an unstable famiThe insurance industry, which back in
ly environment" because they showed
the early 1970s lobbied vigorously to
three assaults by her husband and abuse
block ratification of the Equal Rights
counseling. In Pennsylvania a woman
Amendment, is still up to its sexist
was unable to obtain reimbursement for
tricks. Having triumphed over women's
civil equality in that legislative battle, in- health-care costs due to abuse because of
a policy exclusion for expenses arising
surance companies nowadays are rubfrom any domestic dispute. In yet anothbing it in—by denying coverage to
er modern romance between corporate
women for injuries that result from
greed and male gender bias, women all
being beaten by their husbands.
over the United States are being systemDONNA PARSONS,a long-time ac- atically denied insurance coverage betivist in the women's health movement, cause the industry refuses to take seriis a degree candidate in anthropology at ously a woman's safety in her own home.
Eckerd College in Florida.
Arguing that women who have been
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battered are at continued, ongoing,
knowable risk, insurance companies regard domestic Violence as a "pre-existing
condition." Ironically, this argument confirms what courts have been denying,
when battered women on trial for murder claim they acted in self-defense. Either way, women lose and male dominion is sanctioned. The message to
women is that there is no recourse and
no way out.

M ot only are women blamed and
IN persecuted for the violent behavior
of others; we are denied the support
needed to escape from a life of brutalization. A woman in Washington State, for
instance, even though she was divorced,
was twice denied insurance because she
had been treated for physical and emotional abuse by her former husband.
Without insurance, women cannot afford health care for themselves and their
family, secure provisions for their children in case of their own death or disability, or even purchase a home or a car.
These tools necessary for an independent life free from violence are denied to
women—not because of poor credit or
an inability to pay but because insurance
companies, members in good standing
of the old guard, embody the right
wing's nostalgia for the 1950s, when
women bore up and shut up.
There are no federal laws protecting
women beaten by their husbands from
being victimized again by insurance
companies, hi fact, insurers may pursue
any avenue to deny coverage, no matter
how insidious. Documentation compiled
by physicians to refer women to shelters
for protection against abuse, for instance,
may be used by insurance companies to
deny or reduce coverage or to charge
women higher premiums. Furthermore,
if you are abused, seeking counseling
could disqualify you from coverage in
the future. The divorced woman from
Washington State was denied insurance
solely on the grounds that she had obtained abuse-related counseling.
If a woman stays in an abusive relationship, she risks continuous harm and
possibly death, as well as the condemnation of society that blames her for not
simply pulling herself together and hitting the road. Whether she leaves or not,
she is denied health, life, and often
homeowners insurance, and if she seeks
counseling to help regain her mental and
emotional strength, she is penalized by
the refusal of coverage.
Since the federal government takes no
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legislative responsibility for abused
women, it is left to the states to decide
whether a victim of abuse is afforded
protection under the law. At present only
Iowa, Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts, and Florida have passed legislation
to outlaw insurance discrimination
against victims of domestic violence.
Similar laws are pending in 11 other
states.
The National Association of Insurance
Commissioners, an association of all

state regulators, is working on a model
law. The problem is that no state is required to adopt it. Consequently in conservative states with powerful insurance
lobbies, women don't stand a chance of
getting legislative protection.
Laws against insurance discrimination
are urgently needed so long as corporations, such as insurance companies, continue to support abusers. When was the
last time you heard of a man denied coverage for beating his wife? •

Death Penalty: An Eye for an Eye
Can Make the Whole World Blind
by Siobhan Byrne
If you were killed in a violent crime,
what would you like to happen to your
murderer? Sister Camille D'Arienzo is
hoping you don't want the ultimate
revenge.
A staunch opponent of the death
penalty, Sister Camille, president of Sisters of Mercy Brooklyn Regional community in New York, has come up with a
novel idea. Her group, the Cherish Life
Circle, is distributing a document called
"The Declaration of Life," which states:
"Should I die as a result of a violent
crime, I request that the person found
guilty...not be subject to or put in jeopardy of the death penalty...no matter
how much I may have suffered."
To date, the declaration has been
signed by 2,400 people, including former
New York governor Mario Cuomo. Actor
Martin Sheen signed at a party, attended
by Sister Camille, following a screening
of An American President. Another notable signature came from Carolyn McCarthy, a nurse from Mineola, whose
husband was killed by Colin Ferguson
during a shooting spree on the Long Island Rail Road in New York in 1993.
"The Declaration of Life" is akin to a
living will and proponents hope it will
wield the same power in a courtroom.
Because there is no case law, it's difficult
to say what would happen if "The Declaration of Life" were brought to criminal
trial. Anthony Girese, Counsel to the
Bronx District Attorney's office, said:
Screenwriter SIOBHAN
BYRNE
teaches the art at Rutgers University.

"How a jury would react is anybody's
guess. But I think they would be very
disinclined to give the death penalty" in
a case involving the declaration signed
by the victim of a homicide.
The declaration urges family and
friends to deliver copies to the prosecutor, the attorney representing the person
charged with the homicide, the presiding
judge, and the county recorder, as well
as to television and radio stations.
The declaration clearly states that it "is
not meant to be, and should not be taken
as, a statement that the person or persons who have committed my homicide
should go unpunished." The main objective is to give those who oppose the
death penalty a voice. "The document
gives us that power. It is an opportunity
to take a stand, and to go on record with
it," says Sister Camille.
In the archives of her religious community, Sister Camille found documents
from the 1860s about "prisoner Greenwald," the last prisoner to be executed
by hanging in New York State, where the
death penalty was reinstated in August,
1995. The Sisters of Mercy had visited
the prisoner in a Brooklyn jail and
recorded that Greenwald maintained his
innocence to the end. After his execution,
the records show, the real murderer confessed to the crime.
Studies support the idea that innocent
people die as a result of the death penalty. A1987 study in The Stanford Law Review found that from 1900 to 1985,139
innocent people were sentenced to death
and 23 of them were executed. In 1993,
seven innocent people were released
from death row. •
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JULIANNE
MALVEAUX
is an economist whose column
appears weekly in some 20
newspapers. A regular
commentator on CNN and
Company and PBS's To the
Contrary, Malveaux is author
of Sex, Lies and Stereotypes:
Perspectives of a Mad
Economist (Pines One).
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CAN
WE TALK?
On racism and domestic violence, two
radical radio hosts get their signals crossed.
Photographed for ON THE ISSUES in March 1996 by David Butow/SABA
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women talk-show hosts. Most likely
they're talking therapy, cooking, or
sex, or they're laughing their heads off at
some male host's jokes. Only about two
dozen women radio hosts in the United
States talk politics and social issues. OTI
brought together two of the most prominent
and asked them to converse.
Both have fervent fans and critics. Julianne Malveaux, a distinguished progressive economist, was recently called "idiotic"
by the conservative American Spectator. Far
more excruciatingly, Tammy Bruce, the locally popular chapter president of Los Angeles NOW, was denounced last year by national NOW president Patricia Ireland for
"racially insensitive statements."
In Los Angeles, Bruce hosts The Tammy
Bruce Show, a three-hour call-in program
aired Saturday and Sunday afternoons over
50,000-watt radio station KFI-AM. From
Washington, DC, Malveaux has hosted and
executive-produced The Julianne Malveaux
Show, an hour-long news-and-public-affairs
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TAMMY
BRUCE
was the only woman included
in a Time magazine cover
story on the impact of talk
radio. In 1990, at the age of 27,
Bruce became the youngest
person elected president of Los
Angeles NOW, one ofNOW's
founding chapters and the
largest in the United States.
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program heard daily in a dozen markets nationwide.
Bruce and Malveaux (a contributing editor of OTI) met
for the first time March 4 in a studio at KFI. Soon after the
mikes were turned on, they hit their first disagreement...
TAMMY BRUCE: I go to women callers first. We make a
point of hearing other women's opinions—and we've
drawn women to the medium, which is imperative, because women traditionally aren't listening to talk radio and
it really is shaping our lives.
JULIANNE MALVEAUX: I don't think it's enough to
simply hear women's voices. The reality of the '90s is that
you are going to find women who are not only right of center but anti-feminists.
TB: In the city of Los Angeles there are no women in
drive time on talk radio—I'm on the weekends; I welcome
whatever those voices are.
JM: Well, talk radio is about a dialogue, but we shouldn't simply settle for saying, "I want a woman on the air."
We have to deal with issues of content, too, because with
the policy debate right now, a whole bunch of issues have
dropped off the screen. When you say, "We want a
woman's voice or we want a black voice" without talking
about content, I don't think you change the conversation.
TB: I think you do. At a very basic level a woman's
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voice or an African American's voice is going to bring
something different to the debate.
JM: What does Clarence Thomas bring to the Supreme
Court?
TB: Well, I was going to use Sandra Day O'Connor as
my example. As a conservative woman, suddenly she was
making choices and decisions and saying things that
women say, on issues of sexual harassment, on issues of
abortion. Wherever a woman is on the political spectrum,
invariably we have things in common.
JM: I can't tell you how much I resent that woman, and
her hypocrisy and temerity. Sandra Day O'Connor, in affirmative-action cases, has asked for proof of past discrimination; yet she has talked in detail about the discrimination
that she experienced. That white woman doesn't get race.
She doesn't get gender all the way either.
TB: But I'm making a different point than you are. I
agree with you. She is not, certainly, the only voice. Ruth
Bader Ginsberg is bringing wonderful things to those decisions. My point is that if we want women to be heard—and
may the best organizer win and may these debates continue so that we get it right on social issues—I'm not going to
say that only certain kinds of women's voices get heard.
And I would trust that if Sandra Day O'Connor is wrong
on an issue, then those debates are going to prove her
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MALVEAUX: I really do not see many white women being as sensitive
as they need to be about race issues, especially in politics. Lots of
white women simply don't get it.

wrong, and the social sentiment will prove her wrong, but
I'm not going to shut it down to only certain kinds—
JM: Well, I'm not shutting it down either. But hey, ain't
I a woman?
TB: And ain't she a woman?
JM: She is an upper-class, Republican, white woman
whose interests do not come from anywhere else. So call
her woman if you will—
TB: I will.
JM: —but she does not speak to a whole range of
women.
TB: We can disagree with ideas of those upper-middleclass Republican women who are wrong on the social issues. But if we are going to decide who is a woman and
who is not, we are participating in the division; we are classifying and judging.
JM: The real question is "Are they feminist?" I think a
lot of women come to women and say, "I'm a woman, vote
for me"—then they put the screws to a women's agenda.
You can't have it both ways—
TB: Julianne, I know plenty of women's agendas—
JM: Don't be so disingenuous as to come to women
and say you want the women's vote but you don't want to
raise the minimum wage, you don't like welfare reform,
you don't have any room for child care. It's hypocrisy.
TB: As a feminist I certainly think a feminist agenda is
what's going to improve everyone's lives. And there are
plenty of women out there who don't identify with that
feminist agenda. Even though I know it's the better one, I
am not going to think that those women should not at least
come to the table. Our success doesn't discriminate. If
we're successful in changing the quality of women's lives,
it's going to affect those other women who might not identify, and don't, virulently, with feminism.
JM: I stand by what I said. These women who come to
women asking for a woman's vote on the basis of gender
but are not prepared to put out a gender agenda are hypocrites. I mean, don't come together as women to bash
other women.
TB: All the women senators, Republican and Democrat, stood together asking for the resignation of Admiral
Kelso of the navy after the Tailhook scandal. They were together on that issue of sexual harassment. Do they need to
get better politics on occasion? Absolutely.
JM: On occasion?

TB: When they stand together on sexual harassment,
they're right.
JM: Tammy, sexual harassment is not my number one
issue.
TB: Eighty-five percent of Americans identify as feminist when asked by the dictionary's definition. Women are
now at a point where they're going to participate in different ways, with different political views, and I'm not about
to shut certain kinds of women out or not take them as
potential allies on occasion because they are wrong on
certain issues.
is

JM: I'm not prepared to shut women out, but I will
look askance at those women who have spoken against
those issues that I find important.
TB: We can talk about individual problems with Republican and Democratic senators who aren't getting it
with welfare or affirmative action or a whole host of issues—but on the larger perspective of women in general
making progress in politics and in business, is there going
to be a criterion that only certain kinds of women should
make progress in those areas?
JM: But you keep going back to that and that's not
where I'm coming from.
TB: Julianne, but that's where I'm coming from. I'm
not going to not care that they're wrong on a certain issue.
But I think when you've only got six or seven U.S. senators
and the rest are those guys, I'm not going to suddenly get
real nervous if you've got a Kay Bailey Hutchinson who's
in there who's going to be wrong on some issues.
JM: You know, some of those guys, quite frankly, are
better than some of the women. That's just how it is. Many
times, if I'm faced with a white woman candidate and an
African American man, I go with the African American
man because I really do not see many white women being
as sensitive as they need to be about race issues, especially
in politics.
TB: Women have a different life experience. No matter
how progressive or liberal a man, there are some things he
will never know and never understand, and that includes
issues of violence, issues of economics. No matter where he
comes from, he does not know what your life has been like
or what my life has been like. And women take that with
them. And that is why when I look at women candidates or
women in business, it is incredibly important to vote for
that woman.
JM: Well, perhaps that's the difference between you and
me. Clearly a man cannot bring a woman's experience, but
neither can a white woman bring an experience of people of
color. The question then becomes: Which experience is more
valued? Which experience does the person, the woman
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BRUCE: Is there a good reason sometimes to think that? Sure.
But we can carry through the anger and not have a discussion —
or we can begin to give women sometimes the benefit of the doubt.

who's evaluating the experience, look at? And in the case of
someone like a Kay Bailey Hutchinson, please—there are
white men in the Senate that I'd rather see in there.
TB: When I'm talking about women's issues, what I expect as an advocate for women, from women candidates, is
that common thread I know that's in her. Now for you the
issue may be different, and you're going to vote for that
black man before you vote for that white woman, because
you're more unsure of her than of him.
JM: Well, it depends on the white woman and the
black man, but I would more than likely vote for a black
man over a white woman.
TB: If they're both liberal, and both kind of equal on
the issues?
JM: Yeah, because African Americans are also underrepresented in politics.
When some women are in the room making decisions,
they're not making feminist decisions; and when some
women are in the room making decisions, they're not making decisions that speak to me. That's where I've got to
draw the line. African American women who identify
themselves as feminists often have to walk a tightrope between our feminist interest and our racial interest because
although the organized women's movement is doing much
better on race matters, lots of white women simply don't
get it. And to talk this "life experience" stuff—of course
everybody's life experience is valid, but if you can make
the parallel that no man has had a woman's life experience,
no white person has had an African American life experience. And most women refuse to stretch their brains past
the discrimination experienced as women to understand
the other—
TB: Can I ask you, if you vote for that black man who
is on the same par politically with the white woman who's
running, you are more sure that he is going to understand
and deal more with the woman's experience than, let's say,
a politically OK white woman—you're that cynical about a
woman candidate who is not black?
JM: It would depend, but in general yes. I am more
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confident that a black man will deal with a black woman's
experience than that a white woman will deal with a black
woman's experience. And I don't mean to state that as
harshly as it sounds, because I don't think that we very
often get a case where you really have that.
TB: When we talk about needing to begin a dialogue
about what it is we're all doing, there is an automatic assumption of white women's hypocrisy—that we don't get
it. I have yet to say a block of individuals don't understand
something or do not care. When we're talking about moving women forward, moving a feminist agenda or a progressive agenda forward, if we are going to continue to
marginalize and speculate and demonize those who are different from us, we've got a very serious problem on our
hands.
JM: Tammy, are you ignoring the reality of skin-color
privilege? Are you saying that does not exist?
TB: No, not at all. But if we are going to address issues
of racism through issues of feminism, there's going to have
to be at least some expectation that there isn't an entire segment of that debate that is either wrong or has an agenda
that is negative or is hypocritical or is not part of the sisterhood some of the time. Can I say that there is a real good
reason sometimes to think that? Sure. But we can carry
through the cynicism and the anger and not have a discussion—or we can at least begin to give women sometimes
the benefit of the doubt.
JM: Why are African American women always asked
to give the benefit of the doubt?
TB: If we are going to give benefits of the doubts, I'm
not suggesting that it's one side to the other. It's got to be
complete and universal.
JM: But I don't see you giving much benefit of doubt.
You've got your position. You're not moving from it. You're
pretty firm in where you're coming from, and so am I.
TB: I have the same expectation of black and white
women and Asian women who are running for office, of
conservative women and liberal women: I'm looking at a
base of women collectively because of the differences that
women bring and the strength that women bring. You're
talking about segments, about divisions, about what's
wrong, about who's hypocritical.
JM: I didn't say that all white women were hypocritical. I said some white women. I was talking about—
TB: All right, now the word some comes in—
JM: I do make an effort in a conversation, as I do on the
radio, to make sure that someone can finish their sentence.
I'm not clear that you do the same.
TB: That's unfortunate. And you're mistaken.
JM: No, I don't think I am, because the whole issue of
conversation is about who talks when, where, how, and the
respect or the benefit of the doubt that we accord someone
to finish a sentence really does speak to where we're coming from.
TB: Is that why you're angry?
JM: I'm not angry. I am attempting to get a few points
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N.O.W.'S RUSH TO
JUDGMENT: THE AMERICAN
PSYCHO CONNECTION
BY TONI CARABILLO

O

n December 6, 1995—sixth anniversary of the mass murder of 14
women at the Ecole Polytechnique in Montreal—national NOW president
Patricia Ireland observed the date by publicly rebuking Tammy Bruce. "I
offer my most sincere apology," Ireland told a press conference in Washington, DC, "for the racially insensitive statements attributed to or made
by the president of a local NOW chapter."
This unprecedented censure by the national officers and board of NOW seemed to
many of us—especially the old-timers—a rush to judgment, a process marred by lack
of due process and based on highly ambiguous evidence. In the wake of the O.J.
Simpson verdict, between October 3 and 12, Bruce appeared on television 39 times
in Los Angeles and 26 times on national broadcasts. Out of these media appearances,
the national NOW leaders who pressed to censure Bruce found four comments—two
from television, one from a newspaper profile, and one from a telephone conversation with a TV producer—that they could identify as "problematic." Many of us suspected another agenda at work.
Bruce's conflict with national NOW leadership goes back to 1990, when
she announced a boycott of Knopf for publishing American Psycho, by Brett Easton
Ellis, a bizarre book saturated with explicit descriptions of torture and sexualized violence against women. It was a boycott soon backed by such movement stalwarts as
Gloria Steinem, Andrea Dworkin, Phyllis Chesler, Charlotte Bunch, Sidney Abbott,
and Kate Millett. [See ON THE ISSUES, fall 1991, "Torturing Women as Fine Art: Why
Some Women and Men Are Boycotting Knopf," by Robert Brannon.—Ed.] At the national level of NOW, however, Bruce's boycott initiative stimulated discussion of a
board resolution entitled "Who Speaks for NOW?" Although not passed, this resolution was NOW's first official attempt to silence her.
Tammy Bruce functions in the best tradition of the very early chapter presidents of
NOW: When she sees an opportunity to advance a feminist issue, she moves on it,
and she does so with an impressive skill at wording sound bites to capture the attention of the media and public. Granted, she can be inattentive to possible trespasses
on state and national turf and NOW's internal politics.
Tension between the Los Angeles NOW chapter, based in a media-rich city,
and California State NOW, based in media-impoverished Sacramento, is almost a tradition (as it is, for instance, between New York City NOW and New York State NOW).
The L.A. chapter's activities have always dominated NOW publicity in California, to
the frustration of a long line of state coordinators. Soon after national NOW censured
Bruce, California NOW took the unprecedented step of asking the National NOW
board to revoke her membership as well.
Undaunted, Bruce has continued to speak out on other issues, becoming an effective, recognized source of explicitly feminist comment whom national and local
media contact and quote frequently. Many of us in NOW believe that far from censure and revocation of membership, Bruce deserved credit for successfully channeling
raw anger that ignited after the verdict in the Simpson case into demonstrations focused on the feminist issue of domestic violence.
Regardless of what action the NOW national board takes next, Tammy Bruce has
vowed to continue work on issues of sexism, violence against women, and the image
of women in the media. Whether she does so from within NOW is the only unknown.

TONI CARABILLO is founder of the Los Angeles chapter of NOW, a former officer of
national NOW, and former editor of National NOW Times.
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across, and I'm finding myself somewhat frustrated in your inability to listen. This isn't worth being angry
about. You're not that important.
TB: Oh, that's a wonderful way to
continue this. We have a dynamic opportunity to explore the differences,
and what you end with is how I am
not important. There's a reason why
we're both at this table. I don't move
forward or operate presuming that a
certain kind of woman is not important, and obviously you do.
JM: I operate on the basis of mutuality. I give what I get. I have sat
here and listened, and a couple of
times swallowed as you interrupted.
I'm not getting mutuality.
TB: I think this is a perfect example of what some of the inherent problems are, in how we're communicating—and sometimes how we don't.
We can discuss how to continue—how
to give someone more space perhaps—and we can do that without diminishing or demeaning the other
woman we're speaking with.
JM: No one was demeaned. If you
feel demeaned, that seems to be your
problem.
TB: [laughing] Keep going, Julianne, go for it—
JM: No, I'm not going to be patronized. I must say that I'm not surprised, Tammy, after the comment,
which I would like you to explain,
about not wanting to get into it with a
bunch of black feminists. I did find
that offensive.
TB: This is a very good example
of hearing what we want to hear because we expect it to be that way—
and that's not always the way it is.
I was approached by a television
show in Philadelphia that I've known
for a number of years, when L.A.
NOW was doing work dealing with
issues of domestic violence. Considering the racial tensions in this city after
the Simpson verdict, we made very
specific decisions to deal with the
issue of domestic violence—and not
do shows that were going to inflame
racial tensions. I was told by a producer in Philadelphia that they wanted
me to do their show because "there
are a bunch of black women here in
Philadelphia who want to argue with
you because they think what you're
doing is racist." My response to this
individual was: "I don't have time to
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do that. If you want to do a show on domestic violence,
we'll do that, that's fine. I'm not going to argue with anyone. We've moved beyond it." That became paraphrased,
third person, on the air, by a reporter saying that Tammy
Bruce doesn't have time to argue with a bunch of black
women. I said to the Associated Press, I've said to everyone
ranging from Time magazine to The New York Times to The
Advocate, and I'll say it to you: I didn't say that.
I think that when you have something that sounds so
wrong, you have to wonder if that was what was said. Interestingly, women who could dial my phone, who could
ask, "Is that accurate? What's going on?"—because that's
not my style—some did, some didn't. And I think you
would agree that that is a significantly different exchange
than what was said over a tabloid television show in
Philadelphia.
JM: Well, let me say this, OK? If I give you benefit of
the doubt and say, "She says she didn't say it," why do
people believe it? Are people simply eager to believe bad
things that Tammy Bruce says?
TB: I think that's an important question.
]M: Or were some of the things that happened a function of some of the actions that you've taken? For example,
what did you say, O.J. needed to leave the country or something like that? I'm probably paraphrasing you yet again—
TB: Sure.
JM: —but there were some things that a lot of people
had a problem with. Let's be very clear about the O.J.
Simpson case. It has become a symbol for a lot of division—by race, by gender. Not having all the facts in front
of me, I'm not prepared to characterize your actions as
racist or not, but I got a certain impression of you from
what the media depicted: marching against O.J. Simpson—
an African American man who's a batterer, who has admitted that he's a batterer. And this notion he should be asked
to leave the country when you have millions of white men
who are batterers—I guess they can just hang out, huh?
TB: When you say that I said he should get out of the
country, I can tell you where that came from. It was from a
statement I made outside of NBC. I said, "This is your new
message: You are not welcome here. You're not welcome on
our airwaves. You're not welcome in our culture. This is
America's new message about domestic violence."
JM: "You're not welcome in our culture"—explain that
tome.
TB: Our culture is a violent one, our media perpetuates
violence. The way women are viewed through our media
industry is negative. And I don't think anyone would disagree that men who beat up women are not welcome here.
What national NOW did, when they acted against me, is
they lopped off that last line, about "This is America's new
message about domestic violence." They edited that line
off. And they then said that my message was promoting
segregation.
I have worked for close to 10 years in this city on feminist issues, on issues of violence against women, and without exception people who saw my work on O.J. Simpson
knew that I was dealing with a batterer, using the symbology of O.J. Simpson; so when I said "culture" in front of
NBC, dealing with the issue of domestic violence, that is
what I meant. I've never suggested O.J. Simpson leave the
Summer 1996 • O N T H E ISSUES

country—although I hear he is considering it. I was referring to men who beat up women. In the context of L.A.
NOW's activity that was clear. Why my sentences and my
statements would be edited, I can't tell you. I've had to
speculate, because national NOW and Patricia Ireland did
not call me to clarify or to ask me about those statements.
Patricia knows me. Prior to her [December 6,1995] press
conference, Patricia said to the California NOW PAC, "I
know Tammy Bruce would not say that. That is not something I take seriously." Despite her saying she knew me,
and has for close to 10 years now, she still put that into her
complaint.
This is about being taken out of context. My chin has
been out there. I've been saying a lot of things that some
very rich men do not like—
JM: But the rich man you're going after is O.J. Simpson. He is not the only rich man who batters.
TB: You're right.
JM: And this is problematic from the standpoint of the
African American community. What I think people are saying is: Why could these women suddenly get so exercised
about battery that they're marching against this man? John
Fedders was the head of the Securities and Exchange Commission; he beat his wife. At one point back in the '80s, The
Wall Street Journal opined that that behavior had nothing to
do with his ability to regulate the monetary system. White
feminists were just as quiet as they wanted to be. OK, that
was the '80s; these are the '90s; consciousness is raised. But
we hear about these cases all the time, and I think what
black America is tired of is being the stage upon which
white America acts out all its social pathologies.
You can say to me, Tammy, that you've got a 10-year
record on domestic violence, and I applaud that. I think
many women have worked to make sure that domestic violence stops, to make sure that our court systems take it seriously. But don't tell me that in your 10 years of activity, O.J.
is the only example you've had, because he can't be.
TB: In my capacity as the president of L.A. NOW, I
send out a lot of releases and talk about a lot of issues. And
not all of them make Time magazine or Nightline or anything else. We've done a lot of work; 95 percent of what I
do, you don't see in the news. And I'll give you an example. Danny Sullivan was arrested in September of last year
for allegedly strangling his common-law wife. She survived; he has yet to go to court. Danny Sullivan is a white
man, a race-car driver, a commentator for ABC.
In 1989 when O.J. Simpson was arrested, a lot of the
complaints were: Where were you, NOW, then? Well, I
wasn't president of L.A. NOW then, and I would have
been somewhere. And it reminded me that perhaps in this
instance we should find out what ABC's policy is on domestic violence. So I had a discussion with the president of
the ABC television group. We discussed their internal domestic-violence policy, the fact that they didn't have one.
He said to me, the president of ABC, that domestic violence
really doesn't affect the workplace—when in fact if you
have a man with a propensity for violence, of course he's
going to treat women differently in the workplace if he has
no regard even for the woman he supposedly loves.
That conversation was detailed and was very progressive. We sent out a release prior to the (continued on page 56)
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CLAIMING
SACRED GROUND
Women's eight-year struggle to pray out loud at "the Wailing Wall"
BY PHYLLIS CHESLER

' Jewish women were first
ordained as rabbis in 1972,
by Reform jews. Today, all
branches except the Orthodox ordain women as rabbis,
and permit them to serve as
cantors. In Israel, Orthodox
rabbis are the only ones permitted to marry, divorce, or
bury jews, and Orthodox religious courts control all family
law. In her brilliant work Jewish Men, Jewish Women
(HarperSanFrancisco, 1995),
Aviva Cantor demonstrates
that in exile, without land or
guns, Torah knowledge became the measure of manhood for lews. The occasional
rabbi's learned daughter
aside, women were not allowed to become truly
learned lest they further
"emasculate" Jewish men.
2
A Bat Mitzvah is the female version of the Bar Mitzvah ceremony that marks a
Jewish boy's coming of age at
13, in which he is called to
read from the Torah during a
prayer service. The first Bat
Mitzvah was celebrated in
1922. By the 1970s it was
common among all but Orthodox lews. Today, an increasing number of Orthodox
girls do have one. They give a
learned speech at home, or in
the women's section of the
synagogue, with only women
present and no regular prayer
service held. Some boys have
a Bar Mitzvah in Israel on the
men's side of the Kotel (their
mothers cannot easily watch,
only listen, from the women's
side). Cirls, however, are not
permitted to have a Bat Mitzvah at the Kotel, not even on
the women-only side.
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nce upon a time, in 1948,
there was an eight-yearold Jewish girl who loved
to study Torah. Her
teachers said she was the smartest
"boy" in her class, but, because she
was a girl and came from an Orthodox family, everyone knew she could
never become a rabbi, a cantor, a
judge, an interpreter of Jewish law1
—or celebrate a Bat Mitzvah. She
couldn't even pray to God out loud
as part of a religious quorum.
No, the little girl wasn't me (at
least, not exclusively), and her name
wasn't Yentl. Her true name and
guiding inspiration was, perhaps,
the world's first human teacher: the
biblical Eve.
Eve was earthy, psychic, intellectual, compassionate. Eve talked to
both animals and God/dess, lusted
after knowledge—could almost taste
it, shared its fruits with her more
sluggish mate, and, as a result,
taught us that pain is a lawful consequence of creation. God forbade only
Adam, not Eve, to eat of the Tree. Afterward, Adam told God that Eve
made him do it; she was an evil influence. Funny: We think of Eve as

disobedient, not Adam as a snitch.
The sons of Man decided they
got thrown out of Paradise because
of something a woman said. The rabbis decided that "a woman's voice"
(kol isha) was dangerous. It was,
henceforth, forbidden. A 5,000-year
spell was cast. To this day, Orthodox
Jewish men insist that hearing a
woman's voice engaged in prayer
will interfere with a man's ability to
concentrate on his prayers, will sexually distract him. Nocturnal thoughts
of this nature are attributed to Eve's
even more scandalous precursor,
Lilith (for whom the first feminist
Jewish magazine was named).
For generations, "good" Jewish
women believed that their own religious ignorance was a virtue. Any
woman who thought otherwise, who
was again tempted by knowledge or
direct, unmediated contact with
God, was deemed a crazy witch; her
fate: not pleasant. Among Orthodox
women today—and those subject to
Orthodox law—that requirement of
silence remains. They may go to synagogue, seated separately from men,
but they may not pray out loud
where men can hear them.
ON

THE

^ Among Orthodox lews,
a quorum of ten men, a
minyan, is required in order
to say certain prayers or have
a religious service; women do
not count in establishing a
minyan. They do count toward a minyan among Reform, Reconstructionist, and
Conservative jews, though.
While an increasing number
of Orthodox lewish women
are praying and reading from
the Torah together in prayer
groups, they often do so behind closed doors. They omit
prayers that require a
minyan to say.
4
According to learned
commentary and legend,
Lilith was the name of the
woman whom Cod created
"in Cod's image" in the first
creation myth in Cenesis (see
1:26). Eve was Cod's second
female creation, this time
from Adam's rib. Lilith, presumably, was even more uppity than Eve and fled Eden
to become a patriarch's
nightmare. Rabbis said she
tempted lewish men into
nocturnal emissions that resulted in Lilith babies, performed abortions, was responsible for miscarriages
and stillbirths, and was a sexually insatiable death-dealer.
These stories fit the classic
image of the witch that
fueled Christian torture and
murder of Christian women
for three centuries in Europe.
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ELL, GUYS AND HANDMAIDS: SOMEWHERE, EAST OF

The court's response in May: a temporary injunction forEden, the biblical Eve and her predecessor, bidding women to pray aloud. That injunction is still in efLilith, are on the move again and I am privifect today.
leged to be among them.
That December, the International Committee for the
On December 1, 1988, I was one of 70 Jewish women
Women of the Wall (ICWOW), established as a support
from Europe, North America, Australia, Asia, South Ameri- group early on, donated a Torah to the women of Jerusalem
ca, and the Middle East who prayed together in Jerusalem,
and tried to pray with it at the Kotel. Unlike WOW memout loud, with a Torah, wearing ritual garments, for the
bers, the international women were not attacked physically,
first time in thousands of years, at the Kotel, better known
but we were prevented from praying at the wall. This beas the Western, or "Wailing," Wall. The Kotel is arguably
came the basis for ICWOW's lawsuit filed in 1990 against
the spot most sacred or symbolic of all that was lost and
the government of Israel and the Ministry of Religion.
longed for in Jewish history: King Solomon's Temple, our
Eight years later, the issue remains unresolved, and
own country, an army to protect Jews from being beaten, women are still forbidden from praying together out loud
raped, slaughtered in Christian and Islamic countries.
at the Kotel (see chronology next page). In 1994, the Israeli
I opened the Torah that
Supreme Court recomday—a great honor. We
mended that a Parliament
prayed at the Kotel but
commission find a way to
only on the women's side,
allow women to exercise
behind a high barrier
our rights at the Kotel in a
that separates men from
way that will not lead to
women and women from
violence. After numerous
the Torah. On the men's
delays, the commission
side, dozens, maybe hunvoted in April to banish us
dreds of Torah scrolls
from the Kotel. But the
reside. Siddurim—prayer
group has grown, bringing
books—too. Religious quotogether religious femirums needed for prayer
nists of all denominations.
services take place among
Jewish
visitors
from
the men three times a day.
around the world have
On the women's side—
joined WOW at and near
nothing: no Torah, no relithe Kotel in prayer; visigious quorums, no group
tors of many religions
HERE, 0 ISRAEL: Jewish feminists have sued the government of Israel in
spirit, no solidarity, only
have
also come to witness
single, solitary, eerily silent order to pray at the Kotel ("the Wailing Wall") in Jerusalem. Above, women in solidarity. For the last
celebrating Purim there March 6 read from the Megillah of Esther.
women, sometimes weepsix years, Jewish girls have
ing, sometimes clutching a prayer book, silently mouthing begun to hold their Bat Mitzvah near the Kotel under
their prayers.
WOW auspices. Recently a Bat Mitzvah asked some of her
What we did at the Kotel in 1988 was, in a sense, analo- friends to donate monies to our cause in lieu of gifts.
As attorney Miriam Benson said, "Getting used to reading
gous to nuns taking over the Vatican and helping at a mass.
the Torah in exile, even under WOW auspices, is not good."
What we did was historic, uncustomary, but not forbidden
according to Jewish law. The service was disrupted by ver- I agree. Nevertheless, once you've got this kind of energy
bal and threatened physical assaults from some ultra-Or- moving among the people, there's no way of stopping it.
How we have been treated in this search, what we've done,
thodox men and women at the site.
In March 1989, when the attacks continued during subse- has taught me the following lessons:
quent prayer services, the newly organized Women of the
'HEN A WOMAN DEMANDS TO BE TREATED AS A
Wall (WOW) petitioned the Israeli Supreme Court for an
human being, even if she defines her humanity
order to allow women to pray together at the wall, with a
as (only) a "separate but equal" place at her FaTorah and wearing ritual garments, and to protect them from
ther's table, whether she's a "good" or a "bad" woman, she
violence. According to Bonna Haberman, visiting scholar at
is viewed as a brazen revolutionary. We asked for our
Brandeis, "women shouted, cursed, and pushed at us. [On
two occasions] men burst into the women's section...circled, rights under civil and religious law. When we prayed,
began to tear at us. [Men] hurled metal chairs at us. The po- other worshippers, both men and women, verbally and
lice [watching nearby] refused to intervene. On a third occa- physically assaulted us. We asked the Israeli state to protect
us so that we could exercise our rights. The state claimed it
sion, a black wall of men cursing and taunting us blocked
could not contain the violence against us, and that we ourour entry... [Men] violently thrashed at the petition. One wild
selves had provoked the violence by "disturbing/offendblack-coated fellow burst through, hurling a chair at our
ing" the "sensibilities of Jews at worship." Women are not
heads. One woman collapsed under the blow, bleeding from
seen as "Jews" or as "worshippers'' with "sensibilities."
the neck and head and requiring hospital treatment."
What makes this line of reasoning difficult to swallow is
Editor-at-krge
P H Y L L I S c H E S L E R is the author of eight that Israelis have continued to administer time-sharing access to the Cave of the Patriarchs at Hebron, a site holy to
books, including W o m e n a n d M a d n e s s (Harcourt Brace).
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Women at the Kotel: Eight Years and Counting
December
1988
During first
International
Jewish Feminist
Conference in
Jerusalem, 70
women gather
for prayer service and Torah
reading at the
Kotel. Service
is disrupted by
verbal and
threatened
physical
assaults from
ultra-Orthodox
men and
women at the
site.

January 1989
A group of
Jewish women
organize as
Women of the
Wall (WOW).
They continue
regular prayer
services at the
Kotel. Violent
attacks
escalate. Police
refuse to
provide
protection.
The
International
Committee for
Women of the
Wall (ICWOW)
is organized.

March 1989
Four WOW
women
petition Israeli
Supreme
Court for an
order to allow
women to
pray at the
Kotel with
Torah and
ritual
garments.

May 1989
Supreme
Court gives
state six
months to
respond to
petition and
issues
temporary
order that
women may
not pray aloud
at the Kotel
because "the
voice of
woman is
lewd."

August 1989
WOW
petitions
Supreme
Court for a
speedier
response from
the state and
removal of the
temporary
order. Both
requests are
denied. To this
day it remains
illegal for
women to
pray out loud
together at the
Kotel.

both Moslems and Jews, even after Baruch Goldstein shot
29 Moslems at prayer. Authorities could do as well on our
behalf at the wall.
Many secular and otherwise enlightened people underestimate the psychological importance of organized religion. I am a liberation psychologist, engaged with the
world's mental health. Therefore I know how important it
is for both women and men, Jews and non-Jews, that
women begin to claim sacred ground in spiritually autonomous and authoritative ways.
At first, fiercely agnostic Israelis claimed that no Israeli
cared about the Kotel, that Israelis had nothing but contempt for organized, Orthodox Judaism. Some secular feminists took me to task for "caring about a symbol of a patriarchal empire." "Who wants a piece of that tainted pie?
Without misogyny and homophobia, there would be no
Orthodox Judaism. If you absolutely must 'do' religion,
why not found a Goddess grove /embrace Buddhism/open
up a soup kitchen?"
"But," said I, "when learned religious women are psychologically and physically ready to claim sacred ground,
isn't it your responsibility as feminists to assist them?"
Meanwhile, the patriarchy mounted a full-fledged attack.
In their brief, the Israeli state and its minister of religion
called WOW and ICWOW "witches" who are doing
"Satan's work," "more like prostitutes than holy women,"
"misled, tainted by modern secular feminism." Fiercely
fundamentalist Israelis did not like what we were doing either. They joined the state in opposing us before the Israeli
Supreme Court. If you find yourself opposed (or not
strongly supported) by groups on both the far right and the
far left, you're probably doing "feminism."
It is crucial to fight for territory. In this case, the territory
is real as well as psychological and spiritual, and has
everything to do with Jewish women's coming-of-age spiritually. (Here, the little girl gets to have her Bat Mitzvah, a
little late, but on a really grand scale.)
Religious women and men can, paradoxically, also be
firebrand feminists. This doesn't mean they're "tolerant" of
things they disapprove of; in fact, they're hell-on-wheels
24

December
1989
ICWOW
donates a
Torah scroll to
the Israeli
WOW and
travels to Israel
for the
dedication
ceremony.

June 1990
ICWOW
files an
independent
lawsuit with
the Israeli
Supreme
Court.

January 1994
Three years
after the oral
arguments are
heard, the
Supreme
Court decides
against WOW
and ICWOW,
but its
presiding
judge, Justice
Shamgar,
recommends
that the
government
set up a
commission to
resolve the
matter.

February
1994
Request to
appeal denied
Court states
that "the
doors of the
Court are
open" if the
commission
does not
provide a
proper
remedy.

toward anyone who flouts their religious authority. I'll
never forget how, in the spring of 1989, some WOW supporters surrounded an Israeli official to chew him out
about the violence against WOW at the Kotel. They were
fierce, a swarm of locusts. They were all over the man, all
talking at once. "How dare you hold female life so cheap?
We will hold you personally responsible if a single hair on
the head of any woman is harmed." Theirs was a passionate and direct interpersonal "hit," almost primitive; few
academic or career feminists ever confront men of power in
such righteously unladylike ways.
Religious feminists are not all alike; they differ widely,
on both theological and political issues. While most religious feminists are wives and mothers, an increasing number are also physicians, academics, stockbrokers, lawyers,
writers, politicians, businesswomen.

R

ELIGIOUS WOMEN ARE NOT ALWAYS LIBERAL, AND DO

not always practice gender-neutral feminism. Some
tend to be essentialists who believe that men and
women are different and that women are superior. An example: Once, in the early 1980s, during Shabbos, a Lubavitcher Hasidic woman in Crown Heights, Brooklyn, took
me aside and said: "Let the men have their titles and all
their public displays of importance. They are not as strong
as women are. They need this encouragement. We give
birth to life. Our every act is holy. We are always close to
God, not just when we pray."
Another example: I studied Torah with a group of religious women. I will never forget the intensity and excitement of our studying together—nor how often these
women allowed our Torah study to be interrupted by the
needs of others: a husband who needed to be fed, a child or
a parent in need of comforting, an employer with an emergency. At first, I was filled with outrage and disdain. In
time, I came to understand that religious women viewed
themselves as God's hands and hearts on earth. Unlike
their male counterparts, nothing—not even Torah
study—could preempt their mission of service toward others. In time, I came to view my own (patriarchal) need to
ON
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May 1994
An all-male
commission is
appointed to
propose a
solution to the
issue of women
at the Kotel.
ICWOW
facilitates
sending the
commission
more than 600
letters on its
behalf from
individuals and
organizations
representing
three and a half
million Jews.

February 1995
ICWOW and
WOW finally
granted
permission to
testify before
the commission.
Six Israeli
women and one
American
woman testify.

May 1995
Commission misses its second
deadline and WOW files a new
lawsuit. Supreme Court rejects
WOW request to ban the
government from granting the
commission further extensions. In
July, the government grants the
commission an extension to
November 1995. Commission
reveals that it's exploring an
alternative, non-Kotel site for
women to pray. Court sets hearing
for remainder of new lawsuit for
April 14,1996.

brook no interruption when I read, wrote, studied, as here
to stay, but also heartless.
Feminists can work together even when we deeply disagree, and are "different" from one another—as long as we
respect and value one another for those very differences,
and remember to acknowledge each woman's accomplishments on our behalf. Women, feminists included, have such
a long history of acrimonious, broad-side-of-the-tongue
dealings with one another that a little civility, generosity, appreciation, goes a long way. Women are inspired and encouraged by it. Both liberal and radical feminists have supported us. Three and a half million Jews, of both genders,
all denominations, and truly varied political opinions have
donated money and written to the government commission
on behalf of women's right to pray at the Kotel. We may not
win this struggle quickly, but in a sense we have already
"won": by forging a uniquely pluralist alliance.
Grand vision, coupled to human, imperfect action, is
everything. If we wait for the exact right moment to do the
most "politically correct" action with the most "politically
correct" people, it will never happen. Without women who
are willing to put their bodies, skills, time on the line for
what they believe is right, there would be no lawsuit, no
grassroots struggle.
The women with whom I've served are all utterly amazing: learned, principled, tough, dedicated. In alphabetical
order, the old guard: attorney Miriam Benson, Jessie Bonn,
Rabbi Helene Ferris, Shula Gehlfuss, Bonna Haberman,
Anat Hoffman, Dr. Norma Joseph, Dr. Shulamith Magnus,
Vanessa Ochs. The new guard: Chaia Beckerman, Rabbi
Sharon Cohen-Anisfeld, Haviva Krassner-Davidson, Betsy
Cohen-Kallus, Rabbi Gail Labowitz, attorney Frances
Raday, attorney Stefanie Raker, Lilly Rivlin, attorney Laura
Shaw-Frank.
Victory is more humdrum than dramatic. Victory is
ours when former slaves, or second-class citizens, engage
in ordinary activities and take their right to do so for
granted. They live, not die. They attend school, find employment, vote, have an abortion, exercise their right to
prayerfully greet their newborn, bury their dead, have a
Summer 1996
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OctoberNovember
1995
ICWOW and
WOW petition
court to be
allowed to pray
out loud at the
Kotel while
commission is
engaging in
delaying tactics.
Petition denied.
November
deadline passes
with no
commission
report.

February-March 1996
Commission submits discussion
paper suggesting we pray at
another part of the Kotel in the
Moslem quarter or at several
non-Kotel sites. We protest and
propose a time-sharing arrangement
like that Jews and Moslems use at
Hebron. WOW does a full-hearted
Purim reading of the Megillah of
Esther (not a Torah scroll, so not
illegal) at the Kotel and leaves
before the time for the midday
prayers.

April-May
1996
The commission
votes to banish
WOW from the
Kotel to outside
the city walls in
Moslem East
Jerusalem. An
all-male
ministerial
commission is
appointed to
implement or
reject this plan.
WOW returns to
the Supreme
Court May 19.

Bat Mitzvah at the Kotel.
Not every pioneer will personally benefit from the particular wrong righted, the right won. Not everyone who
begins a battle may be able to see it through to the end. The
original grassroots activists and named plaintiffs have already been joined by second- and third-wave warriors. Perhaps others, especially the coming generations, will be the
ones to most benefit from our struggle.
On March 6, 1996, while all Israel reeled from the four
terrorist bomb attacks in Jerusalem and Tel Aviv, WOW
went to the Kotel to read the story of how Esther saved the
Jews of Persia. They dedicated their reading to Sara Duker,
the young Jewish American woman who was killed in one
of the suicide bombings and who had been planning to join
WOW at the Kotel for this Purim reading. No one said:
"Oh, it's the wrong time; there are more important things
to worry about." No one wavered, hesitated, had the
slightest doubt about the importance of what they were
doing or worried about what others might think. For
women, this is often the first and most important battle to
win. It is an object lesson, a model, for all disenfranchised
"others" about claiming ground—one that extends beyond
Jewish women, beyond the Kotel, to women of all faiths—
or no faith.

I

AM NOT RELIGIOUS. I DO NOT PRAY THREE TIMES A DAY. YET

because I am ill and often home I check my Kotel email religiously: at least three times a day.
I am not religious, but I love to study Torah. I light up
when I pray. I have a really good time among religious
Jews, among religious non-Jews too, though. I am as strong
a revolutionary feminist as I ever was. But this year, for the
first time, my very orthodox mother came to spend
Passover with me.
Inevitably, the action claims you, shapes you, hammers
you into a reckoning with origin and destiny. •
Tax-exempt donations to this ongoing struggle can be made out
to ICWOW and mailed to Rabbi Helene Ferris, 215 Hessian
Hills Rd., Croton, NY 10520.
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WOMEN WHO
TRUST TOO MUCH
What AIDS commercials don't tell you.
BY DEBORAH JOHNSON

S

HE'S 48 YEARS OLD WITH TIGHT RED CURLS AND BAGS BE-

neath her eyes. She slouches slightly in the orange office chair, stretching out her feet. From her eye shadow to her sneakers, everything she wears is blue. Married
to one husband for 28 years, she has children and grandchildren. She also has AIDS. She never used drugs or had
multiple sexual partners. She did have sex with her husband without a condom.
For some years now, I've been listening to women who
are HIV-positive tell their stories. In support group after
support group, I've heard about how they trusted their
partners and how that trust was violated. The women live
with an angry welter of emotions they try to repress, if only
because they know the damage stress can do to their T-cell
counts.
One 23-year-old had a boyfriend who had hemophilia;
he never used condoms and never mentioned HIV, even
though he knew he had already infected another woman. A
divorced man with two children didn't tell his 46-year-old
girlfriend he had AIDS, not even when he was hospitalized
with an AIDS-related infection. A seven-year live-in partner of another woman denied infecting her, even though he
tested positive for HIV; she didn't know he was having sex
outside their relationship.
All of these women discovered their HIV status only
after they became seriously ill with infections they
"shouldn't" have had. The numbers don't lie; heterosexual
transmission in the United States is rising dramatically.
Today 40 percent of newly diagnosed women become HIVpositive through heterosexual sex. In Orange County, CA,
where I live, it's almost 50 percent. The seldom mentioned

fact: A large percentage of these women are married or in
committed relationships.
Public education efforts around AIDS almost never deliver the message that these women needed to hear in
order to protect themselves. I have analyzed more than 300
HIV/AIDS television public service announcements (PSAs)
from three dozen countries as part of my doctoral dissertation research. For the most part, these educational "commercials" emphasize the risks that men—not women—run.
They either ignore women entirely or offer them factual information without offering any suggestions about how to
use this information in the context of casual and committed
relationships.
In almost half the PSAs I studied, there were no women
at all. This was true even in countries where women's infection rates equal men's. When women did appear in the
PSAs, it was usually in ways that reinforced our subordinate status. The PSAs featured twice as many male as female authorities, three times as many male celebrities, and
a whopping 10 times as many male narrators.

T

HE NUMBER OF WOMEN DID OUTSTRIP MEN, HOWEVER,

in self-effacing, care-giving roles as wives, mothers,
and friends of people with AIDS. At first glance,
putting women in positive roles may seem laudable. But in
health education, putting a woman in any role is problematic. Being a wife or mother has never protected any
woman from HIV/AIDS. And sex workers (as women in
prostitution are called in international health promotion literature these days) who use latex condoms properly all the
time are just as safe as anyone else. Showing women in
these roles denies our multifaceted individuality and reDEBORAH JOHNSON, PH.D., is working on a book on duces us to only what we represent to others: a wife to a
children and AIDS. Her research has been partially funded by the husband, a mother to a child. It strengthens long-standing
Center for Economic Policy Research and the Institute for
notions of "good" and "bad" women. It's an easy out for
Research on Women and Gender at Stanford University and the
PSA creators, because it makes the message seem inclusive,
Henry }. Kaiser Family Foundation in support of the Stanford
when in fact it is most likely exclusive.
Health Promotion Resource Center.
When PSAs emphasize the risks that men, not women,
26
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run of HIV, they undercut the rights of women in relationships by positioning men as the sole sexual decision-makers. Even worse for HIV/AIDS prevention, they equate
safe behavior with staying away from sex workers and
being faithful to your wife. We're already experiencing
their backlash, as literally thousands of women who
thought themselves "safe" are finding themselves infected.

S

OME PSAS TRIED TO SHAKE MIDDLE-CLASS WOMEN OUT OF

this complacency. But instead of striking at the heart
of the problem, which is women's inclination to believe and trust men, the PSAs simply showed women in
comfortable surroundings explaining how they became infected:
GREAT BRITAIN
Josephine had only two boyfriends. Because
"we were perfectly ordinary," they didn't use
condoms.

UNITED STATES
An African American woman with a baby didn't
know "my man was shooting up drugs and sharing
needles." Not until he died.

AUSTRALIA
Two pairs of feet--male and female--rub each
other in bed. A woman's husky voice asks,
"You've got the condoms, haven't you?"
The man breathlessly replies, "No, I forgot."
"But we agreed to use one," she protests.
"I know, but I haven't got AIDS, have I?" he
argues.
Turning away, she says, "Sorry. No condom. No
sex."

UNITED STATES
A woman in bed tells her male partner, "Don't
take this the wrong way."
The man says, "What?"
She asks, "Do you have protection?"
Affronted, he demands, "Do you think I'm
gay?"
"You don't have to be gay to get AIDS," she
explains.
He gets up to find a condom.

AUSTRALIA

"5

Tracy never dreamed her partner had used a
needle. When the doctor said she had AIDS,
Tracy replied, "You've made a mistake. I can't
have AIDS. How could I have that?"

PSAs like these keep women in their place. The women
accept what their partners have done and, at most, regretfully shake their heads. There's no attempt to model responsible behavior for HIV-infected men. And female
viewers learn nothing from them about how to ask the
right questions at the right time to assess their personal
risk.
In a handful of PSAs, women in casual relationships do
broach the subject of condoms. But the scenarios are repetitive and traditional:
Summer
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HONG KONG
A naked couple are making love. The woman
27

asks, "Do you have a condom?"
"Of course," he r e p l i e s .
"Can I do i t for you?" she offers.

None of these scenarios face up to the real difficulties.
It's one thing to ask a casual partner to slip on a condom;
it's quite another to ask a man who has sworn fidelity to
you and been with you for years. And in both long- and
short-term relationships, gender-based power imbalances
can make suggesting condoms unthinkable.
Consider a woman in Peru, known to health educators,
who has struggled for decades with poor eyesight. After
she lost one pair of glasses, her husband refused to buy another. She was too "stupid," he said. Imagine her asking
him to use condoms.
A nurse practitioner working with women on the East
Coast found it was easier to help them stay off drugs than
to get them to ask their partners to use condoms. If a
woman did have the guts to bring up the subject, the man
often refused. Some even turned abusive. Studies in Los
Angeles and San Francisco found that almost half the intravenous drug-using women who are HIV-positive have experienced domestic violence.
In many cases, women fear that asking men to use condoms will lead to rejection or abandonment. If the woman
is economically dependent, she and her children could
wind up on the street.
Condoms also carry a stigma. Studies on every continent
demonstrate that both men and women perceive condoms
for use when having sex with "others/' not stable partners.
Or for women "of the street, not the home." Even sex
workers who are scrupulous about using condoms with
clients tend to avoid them with boyfriends and husbands.
All too often, condom use has become a sign for the level of
trust in a relationship rather than simply a sensible means
of protection.
I found only one PSA in which a woman refused to use a
condom:

For some women, this will mean choosing the right moment to ask a partner what he knows about HIV/AIDS. For
others it will begin with a conversation about bisexuality
and drug use. For still others, it may mean telling a partner
they've put condoms in the nightstand. Effective communication, not sexual behavior, is the point.
PSAs can teach women to empower themselves by small
steps...they don't have to jump to the big one right away.
For example, educational messages could show how to use
humor to bring up touchy subjects, how to question men in
direct rather than indirect ways about their health, and
how to be assertive in ways that enhance rather than
threaten relationships.
Some PSAs already do this:
SWEDEN
A woman who wants to start using condoms
playfully snaps one on her partner's bare
butt. They laugh and begin talking about it.

GERMANY
FRANCE

A young man explained to a male friend,
"She told me that if I used condoms that
would mean I didn't love her."

T

ODAY MORE THAN A MILLION WOMEN AROUND THE

world are HIV-positive. With the percentage of
new cases in women skyrocketing, it's time to acknowledge that past approaches to HIV/AIDS prevention
haven't worked. We need to rethink how we portray
women, how we deal with gender-related power imbalances, and how we avoid the simplistic idea that if women
only knew how to protect themselves, they would.
We could begin by creating HIV/AIDS PSAs specifically
for women. These would build on the premise that women
are individuals, not appendages of men and children. Separating HIV/AIDS risk from roles, the PSAs would focus on
how women in any role communicate with partners. Viewers don't need to know if a woman is a wife, mother, girlfriend, or sex worker. They only need to watch women express and stand up for themselves in the best ways they
can.
28

A woman who has had sex with someone else
thinks through how to t e l l her l i v e - i n
partner that they need to use condoms.

Taking responsibility for their sex life is not easy for
many women who think of sex as something that happens
to them rather than something they choose. But that can
change. In U.S. high schools today, teenagers are learning
how to resist social pressure and stand up for what they
want through practicing refusal skills, or how to say "no"
without destroying their relationships. Admittedly, this is a
long way from asking a husband of 28 years to start using
condoms. But the underlying premise that an individual
has the right to take care of herself and to communicate
this to others is a new and significant shift.

O

F FOUR WOMEN I KNOW WITH A I D S , TWO FOUND OUT

they were HIV-positive when they became pregnant; another casually took a free test at a class; the
fourth was tested after her husband died of AIDS in jail.
Not one woman's sexual partner told her that he was—or
could be—HIV-positive. That has to change. •
ON
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self-defense

WHEN STREET
HARASSMENT GETS NASTY
...Should you mouth off or bite your tongue?
BY TERESA YUNKER

H,

-EY, BABEE! HOT-LOOKIN' CHICK, MAN! WHOA-EE!

Why dontcha wear somethin' tight?"
"Fuck off!" I screamed, whirling around to face them.
There was a blank pause. The group of guys lounging on
the street in the middle of the afternoon, dazed by the combination of hot bright sun and beer, gaped at me a moment,
then laughed a little.
"Damn," said the oldest, "can't say nothin' to women no
more."
This guy: slack-shouldered, gut hanging out over his
pants, straw cowboy hat on gray head. His friends: similarly attired, passing around a bottle, their six-pack done.
It turned out that my boyfriend, whose new place I was
visiting that day, is acquainted with the guy in the cowboy
hat.
"You are such an articulate person," my boyfriend reprimanded me after hearing my tale. "I don't understand why
you have to be so instantly hostile, use such ugly language."
Men like my boyfriend, who would never hoot and
holler at a woman, just don't realize the continual mental
bracing women have to do when passing such a group. As
every woman knows, the calls, whistles, whines, and aggressive pantomimes will begin no matter her manner or
how she is dressed (I was clad in baggy sweatpants).
Through it all, women are supposed to pretend we are impervious. We walk past like princesses, head held high, as
if not hearing the words at all—"cunt," "slash," "ass." The
fact that a scene like this can happen at least once a day to
any woman who uses public transportation, or walks anywhere, is something, I tell myself, that some men just
don't know. They are not subjected to the same constant,
TERESA YUNKER isaLos Angeles-based writer whose work

has appeared in The Los Angeles Times, Los Angeles
Magazine, and the National NOW Times.
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exhausting barrage.
Maybe that's why my boyfriend is taking me to task for
my talking back to this guy he knows. Jim, he tells me, is
quite nice about reminding everyone to move their cars
from one side to the other during street cleaning—as if that
would somehow mitigate the fact that while I trudged up
my boyfriend's driveway this afternoon, this same man
saw fit to comment on me like so much meat. My
boyfriend hates it whenever other men talk to me like that,
but he's also very worried—
"One day," he says, shaking his head, "you're going to
get yourself in real trouble."
I knew what he meant immediately, viscerally.
"You have to be more careful!" he had also warned me
when I once told him this story:
While visiting my parents, my sister and I went on a bike
ride. The neighborhood was uncompromisingly suburban,
the kind where, in our youth, we could wander late at
night without a thought of fear. This was five o'clock in the
afternoon; we were taking a ride before supper. A car, driven by a male teenager, came up behind us. While passing
my sister, it swerved dangerously close. I, my heart gulping in dread, called out, "Watch it!" The car continued to
sway close to my sister, who by now was hugging the curb,
trying to get out of its way. I, pedaling fast with a sudden
jolt of rage, yelled again, "Watch it, you jerk!"
At this the car, some feet ahead, screeched to a halt. The
teenager, face purple, backed up the car with dizzying
speed. In his armor of several tons of steel, he was now
right next to us on our bikes.
"You bitches!" he screamed in our faces, "you whores,
you cunts! Don't you dare tell me anything!"
There was a pause during which, stiff with fear, my sister
and I merely stared. Somehow, our sheer bafflement
seemed to get through to this boy, reached him in a way
that spelled "beaten." After glaring in silence for a second,
29

he spit out a few more expletives
and roared off, triumphant.
We were left trembling. My sister
looked at me. "Maybe," she said,
"you shouldn't have said anything
to get him mad."
The phrase had stuck, the incident had stuck, and now here I am
listening to my boyfriend say how
I shouldn't have "said anything" to
Jim.

W

HAT

HE

MEANS,

OF

course, is that women
are supposed to be
afraid in these situations and, thus,
cowed. He means that if I yell
"Fuck you!" at a group of guys
cruising me in a car, they, affronted
by my audacity, could leap out and
drag me in, raping me one by one.
He means that I, confronted by
these types of men, would be better off to be meek about it—or else
I could be harmed physically. I
could even be killed.
At least he knows better than to
suggest that I am an overdefensive
female taking umbrage at a little
innocent whistling. Being exhorted, "Wear somethin' tight, baby," is
not the same as hearing, "It's a
beautiful day for a beautiful lady."
A gentleman said that to me once. I
smiled, said, "Thank you," and
went on about my day more cheerful for that small pleasantry.
But being hollered at as you walk
by a group of males is not a compliment; it's a threat. My boyfriend
understands this, which is why he's
asking me to be more careful. The
problem is, he sees my aggressiveness, my hostility toward hostility,
as possibly "asking for" the actual
enactment of that threat.
I know that the words "fuck
you" are ugly words, I have no desire to fling them into anybody's
face, and I certainly have no desire
to be physically attacked if I do.
But since now Jim and his pals
shut up when they see me, I have
spared myself hearing those
words, or their equivalent, from at
least one small male contingent. "I
guess she don't take no shit" is
what Jim said later, somewhat
shamefaced, when he ran into my
boyfriend.
And no—I don't. I just hope I
won't get hurt because of it. •
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TALKING BACK ABOUT
selected a few people to read an
advance copy of Teresa Yunker's story about street
harassment. Here's what they had to say.
ON THE ISSUES

Farai Chideya
author of Don't
Believe the Hype:
Fighting Cultural
Misinformation
About AfricanAmericans (Plume)
and political analyst for CNN
Street harassment
of women is more about power than
sex. The conundrum for women who
even consider fighting is that the power
is real—the power of intimidation, escaLation, possible or actual force.
I grew up in a residential neighborhood in Baltimore two blocks from a
run-down shopping strip. A trip to the
drugstore to buy shampoo or candy invariably got the men who loitered all
day whistling, at least by the time I
was 13 and getting "womanly." My
mother's advice was to ignore them,
and I generally still do but with increasing ire. It's a burden for me to stay
silent when I know I'm being taken advantage of; it twists a knot in my stomach to know I could retort but won't
because I'm afraid of repercussions.
I remember going to a club in New
York in 1990, a decent one, where a
woman was shot in the cheek for refusing a dance. And yet street harassers
often use this as their tag when I forge
grimly ahead: "Smile, baby. Smile."

Jackson Katz
director of the Mentors in Violence
Prevention Project
at Northeastern
University's Center
for the Study of
Sport in Society
and cofounder
of Real Men, an
anti-sexist men's
organization
One thing that
struck me was the

fact that one of the men who harassed
the author was "acquainted" with her
boyfriend; yet there was no discussion
of what the boyfriend could say to the
man. Women shouldn't have to remain
powerless in the face of men's abuse,
waiting for a supportive man to intervene, but men can be doing much more
to fight sexism than giving women advice on how to respond to harassers.
One way to get men to recognize and
then take responsibility for their sexist
behavior is for other men to confront
them—their brothers, friends, coworkers. There might be a fine line between
men confronting each other about sexism (good) and men chivaLrously defending women (bad). But it's better for
men to walk that fine line than to do
nothing.

Linda
Fairstein
author of Sexual Violence: Our
War Against
Rape (Morrow)
and chief of the
Sex Crimes Unit,
Manhattan District Attorney's
Office
I spend a great deal of my professional
life dealing with issues related to this
one. If—after 24 years doing this—I
had any idea how to get men to stop
abusive behavior, I'd be the first to
want to put myself out of business.
Can I understand why a woman would
want to talk back? Of course, but it's
impossible to judge the circumstances
when you're not a witness to the
event—the variables are enormous. I've
had cases in which women shout a response to someone driving by in a
car—causing him to get out of the car
and shoot at them. There's no advice
anyone can give that works in every situation. Some are more dangerous than
others, and the most important thing is
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TALKING BACK
for the woman to be careful, to stay
safe. Some guys back off when a woman
responds aggressively, while others become more violent.

Henry Rollins
musician/publisher

Tara Roberts
Contemporary
Living editor,
Essence
magazine

I don't think I
ever handle
that type of
That really sucks.
situation well.
Guys who do that
I always want
are just bullies.
to say
But I really don't
something smart and witty, but I
know what women
usually end up just ignoring people and
should do. Talk
walking faster, or I'll make a face. I
back? Maybe, but
think that gives them power when we
be careful.
don't call them on it. I wish someone
would compile a whole list of readymade answers to say back to these
Maggie
| guys, things that they'll really hear.
Hadleigh-West
f
It really bothers me when I'm walking
New York-based
? down the street and a guy asks me why
filmmaker and
I'm not smiling. Like a woman can't be
writer
thinking about something serious or
important.
I think the
Why don't I talk back to these guys?
single most
Because I can never think of what to
say. They totally catch you off guard.
important thing
Then there's the fact, though it's a
that a woman
generalization, that men speak in a
can do to
different way, they're more aggressive,
combat street abuse is to initiate a
and if you're not ready to give that
dialogue, whether it's between herself
back, then you're weak. And you want
and the abuser (as long as it's safe) or
to be nice to people. I don't want to
among the people in her life.
tell these guys off, especially because
We can boycott businesses because
there's a real fear of retribution.
they empLoy men that treat women
A lot of times they don't even realize
badly. Women can come to the aid of
that they're being offensive. I'm
other women on the street. We can
wearing a short skirt and a guy says,
educate our children to understand that
"Great legs." Now, aside from being
this is part of the continuum of male
objectified, I have to wonder if I'm the
violence against women. We can stop
one doing something wrong, making
treating street abuse as if it has no
myself a sex object, asking for it. But
ramifications and discard the notion
that's not the truth.
that nice girls should ignore this
And whenever there's a group of them
behavior.
and one of them says something to you
The anger, fear, frustration, and
and you ignore him, he'll come back
humiliation that women continuously
with "Bitch. I didn't want to talk to you
experience does not just dissipate. It
anyway." It's a tough-guy thing; it's all
affects the very core of our identities.
about "being the man."
Men can take responsibility for their
behavior by recognizing the very real
If you would like to join in the
threat of rape that women live with and
conversation, send your comments to
treating us with the same respect that
ON THE ISSUES (e-mail:
they would want from a stranger.
onissues@echonyc.com) and check out
Together we can begin to create a
the ongoing discussion on OTI's Web
climate where women being vilified in
site (http://www.igc.apc.org/onissues).
public is no longer condoned.
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Joan Jett
musician
Depending on
my mood,
sometimes it
just strikes me
as so absurd
that I just
laugh it off. But you have to think,
What's being said to you? If it's some
disgusting thing, or if it's something
minor, or if they're blatantly insulting
you, or they think they're complimenting you.
If it's an insult I'll usually respond
with the same. And a lot of times it will
just be some "minor" thing that really
pisses me off.
I'm not saying that every woman in
every situation should say or do something back, but I don't think it's empowering to do nothing. I'll usually respond if it's just one guy, but when it's
a shitload of guys and you're alone,
that can be scary. But if there are a lot
of other people around, I would usually
say something, 'cause there's less
chance the guy's gonna do something
violent, and you would like to think
that if he did, people would defend
you, not that they probably would.
Yeah, that's a sad thing—people
don't want to get involved in other
people's situations. But you know, it's
situations like this that make us all sisters. The same things happen to all of
us. And we don't talk about it. You
don't have these conversations until
something tragic happens.
It would be great if women felt they
could reach out to other women about
these things. Women should feel that
they don't have to "grin and bear it."
They can stand up for themselves. Guys
are not used to women speaking forcefully.
I've not taken self-defense classes,
though it is something I want to get
into because I think women should be
able to defend themselves and not be
afraid. But what you can do is not let it
go, not grin and bear it, not let them
think they've gotten away with it, so
they can do it again, and then it escalates into something more. You can
speak in a loud voice, shout at them.
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"Cow 13."

From inside slaughterhouses
and animal farms...

AN ARTIST
TAKES
STOCK
"Butcher to the World." Opposite page,' Egg Machines.

W

HEN WE LOOK AT A COW'S FACE, ARE WE LOOKING

into the face of God? A creature without an ego
or a sense of self? When a calf is born, the mother nuzzles the wet calf, the calf is taken away. The mother's
milk, intended for the calf, goes to us.
An egg factory is a long, bunker-type building. The hens
can't stretch their wings, turn around, or lie down. On
slaughter day the hens are in total dread and terror. They
make terrible screeching sounds. By the time the hens get
to the slaughterhouse, 80 percent of their bones have been
broken. The bones are very brittle, as all calcium goes to
the eggs.

T E X T

&

At the back of every stockyard is the dead pile, an enclosed area where animals that died in transit are dumped.
If left on the dead pile, an animal will go into our hamburgers, via the Tenderers.
In the early 20th century, when Upton Sinclair wrote The
Jungle, packing houses were very proud of their slaughtering techniques and would offer guided tours for the public
to show off the new technology. By the end of the 20th century, that is no longer the case. The public is not welcome.
Slaughterhouses, especially the larger ones, are guarded
like military compounds, and it is almost impossible to
gain access.
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Excerpted from Dead Meat by Sue Coe Copyright © 1995 by Sue Coe. To order from the publisher (Four Walls Eight Windows), call 1-800-626-4848.
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I usually got in by knowing someone, who knew someone else, who had a business relationship with the plant or
slaughterhouse. There were times when I made an official
appointment months in advance, only to arrive and be denied admission. The use of a camera was usually forbidden, and video cameras were out of the question. A sketch34

book, however, was usually considered harmless.
In one case the owner threatened to kill me if I ever published the name of the slaughterhouse. There were a few
slaughterhouse bosses and producers of meat who went
out of their way to be helpful and paid me every courtesy.
They understood the contradictions of what they were
ON THE ISSUES • Summer 1996

Six billion animals are killed each
year in the United States for human
consumption. The suffering of these
animals is mute. For the defenseless,
the gentle, the wounded, the ones
who cannot speak, life consists of
indescribable suffering.
—SUE COE, IN DEAD MEAT

"Entrance to Slaughterhouse.
At left, "Modern
Man Followed by
the Ghosts of His
Meat."
SUE C O E ,

doing and were willing to reveal the concealed industry
and open up the debate.
I asked one boss, "Are the workers upset by all the
killing?" The boss said, "These workers see so much animal blood, they don't care, but if one man cuts his little finger, they all go crazy." •
Summer
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at right, traveled for
six years from
factory farm to
feedlot to
slaughterhouse
killing floor, her
sketchbook in hand.
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ATTACK OF THE
MORALLY CHALLENGED
Congress goes after the disabled.
BY FRED PELKA

P

SYCHOLOGIST CAROL GlLL KNOWS THE VALUE OF HAVING

federal civil rights law on your side. "When I called
one of Chicago's major teaching hospitals to make an
appointment at the women's health clinic, I was told that I
couldn't be seen unless I could get myself onto and off the
examining table." When Gill, who uses a wheelchair,
protested, "there was a lot of wrangling back and forth and
being transferred to different people and departments."
Then Gill remembered the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA). "I asked to talk to their ADA compliance person,
and when I did, the response was just incredible: 'Of course
we'll have someone there to assist you onto the examining
table. That's your right.' I hung up the phone and felt like
wiping off my sword. The ADA! The ADA did this."
When the Americans with Disabilities Act was passed six
years ago, it was hailed as one of the most significant civil
rights victories of this century. People with disabilities,
often excluded from employment and public life, locked
into poverty, and consigned to nursing homes, seemed
poised at last to dismantle the barriers that have held them
back for so long.
Now the ADA is under attack, not only in Congress, but
from conservative think tanks, TV news programs, and oped pages. Critics charge the ADA is too soft-hearted and
too expensive. They call it "a costly crutch" and "the Attorneys' Dream Act." Speaker of the House Newt Gingrich has
labeled the ADA "a dumb use of resources," while House
majority leader Dick Armey blasts it as "a disaster" and "an
abomination."
Deborah Kaplan, vice president of the World Institute on
Disability in Oakland, CA, believes that ADA-bashing is in
part an effort by conservative Republicans "to show how
tough they are, that they're not afraid to attack the disabled
Contributing
editor F R E D P E L K A 's work has appeared in the
Boston Globe, the Christian Science Monitor, the Humanist,
Mainstream, Mothering, and Poets and Writers. He is
currently writing a book about the disability rights movement.
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lobby." But this display of political machismo also threatens every other constituency that relies on the federal government for civil rights protection. And women in particular, who make up a disproportionate number of the
disabled, will find themselves the losers if the ADA-bashers have their way.
"Our opponents are anti-civil rights lobbyists who don't
believe that the federal government should make civil
rights laws," says Justin Dart, Jr., a principal architect of the
ADA. Dart believes the ADA-bashers have a larger agenda.
"They can't attack the laws protecting black people, or
other civil rights laws they would like to repeal, because
they know right now they can't get away with it politically." The ADA, recently passed and poorly understood, is
seen as vulnerable, and its repeal or weakening would set a
disturbing precedent. For the first time this century, Congress would be revoking civil rights protection it had previously extended through law to an oppressed minority.

From Aid to Access
The ADA marks a radical change in the way our society
views disability. Prior to the disability rights movement, efforts to "help" the disabled focused on their "rehabilitation" or cure. Disability rights activists realized that society's reaction to disability was every bit as limiting, often
more so, than disability itself. Using a wheelchair does not,
in and of itself, keep someone unemployed and in poverty.
But the fact that transportation, workplaces, schools, stores,
homes, and churches were all inaccessible meant that anyone using a wheelchair became a social outcast. Prejudice
also played a role in this oppression. People with disabilities were routinely kept out of restaurants, not allowed
onto buses or planes, or removed from movie theaters, to
keep them from "disturbing" able-bodied customers. Similarly, employers often refused to hire disabled workers.
The idea of an ADA goes back at least as far as 1983,
when the National Council on Disability recommended
that Congress include persons with disabilities under civil
ON
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rights law. From then on, passage of the ADA became the
Finally, while there may be no limits as to what accommain focus of the disability rights movement. After exten- modations can be demanded, there are tight limits on what
sive lobbying and public demonstrations, including the oc- can be expected. The accommodation must be "reasonable";
cupation of the Capitol rotunda by the direct action group
it can't impose "an undue hardship." Almost a third of all
ADAPT, the bill was signed into law in July 1990.
accommodations cost nothing at all, while more than 80
While largely modeled on the Civil Rights Act of 1964, percent cost less than a thousand dollars, according to the
the ADA also included provisions never before seen in a
Jobs Accommodation Network, a federal information sercivil rights act. Because segregation against people with
vice for businesses with disabled employees. A typical acdisabilities is often enforced by physical barriers such as
commodation might be raising a desk up on blocks so that
stairs (as opposed to "Whites Only" signs), the law in- someone in a wheelchair can use it, or purchasing a telecludes the concept of "reasonable accommodation." For ex- phone headset for someone with limited use of their
ample, it requires employers to modify the work environ- hands—hardly the sort of measures likely to bankrupt a
ment for their disabled employees, unless such business or local government.
modification is an "undue hardship" requiring "significant
In fact, Dart notes that, since its passage, "there hasn't
difficulty or expense." The disabled employee must, of
been a single business or town or county government that's
course, be "otherwise qualified," that is, capable of doing
gone bankrupt because of the ADA."
the job despite their disability. The ADA exempts from its
provisions businesses with fewer than 15 employees, reliNOTHER FAVORITE DEMON OF ADA-BASHERS IS THE
gious groups, private clubs, and private homes. It also ex"barrage" of "frivolous" lawsuits they say are filed
cludes from its protection people who are active drug or alunder the act. James Bovard, writing in the July 1995
cohol abusers, pedophiles, voyeurs, compulsive gamblers, American Spectator, complains that the ADA has "turned diskleptomaniacs, pyromaniacs, or anyone suffering from a
abilities into valuable legal assets, prizes to be cultivated
host of other "disorders."
and flourished in courtrooms for financial windfalls." He
As with the backlash against feminism and multicultural- then runs down a list of "lunatic claims" that includes
ism, much of what is alleged by ADA opponents is mislead"aging stewardesses" suing Delta Airlines over its employing. Some of it is demonstrably false. A good case in point is ee weight guidelines; a 360-pound woman who sued a
this comment by Julie C. Janofsky in the Wall Street Journal: movie theater for $1.5 million because its seats couldn't acThe ADA "casts so wide a net that it includes even allergies
commodate her; a professor who claimed "that she had
and learning problems. _ .
, ... .
been denied tenure because she suffered from an
And because disabilities D i s a b i l i t i e s A c t
illness that results in lethargy and decreased proare self-identified by the
ductivity," and so on.
employee...that means
But another ADA-basher, Brian Doherty, assisthat the accommodations
tant editor of Reason, acknowledges that "in most
required of the employer an effort by conservative
of the most absurd ADA cases, the plaintiff doesn't
are also defined by the
win. Even when the cases go farther than merited,
employee. Once an emthe effects are often mitigated." Nevertheless, in an
ployee identifies himself
op-ed piece in the Miami Herald, Doherty argued
or herself as having a to show they're so tough
that "any law that allows such suits even to be filed
'disability,' there are virhas obvious conceptual difficulties [italics added]."
tually no limits to what they're not afraid to
But one could just as easily cite absurd actions
accommodations can be
brought under a variety of other laws. In a recent
demanded."
case in Massachusetts, for example, a physically
abusive husband contended that his arrest for
To begin with, some
threatening to murder his wife (and violating a repeople with allergies and
straining order) was an infringement of his right to
learning disabilities may
be protected by the ADA, but only if their condition im- free speech. Even though this argument was dismissed by
the court, shouldn't we conclude, using Doherty's reasonpedes a major life activity such as walking, talking, or
ing, that the First Amendment to the Constitution has "obbreathing. "Someone with asthma would not be covered
vious conceptual difficulties"?
unless it was so severe that they couldn't, for example,
In any event, according to John Lancaster, as of June
breathe without [an] oxygen [tank]," says John Lancaster,
1995, "only 650 lawsuits have been filed under the ADA,"
executive director of the President's Committee on Emand the U.S. Justice Department reports that there has been
ployment of People with Disabilities. "I think most people
no marked increase in the rate of lawsuits filed since then.
would agree that that's a pretty serious disability."
And yes, disabled employees are generally "self-identi- This hardly seems like "a barrage" of litigation, considering
that there are an estimated 40 to 50 million Americans with
fied." Few people outside the editorial offices of the Wall
Street Journal would expect a civil rights law to ask employ- disabilities. The reason for this low number of cases is simers to choose which of their employees should be protect- ple: The ADA doesn't offer many financial incentives for
filing lawsuits, "lunatic" or otherwise. "The remedies proed. But if an employee asks for accommodation, she or he
is required, upon request, to provide documentation of the vided...are so reasonable that no lawyer or client would
disability: medical records, or an evaluation by a rehabilita- give court action a second thought. You sue the local pizza
shop for not having a ramp. You win. You get a ramp. No
tion expert.
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disturbed" as covered by the ADA. In an open letter to
million-dollar judgment. Just a ramp," explains Justin Dart.
Gingrich, Dart refers to what he sees as "direct appeals to
Still, the charge that the ADA has resulted in a deluge of
the very prejudice that the ADA was designed to elimifrivolous lawsuits has been repeated so often that it's taken
on an aura of truth. In his bestseller, Restoring the Dream, nate.... Over a lifetime more than 42 million Americans experience a psychiatric disorder. They suffer the most proNewt Gingrich offers an account of Dade County, FL, being
forced by "civil rights lawyers" to build a ramp and pro- found prejudice and vicious discrimination. Your public
vide handicapped parking spaces "to a nude beach." Gin- suggestion that their civil rights should not be protected is
frightening."
grich writes: "We don't know if we should laugh or cry" at
the absurdity of this story. Perhaps we should just check it
This distinction between "truly disabled" people, who
for accuracy.
use wheelchairs, or are
deaf or blind, and the
"In fact," says Dr. Diana Richardson, director of
"faux disabled," all
the Office of ADA Coordination for Metro Dade
those recovering alcoCounty, "there were no civil rights lawyers inthat the Americans with
holics, drug addicts,
volved. There was no lawsuit at all. Our office repeople with back pain,
ceived complaints from several people using wheelDisabilities Act has
fat people, and the danchairs that they couldn't get to the beach, so we
gerous mentally ill, is a
looked into it." Furthermore, it isn't a "nude beach,
resulted in a deluge of
recurring theme in atit's clothing optional," Richardson says. "The beach
tacks on the ADA. But
isn't in some out-of-the-way place. It is the most
frivolous lawsuits hflS
there is also the aspopular beach in our part of the state, a major
sumption that while
tourist attraction, visited by thousands and thousome people with dissands of people. We felt it was important that it be
abilities may be more
accessible. We also get a lot of elderly visitors and
we wanted the beach to be more accessible to them O f t e n that it's taken on worthy of our concern
than others, even the
as well."
an
aura
of
truth.
best
of them are simply
"People don't understand that what we're talking
not worth the effort reabout here is civil rights, and civil rights belong to
everyone. Imagine the outcry if we tried to keep black peo- quired under the law. According to Kaplan, "What they're
saying is that any benefits that society realizes as a result of
ple, or Hispanics, or a particular gender, or any other
disabled people participating could never possibly outgroup off the beach. But somehow, once we start talking
about the disabled, people begin to think it's all right to ex- weigh the costs."
clude them."
In fact, ADA-bashers seem to have trouble believing that
disabled people are in many cases no less competent than
The Deserving Disabled
the temporarily able-bodied. Another "lunatic" outrage
cited by Bovard is how, in March 1993, "a federal judge
Among the most frequently bashed aspects of the ADA are
ruled that the District of Columbia's practice of excluding
its provisions to protect people labeled as mentally ill from
arbitrary dismissal from work or school. ADA-bashers re- blind people from jury service was a violation of the ADA."
Apparently it is still necessary to point out that being
peat the most dangerous canards about mental illness, reinforcing the prejudice that the mentally ill are generally blind doesn't necessarily make someone unjust or incomstrange and violent people. Take as an example this note petent. It is in response to just such prejudice that the ADA
from the Employee Relations Law Journal: "Many individualswas passed in the first place.
who become violent toward customers or coworkers suffer
from some form of mental disorder. Yet for an employer to
Backlash or Bigotry?
be too careful in screening potentially dangerous persons Although some have characterized these attacks on the
out of the work force is to invite liability for discrimination
ADA as a backlash, it's important to note that hostility tounder the ADA."
ward people with disabilities, like racism or misogyny, is
Of course, many individuals who become violent toward never far from the surface of American life. Lucy Gwin, the
customers or coworkers are also male gun owners. Accord- editor of Mouth: The Voice of Disability Rights, believes that
ing to Ron Hohnberg, director of legal affairs at the Nation"whenever people with disabilities are visible, as we've
al Alliance for the Mentally 111, "People with mental illness
been since [passage of] the ADA, you will see more of the
who are employed are no more likely to be violent than
reaction that's always there. Backlash isn't a good word for
anyone else." And though there may be a tiny minority of
it. Bigotry is more like it."
mentally disabled people who are violent, Hohnberg points
Jo Davis, cofounder of the Access Now Coalition in
out that the ADA allows employers to discharge anyone Boston, sees people with disabilities being used as scapewho is a "direct threat" to an employer, coworker, or cus- goats. Some writers, for instance, blame the ADA for rising
tomer. And yet, some critics of the ADA seem to be asking
subway fares, neglecting to mention the role of draconian
that employers be given the right to fire preemptively oth- cuts in federal aid to mass transit. And just as women and
erwise exemplary employees whom they identify as men- people of color are blamed for the decrease in secure jobs
tally ill.
for white men caused by economic restructuring, so chilNewt Gingrich is not above pandering to fears about
dren with disabilities and their parents are attacked for
mental disabilities. Justin Dart notes that Restoring the using up a "disproportionate" amount of education dolDream lists "drug abusers, the obese, and the emotionally lars, money that would be better spent on "normal" chil-
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dren. "Gifted students, in contrast to disabled children,"
"Disability is a sociopolitical phenomenon as much as it
writes Philip K. Howard in The Death of Common Sense, "re- is medical," says Dr. Gill, a psychologist and the president
ceive virtually no support or attention from America's
of the Chicago Institute of Disability Research. "Our issues
school systems...." It would seem that to Howard these two
are not caused by biology, any more than the issues of
categories are mutually exclusive: A disabled child could
women's oppression are caused by sex. We have that kinnever, ever, be "gifted."
dred source of oppression, in a society that is all too quick
Howard is particularly adept at pitting the civil rights of
to blame our second-class citizenship on our biology."
disabled people against the convenience of everyone else,
often demonstrating a woeful ignorance of the realities of
The Disabled Are Us
life with a disability. For example, he faults disability advo- Women are also more likely to be caretakers, professional
cates for wanting accessible mass transit, because they have
or otherwise, in a society that views caretaking as low-staavailable to them "door to door paratransit facilities...what
tus (and low-paying) work. When a child or an aging parmost would consider front of the bus" service. In fact, para- ent needs help, it is generally the mother or daughter who
transit is generally inadequate and unreliable. I remember
is enlisted to provide the care, with little or no support
a disabled woman telling me how, out of 20 round trips she from the community. Billions of tax and health-care dollars,
had scheduled for chemotherapy, the local paratransit ser- presently absorbed by an often corrupt and dehumanizing
vice had managed to deliver her to just two of her appoint- nursing home industry, could be better spent providing
ments. A friend of mine missed her chance for a last visit to
Personal Assistance Services (PAS) to people in their own
a dying friend because the service would not honor her trip homes, allowing them to retain their dignity and indepenrequest as a priority. Stories like these are legion. Yet
dence. The key is to recognize that most everyone will benHoward cites the inconvenience of able-bodied riders, who
efit by changing the way society deals with disability.
have to wait a few extra minutes so that a wheelchair user
In fact, some in the disability community believe the
can board a bus, as an affront to "common sense."
ADA doesn't go nearly far enough. "It's incredibly difficult
There is much here that is similar to the way women's
to prevail under any civil rights statute," says Wendy
calls for equality have been dismissed as absurd, unreason- Parmet, professor of law at Northeastern University. "The
able, selfish. After World War II, millions of women who
untold story of the ADA is that people with meritorious
were employed in heavy industry were fired so that these claims are seeing their suits thrown out of court." And acwell-paying jobs could revert to their "male-only" status. cording to ADAPT organizer Stephanie Thomas, the ClinKathi Wolfe, writing in the August 1995 issue of
ton administration has already made an exception for
Mainstream, notes how the same situation prevailed for dis- Greyhound bus lines, granting them an extension on when
abled workers. Thousands of people with disabilities were they need to comply with the ADA. This means that six
gainfully employed during the "manpower shortage" of
years after its passage, people using wheelchairs are still
1942 to 1945, only to lose their jobs after the war ended.
unable to travel from city to city using the bus. Further extensions of ADA deadlines are expected to follow.
And bigotry against
,
#
Latent hostility to the disabled notwithstanding,
people with disabilities
A recurring t h e m e 111 it may
turn out that conservative ideologues have
often merges with bigfinally overestimated the intolerance of the Ameriotry against women. It
can people. Despite all the bad press, there still
is no coincidence that
many of the ADA cases
the distinction between seems to be widespread support for the ADA, and
some of it from unexpected quarters. A Harris poll
cited as frivolous involve obese women,
"truly disabled" people of corporate executives, commissioned by the National Council on Disability, found that more than
whose concerns about
discrimination can of and the "faux disabled"— 90 percent of those surveyed supported the antidiscrimination provisions of the ADA. And when
course be laughed off as
absurd.
recovering alcohoLics, the Advisory Council on Intergovernmental Relations recommended making compliance with the
There are other commonalities. According to
drug addicts, people with ADA "voluntary," and that the law be revised to
take away the ability of private citizens to sue
Lucy Gwin, "Women,
once disabled, are less back pain, fat people, and under its provisions, disability rights activists
pulled together a series of high-profile demonstralikely to be employed,
t h e m e n t a l l y i l l . tions across the country to let their elected officials
to have life partners, or
know that their civil rights were not expendable. In
to receive quality rehaAustin, TX, ADAPT members occupied city council chambilitation services than disabled men. Women outnumber
men in nursing homes eight to one. Women whose children bers to protest the fact that their mayor had signed on to
these recommendations. Other advisory council members
are disabled live in poverty, because they have to be poor
to qualify for Medicaid, and because many of their hus- across the country came in for similar actions.
"I think the conservative politicians are misreading the
bands cut and run." And people with disabilities share
American
public on this issue," says Deborah Kaplan. "I
with nondisabled women the burden of living in a culture
use
a
power
wheelchair, so my disability is obvious. I travel
that places tremendous social, economic, and even moral
value on physical "attractiveness." To be overweight, short, all over this country, and when I go out on the street, it's obvious that most Americans are proud of what this country
dark-skinned, facially scarred, or in a wheelchair can all
has done to open up society for people with disabilities." •
place a person on a lower level of the social pyramid.
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activism

How I set sail from
Tahiti to stop the bomb.
BY GILLIAN MURPHY

GREENPEACE
Tahiti, August 23,1995

T

HE DECK HANDS ARE HAULING IN THE MOORING LINES.

French commandos seize activists

I'm standing on the Rainbow Warrior II waving
goodbye to a crowd of well-wishers and press people. Small boats zip back and forth in the harbor, crammed
with photographers trying to get the best picture of this legendary ship before we leave for a three-day, 600-mile trip to
the Moruroa area where the French government has announced it will "test" (read: explode) nine nuclear devices.
On deck, someone blows a conch shell; the low moan
sounds reassuring, protective. The ship has been given
many symbols of life in the South Pacific to protect her:
spiny fronds of palm are lashed to the ship's railings; coconuts, bananas, and taro, nestled in baskets woven of
fresh fronds, are piled on deck.
The 130 islands and atolls (a coral reef surrounding a lagoon), now French Polynesia, were called Te Ao Maohi before the French moved in the mid-1800s. Since 1966, the
French have been testing nuclear weapons on the atolls of
Moruroa and Fangataufa. They used to test in Algeria, but
the Algerians kicked them out—they'd had enough of
French colonialism. Also, the French found that the fallout
from atmospheric tests in the Sahara had a nasty habit of
drifting across the Mediterranean towards the Motherland.
Can't have that.
I flew into Tahiti at two in the morning a couple of days
ago. It's my first time below the equator, my first season of
travel abroad. It's winter here and almost chilly. When I arrived at the airport, we were greeted by a band wearing
matching flowered shirts and playing miniature versions of
familiar instruments. Very South Pacific, with a little Love
Boat and Fantasy Island tossed in.

And yet this tropical island paradise and its people will
G I L L I A N M U R P H Y , a radio operator for Greenpeace,
join the M V Arctic S u n r i s e in the North Sea in May.
ON
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This page: author Gillian
Stephanie is the campaigner.
Murphy (front, right) and
She runs the whole show. All
other Rainbow Warrior crew
day she has been running
members, under arrest.
around and on the phone to rePrevious page (top) the
porters. She seems made out of
Rainbow Warrior en route to energy; I know she was awake
the nuclear testing zone in
half the night and then up in
Moruroa, French Polynesia;
the morning before me.
(center) crack in the coral at
Sarah is the cook, and my
Moruroa caused by nuclear
bunkmate. We actually have a
tests; (bottom) French
cabin to ourselves on the main
commandos seize Greenpeacedeck. A big step up from Moby
inflatable boats; Murphy is in where everyone sleeps in one
the boat on the right.
room in little cubbyholes.

suffer grave damage if the nuclear tests are allowed to proceed. A few years down the line, they will miscarry their babies or feel sick themselves. These things are all too real to
me. "If not me, then who?" I wrote my father, who was
freaking out about the danger. I told him that I had thought
about Hiroshima and Nagasaki, about radiation burns and
deaths and kids being born with genetic defects. By myself I
don't feel like I can do a lot to prevent it from happening
again. So I decided to help Greenpeace speak up loud and
clear for all those people who would like to be out here and
can't be. He wrote back that he was proud of me, but still terribly worried for his baby. Guess I'll always be that to him.

August 24

I

'VE BEEN WORKING HARD SINCE ABOUT 1 5 MINUTES AFTER

we left the dock. We had a meeting with the 10 journalists on board, set out the ground rules for them: no
publishing our plans before they happen; wash your dishes
after dinner; here's your bunk; here's Gillie, the radio operator—she'll be making all your phone calls for you. I was
immediately besieged.
I'm assisting Tim, the radio operator. We were on a mission
on the Moby Dick in the Great Lakes together when he got
sent to Tahiti and requested me as his assistant. Now he's on
the radio with some boats arriving from New Zealand for the
flotilla that'll be converging on Moruroa. About a dozen private yachts have arrived, with people who want to help prevent the tests—or bear witness to them. There's also a Greenpeace charter that's leaving from San Francisco and the MV
Greenpeace, our big ship, is on her way carrying provisions to
sustain the flotilla for a few months. She has a sailmaker on
board, food, water, fuel, Tiveety (our helicopter), and all kinds
of gear for the campaign.
I'm meeting the crew, one by one. We are 5 women and
14 men, about half of us from New Zealand and Australia.
All the women except me are from the South Pacific.
Summer
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There's Claudia, who seems
to be half campaigner and half media rep; and Millie, the
ship's doctor; and Kate, second cook. I am pretty pleased
that there are this many women on board, but Sarah is
telling me that there are always so many more men than
women, and women are usually the cooks and deckhands,
rarely officers or engineers. Since this is my first time at sea,
I don't know if this is due to some fault of Greenpeace's or
because there are so few women who have marine officer's
and engineer's licenses.
On the Great Lakes tour we had tried to recruit an all-female crew, but until just before I left for here we were just
two women—the captain and myself—and four men. It
was great having people ask one of the men if he was the
captain, and watching their expressions when we pointed
out Margreet.

August 25

T

ODAY I WAS SITTING ON THE FLOOR OF THE RADIO

room, solder gun in one hand, phone in the other,
when someone came in with a life jacket and told
me to hurry up and get in the boat. So I ran out, leaving
poor sleepless Tim with the journalists. I do love a boat ride.
'Course, it wasn't exactly what I was expecting. Our five
10-foot soft-shell inflatable boats tore around at full speed
making tight inside and outside turns, practicing chasing
and being chased, rehearsing slamming to a stop and letting any chasing ships fly past.
We put the boats back on board with the crane, flushed
the engines, and set about padding the sides of the boats so
that next time it wouldn't be so painful. Someone showed
me how to glue padding to the floorboards and I put in
handles so I wouldn't fly out. I don't know what it'll be like
in action, but I'm going to be ready.

August 26

W

E ARRIVED AT THE 12-MILE ZONE OUTSIDE MORUROA

today, and we have picked up a little friend: a
French frigate that paces back and forth about a
mile away. It has called a couple of times to ask our intentions and to tell us that we are in violation of French law if
we get any closer than 12 miles to Moruroa.
The flotilla is drawing nearer. Tim sends their positions
to someone via e-mail who is putting them on a map so
that people can track progress on the Internet.
Bit by bit the action scenario is pulling together. Early in
the morning of the day we expect the first test, we will
41

More than 1,500 people
launch our inflatables from the
Rainbow Warrior, which will then at- marched to protest the
tempt to sail in herself. A few peo- French nuclear explosions
in Rarotonga, Cook
ple will go on the atoll and try to
hide; the rest of us will float within Island, Tahiti, June 1995.
the lagoon in our inflatables, trying
to stay free as long as we can. We expect that the MV Greenpeace will send in divers underneath the platform that drills
the shaft for the bomb and loads it. Our hope is that the
heart of French president Chirac retains a shred of humanity and he won't allow a test when the area is occupied by
nonviolent activists.
After dinner we had another meeting in the mess room
about the health risks of being near a nuclear test site.
Stan, the action coordinator, showed us diagrams of the
test site, the drilling rigs, and gave us reports on radioactivity levels.
For each underground test, of which there have been
about 60 since the French stopped atmospheric testing in
1974, they drill a shaft from 500 to 1,200 meters deep into
the coral. The bomb is then loaded into the shaft and detonated. After the bomb goes off, they drill a second shaft
nearby to get radioactive samples so they can get a better
idea of the test's yield. There have been lots of accidents.
Once a bomb got stuck halfway down the shaft and they
had to explode it there. And the coral is riddled with holes.
This time we expect there to be one big test of a 120-kiloton bomb and six to eight tests of 20-kiloton bombs, each a
little bigger than the bomb we dropped on Hiroshima. To
place the bombs, they drill through coral and soft rock. The
approximately 13-mile-long coral has fractured in a few
places, and we think more tests could fracture it further,
perhaps causing a tidal wave or some other major disaster.
One documented fracture is about 2 feet wide and a mile
long. Fractured coral or rock is not good for containing radioactivity. Some scientists say that it will only be held in
place for about 6 years. The area will remain radioactive for
generations.
Our group will wear badges and rings to measure our
exposure. We'll have to send them to a lab.
The Polynesian workers used to clean up radioactive
waste with no protective gear. Lessons in morality, anyone?

August 28

T

HE MV

GREENPEACE ARRIVED TODAY. SUCH A HUGE

ship. She's loaded to the gills with gear for the
flotilla. Again, I'm getting that great feeling that we
can do anything.
I've learned so much about activism, about people, about
ships, and about myself in the two years I've been working
for Greenpeace. I feel like I have a purpose, that I'm in the
right place, that I believe fully that we are doing the right
thing by being here. The issue is clear. There should be no
nuclear bombs tested. By being here, we have a good
chance to stop them. The public outcry alone ought to be
enough. If all this is not enough, what would be?

September 2

Y
42

ESTERDAY WAS THE DAY. I T LOOKED LIKE THE FIRST TEST

would be September 1, so we went for it. At about
4:30 A.M., two inflatables launched and headed

straight east. Afraid and excited, Tod and I left in a 10-foot
boat for 16 miles of open sea into a nuclear test site.
We were with the last two inflatables to leave. The swells
were really high, at least 10 feet tall. We rode up the swells,
then fell off the other side. It was painful to ride at full
speed for two-and-a-half hours. Somehow Tod managed to
keep us on track, heading straight for the western side of
Moruroa. We arrived at the atoll as the sun rose, and circled
north looking for an opening in the reef. We spotted a
whale not 20 meters away from the boat and there found a
low break in the coral, an entrance to the lagoon. I think the
whale was there just to help us. It was so close to the boat,
in the right place at the right time.
So we went into the lagoon and set off an orange smoke
bomb so Tiueety, our helicopter launched from the MV GP,
could spot us and film us as proof that we were there. Then
we took off toward the middle of the lagoon. The water
was as clear and as blue as you could hope for. We could
see coral. On land was a huge concrete bunker where the
above-ground tests used to happen. Now it has solar panels on the roof. That side of the lagoon is severely contaminated. The French slapped a coat of tar on it.
We spotted an inflatable in the water but there was no
one in it; it was hung up on the reef. We thought we might
be able to take the boat and have another one zipping
around, but the pontoons were slashed, the engine
smashed, the gas lines cut, and the gas gone. I hoped her
crew was a little better off. I had one of those cold hard realizations of what we were up against.
We left the dead boat and headed toward a tower in the
middle of the lagoon, thinking it would be the drilling platform. And then I saw a boat coming at us very fast. We
took off, but they were faster and kept swinging around us.
A guy lying on the bow slashed at the pontoons with a
knife attached to a pole. He just missed Tod's head with
that huge knife. Tod held his hands up in surrender and
they jumped in the boat, pinning us down and slashing the
ON THE ISSUES • Summer 1996

We spotted a whale not 20 meters away from the boat and
there found a low break in the coral, an entrance to the lagoon.
gas lines and the pontoons. I tried calling the Warrior on the
radio, shouting what was happening, but it was torn away.
Tod and I talked to each other, making sure the other wasn't getting hurt as they hauled us into the metal boat and
we all took off for the other inflatable.
The same thing was done to them. I was squirming
around, with the goons holding on to me. We were really
close to the platform. The activists in the other boat were
trying to swim to it and the commandos trying to haul
them in. I jumped in the water and swam for it too. Noncooperation. I would not make this easy for them. The
longer this took, the less likely there would be a test today.
Our helicopter was hovering around the whole time, filming the commandos hauling us around, twisting arms and
pulling hair. Those mercenaries used every dirty trick. One
guy was dragged by his hair across coral, shredding the
heavy sweater he was wearing until his back was bleeding.
They took us to a tugboat anchored in the lagoon and
held us there for hours and hours, took all our gear. There
were 10 or 12 of us on the tug, and we dried out our clothes
and talked about what we should do. We figured that as
long as we were on the tug in the lagoon they couldn't test.
We said we would not move until we talked to our captain. They laughed at us and stared at us and were assholes
every time we asked a question and wouldn't let the
women use a toilet until we threatened to pee on the deck.
Then they got us a bucket.
~T ~VT THEN THEY WANTED TO MOVE US WE SAT IN A CIRCLE

% / \ I and clamped on to each other. They pulled
w Y everyone apart, kneeling on one guy's head, and
took half away in the patrol boat. They came back for the
rest of us an hour later. I was clamped onto Herman, a very
big guy, and they ripped us apart, peeling fingers back,
pulling hair and twisting arms. They chained my arms to
the ceiling, which I could barely reach. It was a long boat
ride and we bounced around on sore arms and butts. Herman held up my legs to take some of my weight off my
wrists. I was overwhelmed by the whole experience, and
really tired.
They carried us off the boat, shoved us in a bus, and took
us to the base. They took our pictures; on the third one they
finally pulled my head back and got an out-of-focus shot of
my scowling mug; unidentifiable, really. Then took us one
by one into a little room. I went in with the woman. She
put on rubber gloves. I refused to take my clothes off, but
she got everything out of my pockets, wouldn't give me my
radiation badge back, and took my life jacket and outer
clothing. They moved us again, in handcuffs. That time
when they picked me up, my arms and wrists were screaming; I twisted and they dropped me on my damned wrists.
I kept thinking about nonviolence and whether what we
were doing was nonviolent. We snatched our arms away
when they tried to cuff us, and held on to things so they
had to pry us off to move us. We talked about passive and
active nonviolence. I figured being here in the first place
was pretty active and elected to keep up my resistance.
At the next waiting place we were with everyone who
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had left the Warrior and the Greenpeace. We traded stories
and heard that the ships were under tow and headed for
the atoll. Then we slept, and whenever I woke up there
were fewer people there. It got dark, and they brought us
food, but no one would eat it.

S

OMETIME AROUND 8:30 P.M. I WAS TAKEN TO BE QUES-

tioned. I gave my name, as we had been counseled to
do for our safety, but wouldn't tell the soldier anything else until he said that I couldn't go back to my ship
unless I told him which one I came from. He asked if I
wanted to return to the Warrior or be flown to Papeete.
Turns out he asked everyone that, and since we all asked to
go to the ship, they flew us to Papeete.
We sat around for a while, and ate some food because we
were miserably hungry and couldn't remember any more
why we had entertained the idea of refusing all their food.
Personally, I think I can resist better when I have energy.
They loaded us on a truck, again with our hands cuffed behind us, took us to the airstrip, and led us into the back of a
troop transport plane, the kind with webbing benches in a
bare plane. Then they buckled everyone in with our hands
tied behind our backs for the two-and-a-half-hour flight. I
found I could slide my hands under my bottom and pull
them up in front of me.
Around midnight the reporters who had been on the
Warrior joined us. They had their luggage from the ship
and free hands. We told them about being handcuffed and
the soldiers reluctantly recuffed everyone in front.
The plane was really loud and cold but most of us unbuckled and slept, sprawled over one another. When we
landed in the airport in Papeete, they asked us to sign a
form, and even though I could read the French, I refused. To
hell with them. We entered the airport, which was crammed
with reporters and cameras. I walked around in a daze.
The sky got light, a dim, cloudy paling. We piled in a bus
and went to the Faa'a town hall, where I saw an exhibit of
the horrors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Burned, mutilated
living bodies. We destroyed them. I walked out crying.
Still haven't slept and my body is burning from tiredness
and salty chafing but there is a protest march, so we ride
there. It's a weekend morning and just about the entire island is there. Everyone is glad to see us and congratulates
us. It's really hot. For hours we don't know if a test took
place this morning; finally we get news that it didn't. And
maybe there won't be any tests.

September 5
t

I

^ E FIRST TEST WAS TODAY. THE FRENCH SAID THEY

I would test even if activists were present and they
J L did. Two men from Greenpeace were held in a sealevel bunker while everyone else fled to higher ground
when they set off the test. Fury. Stunned. And depressed.
We are starting to get news that the Tahitians are going to
riot. There are about a thousand people at the airport and
they intend to burn it down, that French-induced pestilence, that home of the military.
The Warrior and the Greenpeace have

(continued on page 59)
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RAISING SONS
AS ALLIES
While race and gender wars rage, what can -parents do on the home front?
BY PAUL KIVEL

F

ROM A VERY EARLY AGE BOYS ARE TOLD AND TRAINED TO

"act like a man." To illustrate what that feels like, the
Oakland Men's Project devised the "Act Like a Man"
box on the opposite page. We know it's a box because
every time a boy tries to step out of it, he's pushed back in.
There are many variations on this training, but the commonality across cultures in the United States is striking.
Boys have various strategies for trying to survive in the
box, or sneak out of it at times, but the scars from living
within its walls are long-lasting and painful.
As parents we've been taught to pass on to our sons the
importance of being in the box. Even though we may fervently wish they could escape it, we may reinforce their
training in some subtle and not-so-subtle ways.
A major factor that keeps many of us from supporting
our sons' stepping out of the box is homophobia. We fear
that our sons might become gay, or might appear to others
to be gay if they don't look, talk, and act straight. Underneath this fear is the assumption that all our sons are indeed heterosexual.
Some of our sons are homosexual or bisexual. Many
more are confused about their sexual feelings for other people and may not become clear until later in life. For still
others, their sexual orientation may change over time.
Buying into the "Act Like a Man" box in any form, and
the homophobia that keeps it in place, makes all boys unsafe and leads to violence. All boys are limited by its strictures. Any boy, at any time, can be put down and forced to
PAUL KIVEL, a cofounder of the Oakland Men's Project and
father of two boys and a girl, is author of Men's Work: How to

Stop the Violence That Tears Our Lives Apart (Ballantine)
and Uprooting Racism: How White People Can Work for
Racial Justice (New Society Press). Also coauthor of Helping
Teens Stop Violence (Hunter House), he has developed and
conducted hundreds of workshops for teens and adults about
racism, sexual assault, and alternatives to violence. He welcomes
correspondence at pkivel@netcom.com.
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fight to prove he's straight and in the box. Any leadership,
any creativity, any imaginative acts can be immediately
challenged and defeated by homophobic comments.
The women's movement has produced much excellent
collective thinking about the raising of daughters, and a
whole generation of girls has grown up the beneficiary of
their mothers' actions and experiences. But with a few exceptions—notably Letty Cottin Pogrebin's book Growing Up
Free: Raising Your Child in the 80's—the same collective con-

versation has not occurred about the raising of sons. Given
our concern about the violence they are vulnerable to, and
our concern about the controlling and abusive male roles
they may grow up to inhabit, how do we bring our progressive feminist values to this challenge? How can all those of
us who are raising boys—including stepparents, partners,
family friends, and grandparents—guide them to manhood
with their strength, creativity, caring, and lives intact?
In hopes that another generation does not grow to adulthood before that much-needed crosstalk takes place, here
are some ideas about seven problematic issues that face
everyone raising sons.

RACE
If a boy is white...
Demonstrating racial solidarity with other young males is
often part of the condition for being accepted by them as a
man. This can mean, for a white boy, demonstrating he has
the balls to put down and abuse people of color. White hate
groups are only an extreme example of this dynamic; many
white young men affirm their manhood through white
racist solidarity in less dramatic ways.
Children begin to notice racial difference—and the societal difference it makes—between the ages of 2 and 5.
Throughout childhood they are bombarded with stereotypes, misinformation, and lies about race, and, if they are
white, pressure to become racist in their attitudes and behavior.
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It is crucial that we make teaching tolerance and the celebration of difference a priority when children are young.
As they grow older we also need to give them a social and
historical awareness of institutionalized racism and racial
injustice. We need to assess the values they are learning in
our home and family environment, and—as I explain in
Uprooting Racism—we need to teach our children, by example, how to become anti-racist activists. This is particularly
important for white boys, because it is they who are being
trained to be the racist shock troops of the next generation.
Some relevant questions to ask are "Does a boy live in a
multiracial environment at school and in the neighborhood? Does his family have friends of different ethnicities?
(If not, why not?) What information and messages do the
books, music, videos, pictures, and other images in the
home convey about race?"
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If a boy is Native American, Asian American, Arab
American, Latino, African American...
One of the most devastating impacts of racism on young
men of color is the internalization of racism into patterns of
competition and violence toward other young men of
color; self-destructive violence such as suicide, drug use,
and high-risk activity; and violence toward young women
of color. To counter this pattern we need to help our sons
develop pride in their cultural and racial identity and to
become grounded in their cultural history. In addition, we
need to help them understand the dynamics of racism, and
the prejudice and discrimination they are vulnerable to, so
they do not blame themselves or others in their racial
group for perceived failure. If they feel themselves part of a
larger struggle to combat racism, they will see other youth
of color as allies in that struggle rather than as competitors.
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It is better that a young man be rebellious against his parent's authority
than floundering or in trouble for lack of guidance.

SEX
If a young man is sleeping with,
or about to sleep with, someone...
The prevalence of sexual violence and harassment, and the
high incidence of teenage pregnancy and sexually transmitted diseases including AIDS, makes us all wary of young
people's having sex. However, they do have sex, at earlier
ages than when we were young, and we need to remember
that there can be much joy, loving, intimacy, and fun in sexual connection with another. If a foundation has been laid
in the family for respecting the bodies, feelings, and privacy of others, a young man will most likely carry that over
into his sexual relationships.
Even before a son is about to have sex, a parent should
buy some condoms and give them to him. One should not
assume a son is having sex with someone—nor should one
wait until being sure he has before talking with him.
I don't recommend Hillary Rodham Clinton's "don't ask,
don't tell" policy, which she says she has used with her
daughter. Nevertheless, an adult planning to ask a son
about his activities should have in mind a clear reason to
do so—to offer him support, for instance, or to make one
last attempt to urge him to practice safe sex.
Assuming the boy has been talked with years before
about safe sex and he is moderately well-informed, a relaxed time can be picked, when parent and son are hanging
out together, and he can be asked directly: "I see you and
are spending a lot of time together. Are you having
sex, or are you thinking of having sex?"
If he expresses embarrassment that the subject was
brought up, that's OK; next time he'll be less embarrassed
and perhaps more able to talk about it.
If he seems angry or feels defensive and says it's not the
parent's business, one can say something simple about caring about him and about his relationships and leave it at
that.
If he answers directly and describes what's going on
with him, one should listen and support him without offering advice unless he asks it.
Even if he says nothing at all, we can offer him some condoms, say something about the joy of sex between two consenting people, and let him know that anytime he has any
questions, we will be there for him and ready to talk.

HOMOPHOBIA
If boys make homophobic remarks around the house...
Boys bring home homophobic remarks in two (or sometimes three) phases.
The first phase is between the ages of 6 and 9 when they
come home saying words like "fag" and "queer." They
often don't know what the words mean, only that the
words hurt. Talking about the use of those words, what it
means to be lesbian, gay, and bisexual, and why the words
are hurtful usually ends the behavior, especially if there is a
general practice of respect toward others within the family.
If one is not lesbian, gay, or bisexual oneself—and if one
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doesn't have close family members or friends who are
(why not?)—this is the time to introduce the boy to some
books (such as Heather Has Two Mommies, Jenny Lives With
Eric and Martin, Daddy's Roommate, A Day With Alexis) and
to talk more about the variety of ways adults love each
other and create families based on their love. A parent who
has any hesitation or questions about doing this might talk
with other adults first to get clear about what to say.
Another phase generally comes when boys are in junior
high school and know somewhat more about homosexuality. They have picked up negative value judgments from
other adults, peers, and the media. They may also be experiencing their own sexual confusion, wanting to make sure
they pass as straight. The pressure on teenage young men
to be heterosexual, tough, in control, and unfeeling is so
great that many wear a protective coat of homophobia to
cover their insecurity.
Ongoing discussion, information, videos, and books help
defuse some of this kind of homophobia but are no substitute for a parent's personally knowing and respecting a diversity of lesbians, gays, and bisexuals. Discussions within
a family about politics, justice, equality, and multiculturalism should not leave out issues of homophobia. If a boy
has a social-justice foundation that includes issues of sexual orientation, this phase will pass quickly.
Another phase occurs for some young men when they
become so heavily involved in anti-gay subcultures—such
as sports, religious groups, gangs—that all one can do is
come to an uneasy truce about what is acceptable language
and behavior in the house. This phase is not necessarily
permanent but can be very painful because the main source
of these boys' identity, plus the external adult support they
receive for it, is based in part on a deeply rooted and constantly justified homophobia. It helps to be clear with a son
about our values and expectations of his behavior within
our presence, but we shouldn't expect to have a major impact on his attitudes during this phase.

SPORTS
If a boy is involved in a highly competitive sport...
As parents we may want our sons to participate in organized athletics to develop skills, teamwork, and self-confidence. At the same time we may have qualms about the
competitive, anti-female, anti-gay, and semi-violent atmosphere that is still all too prevalent in the boys' locker room
and on the playing field.
The challenge is to help our sons think critically about
the messages and training they are receiving. It helps to
point out and discuss specific incidents we notice, whether
it's on the Little League team or in the NBA. Our sons are
often very insightful in seeing and understanding the values they are exposed to when asked to reflect on them. The
sorts of questions we ask can include "What did you think
when the coach said, 'Anyone who loses is a wimp'? How
do you feel when someone is carried off the football field in
a stretcher? Why do you think girls' sports are not covered
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or supported as much as boys' sports are? How important
do you think it is to win? What would help you learn more
and develop your skills in playing on this team? What
would make it more fun? Have you been noticing that
many athletes have been involved in sexual-assault and
domestic-violence cases recently? Why do you think that
is? How healthy do you think it is to play when you're injured as an athlete?"

DISCIPLINE
When a boy gets to be as big and strong as his parent...
It can be intimidating to think about disciplining a son.
Limit-setting may trigger his rebelliousness and his need to
assert independence. We may think he doesn't listen to us
or need our approval.
It is easy to get into a battle of wills—or arguments that
degenerate into name-calling, sarcasm, putdowns, and the
temptation to hit. But we know that such responses don't
work; they just breed defiance, fear, anger, and the belief
that force solves problems. There are other forms of leverage we have as adults, even over our teens. They want our
attention, trust, and approval. We control the money and
access to family resources that young people depend on.
We should not manipulate their needs, but we should not
shy away from exerting our authority when their behavior
is inappropriate, agreements have been broken, or family
relationships have been violated.
Regardless of young men's age or size or their contesting
of parental authority, they need limits set and appropriate
discipline (from mothers and fathers) when they break the
rules. It is particularly important that we respond firmly,
without a personal need to blame our sons for being male
and without any vested interest in breaking their wills or
subduing their rebelliousness.
We need to involve our sons in family decision-making,
expect them to take responsibility for their actions, and use
our parental authority when we say, "I have decided to
[demand that your homework be done before you can
leave the house, work out an agreement about grades,
lower your stay-out time, institute a mandatory check-in
call every night you're out at
P.M., ground you]." It is
better that a young man be rebellious against his parent's
authority than floundering or in trouble for lack of guidance.

PORNOGRAPHY
If a boy is buying and/or using pornography...
In part because schools and parents have so failed to provide our youth with realistic and respectful information
about human sexuality, pornography today has become the
major form of sex education for young men. If a boy has
not already been introduced to it by an older male relative
or his peers, he will almost certainly discover it on his own.
The first thing a parent might do would be to talk with
another adult to get clear about one's feelings. One may be
angry about pornography and about adult men who use it.
Transferring this anger to one's son will not help him think
about what he's doing. Talking to another adult can also
help clarify whether this is a situation in which to say that
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one categorically does not want it in the house or, perhaps
instead, to tell a son how one feels about pornography but
to let him decide what to do with the magazines or videos
he has access to.
In either case, it is important to find out what he feels
about pornography. He may know little about the pornography industry, the exploitation of women in its production, or the effects of its consumption on women and men.
It might be useful, if one has the stomach for it, to look
through some with him and talk about it together.
A third option would be for all family members to have a
discussion about the issue and come to a family decision
about the presence of pornography in the house. This
process might raise other questions: What if the women
and girls in the household don't want it around but the
men and boys think it's a question of free speech and
there's really no harm in it? What weight should the
women's voices be given in this process? What responsibility do the men have to find out more about the effects of
pornography and respond to the issues of respect and safety that the presence of pornography raises? What if there is
disagreement among adults in the household as to whether
it's a big deal? These questions are important to work
through. Although one's first impulse might be to say,
"Throw the stuff out and never bring it in here again!" that
response only conveys to the son that the adults have authority to make house rules. He will continue to use
pornography, try to hide it better, and probably be thinking, "Just wait till I have a place of my own."
It is easy for young men to hear anti-pornography statements as anti-masturbation because boys often masturbate
to pornographic images. I agree with Dr. M. Jocelyn Elders,
the surgeon general dismissed by President Clinton, that
masturbation should be included in our nation's sex-education curricula. We need to reassure our sons that masturbation in and of itself is a perfectly normal part of human
sexuality. We also need to help them think critically about
the images they are being sold and how those images are
produced so that our sons do not become part of the consumer audience of the pornography industry.

RITES OF PASSAGE
If a parent wants a son to participate
in an initiation ritual...
Many religious, ethnic, tribal, fraternal, and spiritual traditions and organizations conduct ceremonial initiations to
mark a boy's transition to manhood. Some people are trying to revive or create new such rituals. To the extent that
these observances help prepare him for participation in the
adult community, they can be useful. However, almost always, they perpetuate gender inequality and traditional
gender roles unless they are carefully rethought and reconstructed. Relying on male archetypes or male-only leadership—or using language that stresses male roles or masculine identity rather than human archetypes and
roles—promotes the patriarchal values we desperately
need to move beyond. The best way to ensure that rites of
passage or other ceremonies are progressive is to have feminist women involved in designing and implementing
them. •
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ELECTION '96:
DON'T STAY HOME
Ai

LL PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS ARE IMPOR-

liant, but some stand out as turning
points, historic markers when the nation
made a clear choice to take one path and
not another. Think back to Franklin Roosevelt's New Deal victory in 1932,
Kennedy's in 1960, Nixon's in '68, Reagan's
in 1980. This fall is another such moment,
and to understand what's at stake ON THE
ISSUES talked to Tanya Melich, author of The
Republican War Against Women: An Insider's
Report from Behind the Lines, a powerful in-

dictment of the party she served so long. A
cofounder of the pro-choice New York State
Republican Family Committee and
An
BY JULIA KAGAN its executive director for 10 years,
Melich was on the campaign staffs of
Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller and Senator Jacob
Javits, and was a key player in the election of New
York City Mayor Rudolph W. Giuliani. She was a delegate or an alternate to every Republican convention
from 1952 to 1992, except 1984.
In chilling detail that makes this book a must-read
for anyone seeking to understand this summer's
presidential conventions and platform fights, Melich,
who was born into a politically active Republican
family (her father was a Utah state senator), describes how New Right and religious right conservatives carefully and methodically captured the party
of Lincoln.
The war against women is actually a relatively recent development, born of a calculated decision to exploit the backlash against women's growing power
and influence, she explains. It began with the "southern strategy" that helped win former "Dixiecrat"
states for losing candidate GOP candidate Barry
Goldwater in 1964 and—extended to exploit anti-busing sentiments in northern states—won the presidency for Nixon in '68. Four years later, this New Majoritarian strategy, having built a Republican majority
with conservative Democrats and independents
angry at the sixties' social and civil rights changes,
won the election for Nixon again in '72.
Women's issues became an integral part of this

Interview with Tanya Melich
strategy in 1980, the year the Republican party abandoned its support for the ERA, a platform plank since
1940. The party's new misogynist approach helped
elect Reagan by expanding its conservative pitch to
include both the anti-ERA and anti-women's-movement sentiments fanned by activists like Phyllis
Schlafly and the anti-choice reaction to the 1973 Roe v.
Wade decision legalizing abortion.
Not that long ago, as Melich reminds us, Richard
Nixon, Bob Dole, and George Bush all supported
both the ERA and women's control over reproductive
choice. The world looks very different in 1996. "There
is no moderate voice for women" among the leading
Republican presidential candidates, she writes in the
last chapter of her book, which was published in January. "On women's issues they agree. They accept
that the government should dictate reproductive
choice, that it should not help with child care save in
a token way, and that current affirmative action programs, even when they are couched in goals and
timetables, should be reformed to the point that they
are essentially useless."
OTI interviewed Melich in early April, after Dole's
string of primary victories made him the certain Republican nominee. Patrick Buchanan, his only remaining challenger, had declared he would fight on until
the party's convention in San Diego in mid-August.

| U LIA K A C A N is a New York-based writer and editor and special projects advisor for ON THE ISSUES.
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OTI: What are emerging as defining
issues for '96?
MELICH: If one can assume that
Bosnia, China, Russia, or the Middle East
don't become the issue, then the issues
are going to be domestic. I see three. The
first is the tax issue, which for the Republican side is defined as less federal government, power transferred to the state
governments, and less government
spending on domestic programs—except
defense. The subsets of the tax issue are
welfare reform, education, environment,
and the living wage, the idea that it isn't
enough to have a job if your wage is so
small you can't live on it.
The next issue is abortion. I think it
will be as big as it was in '92 because if
Dole is elected, legal abortion except to
save the life of the mother will be lost.
You're not going to have Bob Dole wake
up the day after he's nominated and say,
"I am now supporting Roe v. Wade."
Meantime, the House and the Senate are
at the present time anti-choice. (The
House (with 2 vacancies) is 218 antichoice, 142 pro-choice, and 73 mixed;
and the Senate 45 anti, 38 pro, and 17
mixed.) You also have the potential of
two or three justices of the Supreme
Court resigning during the next presidential term.
Third is the issue of intolerance, which
of course choice is part of. The issue of
one group claiming moral superiority
over others will be a dominant undercurrent in the campaign. It can already
be sensed in Dole's statements promising to appoint only conservative judges.
Dole won his nomination because the religious right moved its support to him
from Buchanan. Dole owes them and
will have to back most of their agenda.
OTI: Agree with it or not, one could
argue that the Republican war against
women that you describe has been a successful strategy. It kept Republicans in
power for the 12 Reagan-Bush years before Clinton won, and they won again
in '94.
MELICH: The strategy fell apart in
1992 when Republican and independent
women deserted Bush for Clinton and
Perot. The question now is whether 1994
was a significant trend or an aberration.
Remember that '94 was an off-year
election. The out party from the White
House generally does well in an off-year
election. In 1994, women didn't turn out
to vote in the numbers they usually do.
Generally more women than men vote,
but in '94 women represented only 51
percent of the electorate, compared with
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53.5 percent in 1992. Women still voted
MELICH: That's the argument that got
more Democratic overall, 53 percent to the United States Richard Nixon in 1968.
47 percent, but their backing was luke- That's the old Marxist argument that "I
warm. On the other hand, the men were don't like these two and if I don't vote
enthusiastically for the Republican agen- then eventually it will get so bad that
da of less taxes, smaller government, no we'll have a revolution." That isn't the
gun control, and less regulation.
way it works in our country. What hapIn the South, white women over- pens is that whenever those in the center
whelmingly voted Republican, but white don't vote, the right does well. As for libwomen in the rest of the country didn't erals, the exit polls for '92 and '94 indigive the Republicans strong backing. cate very few seem to be voting; the
Nonwhite women,
number of voters who
though, were strongly
identify themselves as libDemocratic. These figerals is comparatively
ri€
ures alone point toward
small.
REPUBLICAN
a defeat for Dole in NoIn this year's primaries
WAR
vember if women turn
and caucuses, many Reout and vote like they
publican women showed
AGAINST
did in 1992.
little interest in voting.
WOMEN
OTI: But Dole could
The exceptions were GOP
also win with his strateparty stalwarts and the regy, especially if men are
ligious right women who
TANY\MEUCH
strongly for the Repubform the backbone of
licans and women are
the Christian Coalition's
THE REPUBLICAN WAR
only lukewarm for the
grassroots workers. But
AGAINST WOMEN:
Democrats.
after Buchanan won New
An Insider's Report
MELICH: That deHampshire, some of
from Behind the Lines
pends on how the camthe alienated Republican
by Tanya Melich
paign plays out. Some
women who felt none of
(Bantam, New York,
issues could make
the GOP candidates repre$23.95 hardcover)
women more strongly
sented them turned out to
Democrat. Many w o vote in order to stop
men who see the Republican party sup- Buchanan. In most cases, they voted for
porting the Christian right's medieval Dole not because they were enthusiastic
idea of women say, "Even though I like but because he seemed the most likely
the Republican tax policies, I can't sup- candidate to stop Buchanan, who had
port them because of their intolerance." scared them. This alienation was worst in
Add on top of that the mean-spirited- New York, which is a strongly pro-choice
ness of the Gingrich revolution—and the state: 59 percent of those who voted were
data that show that women are more men, and 41 percent were women.
sympathetic to poor people, to the
OTI: So they say that angry white men
health, education, environment, and were the tilting factor in '94. Could
welfare issues—and you have two things women make the difference in '96?
that should make a difference in favor of
MELICH: Yes, they could. Both the
the Democrats. In mid-April, a Los Ange- Dole and Clinton campaigns are targetles Times poll showed Clinton winning ing high-school educated men and
the women by 27 percent and the men women, particularly women. Convenby 8 percent over Dole.
tional wisdom is that these high-school
In fact, Clinton has moved in the last educated women, many of them single
year to co-opt the thrust of the Contract parents, will vote for Clinton if they can
With America issues—welfare reform, be convinced to vote. The Dole camtax issues, less government spending. paign hopes to win them over with its
The thing that kept moderates voting for lower tax message as well as its promise
Republicans was the economic issues. If to stop the nation's moral decline. So
Clinton can hold onto those issues, the now the Republican women's backlash
only thing the Republicans have going message used since 1980 will be used to
for them is the intolerance issue, and it win over not' only
' angry men but ambivalent and unhappy women. It will be
may not be enough.
OTI: There are people who say that Clinton's challenge to show that his prowomen stayed home from the polls in grams and concern for working women
'94 because the Republicans and Democ- through child care, educational opporturats didn't seem different enough to be nities, affirmative action, and reproductive freedom will not only bring more
worth the trouble of finding a babysitter.
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economic security but a better moral climate for these women's children.
The wild card is Ross Perot. If he gets
into the race, the angry men—the ones
Buchanan is talking to—may go to Perot
rather than Dole. And if Dole loses too
many of these men, he will be in trouble.
Recent polls show that Perot is popular
among young men and women. It is too
early to tell where they will go.
OTI: What do you say to strong feminists who are turned off by both parties?
MELICH: Radical feminists have to do
what radical people always do, which is
push the envelope. They have to do the
same kind of things that Buchanan is
doing with what he believes in. However, they have to be very careful in the
context of the next six or nine months. If
they push too hard they will end up
with a right-wing President and Congress, and then they will lose badly—the
most immediate being the right to
choose. So this is not the time to be experimenting. The time to be doing this is
after '96, planning for the year 2000.
OTI: There's been talk about a
women's party.
MELICH: I think a women's party is
stupid. What you will do is pull the feminists away from helping the Democratic
party win elections at all. Feminists
don't need to organize a women's party
to gain power. They need to run primaries against those who oppose their
agenda in the same way the Right took
power away from the moderates in the
Republican party. They should refuse to
contribute to candidates who do not
back their agendas but should vote in
elections and help nominate candidates.
If feminists spend their time and energy
at this crucial juncture trying to organize
a women's party, they will become isolated. Elections are won with issue coalitions within the parties.
The thing that's so impressive about,
say, Emily's List, is that there's a hell of a
lot of money there. If the Democratic
party wants to win the House back, they
need the money of Emily's List. If the
Emily's List women and some of the radical women were to go off and form a
third party, they are going to be over
there with their 1 or 2 percent and they
are not going to be relevant to the political dynamic of the moment. In addition,
a women's party sets up a kind of divisiveness that isn't useful because you
have many men who would probably be
helpful otherwise, but might not on the
basis of just gender. There are many
ways to push agendas and going off and

50

trying to form a political party in a system like ours is crazy. That kind of approach will work in a parliamentary system, and it will work in systems where
you divide the vote up. But in a system
where you have winner-take-all, it's a
waste of energy.
OTI: How is the election shaping up?
MELICH: I think the election is going
to be very close. It looks like Ross Perot
is getting into it and Buchanan is still a
major factor. And we don't know what
will happen in Congress between now
and August. Remember, we still don't
have a budget. And the right-to-life people are going to push for all of the rest of
the anti-choice agenda they didn't get
before Christmas and they're going to
get it. This is a campaign season that is
no holds barred. I haven't seen an election like this since '68, when Nixon won
43.4 percent of the vote to Humphrey's
42.7 percent.
OTI: So can we expect a big women's
issue push in the fall?
MELICH: Not necessarily. Clinton and
Dole would prefer not to talk about
women's issues directly because in both
parties these issues create tensions they
don't want. There are people in the Democratic party who believe that Clinton
hasn't been concerned enough about
poor women and takes for granted the
Democratic party's electoral advantage
among women in general. Meanwhile,
among the ambivalent women voters
Clinton is trying to attract, women's-issues rhetoric is seen as anti-family. The
Clinton campaign continually stresses
families when talking about women in
an effort to co-opt the Republican "family values" offensive.
On their side, the Republicans limit
their talk about women's issues, arguing
that there is no such thing, since women
make up their minds based on their
marital status, class, educational level,
and ideology. They also don't like to talk
about women's issues because inevitably abortion must be discussed and
the party's position on abortion is so
alien to its traditional position of opposing government interference. Campaign
strategists looking to unite Republicans
try to play down the issue, even as the
party's religious right flank continually
flogs it.
OTI: Where will Dole come down?
MELICH: Dole will not budge in his
opposition to a woman's right to an
abortion. He will seek other ways to attract women voters but not so that it
angers his base of angry white men.

Dole will try to unite the Republicans
around an economic agenda, promising
a better economy through less taxes that
will bring more jobs for all. He will emphasize returning America to the "traditional values" of the '50s even as he will
talk about equality for all women. But he
will offer nothing that truly brings equal
opportunity: He will oppose affirmative
action programs including those with no
quotas. He will oppose choice and comparable worth and raising the minimum
wage. He will go along with the religious right's interpretation of women's
role being to remain in the home and follow the natural law of God, which
means obeying your husband or male
relative or minister.
One of the rhetorical traps that
women voters must not accept is the argument that the Republican issue agenda is friendly to all women because the
party has impressive women as U.S. senators, House members, and staff people.
Both Clinton and Dole have professional
wives and women on their staffs in positions of power. One of the positive accomplishments of the women's political
movement is that both parties are now
aware that running women candidates
and having women staff in positions of
authority is a plus, and both nominate
and recruit them—maybe not enough to
suit me, but it certainly is better than 25
years ago. The issue now is, what policies will they back?
OTI: So feminists who don't really like
Clinton's conservative drift on welfare
and other issues should vote for him
anyway?
MELICH: Where else can feminist
women go? Clinton is not about to appoint Supreme Court justices who are
going to vote to throw out Roe v. Wade. It
Dole, who will owe his victory to the
right wing, is agreeing to an agenda that
says that women are not able to be equal
to men, that permeates through everything, not just choice. If you're looking
over the long-term, half a loaf is better
than none. At least then you can begin to
build on the half a loaf. A system like
ours is too diverse. You only get part of
what you want.

T

HE REPUBLICAN WAR AGAINST WOMEN

"began when some ambitious ideologues discovered that backlash politics
brought them power. It will end when
Republican leaders discover it loses them
power," Melich concludes at the end of
her book. Whether they'll learn that in
November is an open question. •
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Hartle; all of them admitted having sexual intercourse with Absalon when she was
dead drunk. The complainant, in other
words, had corroborating evidence. It was
not enough. She got drunk, she passed
out, what was she doing there late at

The
MIT

night—what did she expect?

A WOMAN SCORNED:
Acquaintance Rape on Trial
by Peggy Reeves Sanday (Doubleday,
New York, $23.95 hardcover)
BY LORRAINE DUSKY

T

HE STORY IS FAMILIAR. KRISTA ABSA-

lon, a 23-year-old divorced mother
of two, drank too many beers and too
many shots one night in October 1991 at
the Casablanca, a joint near the Canadian border in her home town of Gouverneur, NY. At some point, she passed
out in the bathroom. Later, after the
place had closed, five men, all of them
acquaintances of hers, carried Absalon
from the ladies' room to a booth,
stripped her, and raped her while she
slipped in and out of consciousness. She
learned what had happened two weeks
later because the men had been bragging
about it.
Absalon filed a complaint, the D.A.
brought misdemeanor charges (rape is a
felony, but it was a first offense after all,
and the young men's lives might be ruined, etc.—you know the drill), and the
town justice, Wallace Sibley, fined them
each $840.
When Absalon and women's groups
cried foul, the case was reopened by the
state. One of the alleged rapists, Michael
Curcio, said on national television, "I
don't think we should have gotten anything," and described the rape as just a
"gang bang." No big deal.
No big deal either to the jury of six men
and six women in nearby Canton who, at
the end of March, found the first of the
five men to come to trial, Mark Hartle, 29,
not guilty. In return for probation, one of
the men, Greg Streeter, testified against
LORRAINE DUSKY is the author of
the forthcoming Still Unequal: The
Shameful Truth About Women and
Justice in America.

Absalon has since moved to Syracuse.
In Gouverneur, folks blame her for the
bad press their town got since she
brought this unwanted notoriety to it. In
Gouverneur, Absalon will always be a
woman scorned.
Peggy Reeves Sanday, an anthropologist at the University of Pennsylvania,
knows this terrain. She has visited it before in Fraternity Gang Rape and Female
Power and Male Dominance and she is an

expert on "rape prone" and "rape free"
societies. In A Woman Scorned: Acquaintance Rape on Trial, Sanday convincingly
makes the argument that violent sex between women and men is a cultural abnormality, not a biological inevitability.
In societies where sex roles are better
balanced and there is very little violence,
rape is rare. This is a book you want
everyone who will ever serve on a rape
trial to read.
Her incisive examination of acquaintance rape through the centuries shows
that historically it is cultural attitudes,
not the law, not justice, and certainly not
a sense of right, that prevail in rape trials. Pop sociology and pop psychology
dominate, she says, because popular
stereotypes of sex roles allow men to
keep ornery women in their place. One
particularly fascinating passage reveals
that when rape trials declined in Puritan
times, witch trials replaced them—society had to find some way to keep uppity
women in their place. The Puritans did
believe women when they brought rape
charges, however; it was assumed they
had no reason to lie. It was not until
later, when Blackstones's Commentaries
on the Law became a best-seller in this
country in the 1760s, that one of the most
insidious comments on rape—the misguided venom of a jurist a century earlier—came into popular usage in the
courts: "Rape is...an accusation easy to
be made, hard to be proved, but harder
to be defended by the party accused,
though innocent." In most states this
statement was read to the jury in rape
trials as part of their instructions up until
the 1970s.
Not all jurists were unsympathetic to
women's experiences in the courts. In
1868, a Justice Johnson held that a
woman's past "lascivious" conduct
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could not be taken to mean that she was
at the sexual disposal of anyone against
her will. If such evidence was allowed,
he argued, then so should evidence
about whether or not the man was "in
the habit of assaulting other females
with intent to ravish... All men would
see its injustice at once and exclaim
against it." The judge's argument, it is
worth noting, came in a dissenting opinion. The rapist got off. Too bad Judge
Johnson was not officiating at the
William Kennedy Smith trial instead of
Judge Mary Lupo, who handed over the
trial to the defense the minute she ruled
against disclosing Smith's prior bad acts
with other women.
Sanday makes a strong case for telling
one's partner whether or not sexual advances are desirable. You have to let them
know every step of the way. Although I
wondered about how Antioch College's
famous and much-maligned sex policy
(ask first) could actually work, she convinced me that it should be taught to all
school children over the age of...whenever it is they become sexually active in our
violent, "rape prone" society.
Most of us who know someone who
has been raped (do any of us not?) will
appreciate her skewering of anti-femi-

nists such as Camille Paglia, Katie
Roiphe, and Christina Hoff Sommers
and their uncanny ability to get ink in
the male-dominated media such as The
New York Times. All in all, A Woman
Scorned is a compelling read, not only for
the one in eight women who will have
sex against her will sometime in her life,
but for anyone interested in how far we
haven't come, as the Gouverneur trial
makes all too clear. •

LIVING
HELL
JONATHAN
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AMAZING
GRACE
AMAZING GRACE:
The Lives of Children and. the
Conscience of a Nation
by Jonathan Kozol (Crown Publishers, Inc.,
New York, $23 hardcover)
BY ELEANOR J. BADER

D
ty lies the Mott Haven section of the
South Bronx, and although it is one
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neighborhood among many, the truths
about urban indigence that Jonathan
Kozol uncovers there resonate from
Watts to East St. Louis, from New Haven
to Newark.
Amazing Grace looks at America as it
approaches the millennium, and Kozol's
shock over the conditions he sees is palpable. He is an outsider, someone who is
unfamiliar with the day-to-day grind of
economic want, and he wants his readers—people he assumes are similarly unfamiliar with the scenario he chronicles—
to view what he views, hear what he
hears, and feel the desperation and fury
that he feels. It is as if Kozol is letting us
in on a long-maintained and ugly secret.
Amazing Grace is anecdotal and selfconscious. For the most part it allows
neighborhood residents to speak in their
own sometimes angry, sometimes deELEANOR J. BADER is a freelance
writer and teacher from Brooklyn, Neu> York.

pressed voices. Children receive particular attention, since Kozol is concerned
with what it means to grow up deprived
of material comforts and despised by society. "You don't have to be in jail to be
in prison," a teenager named Malcolm X
quips, and statistics bear this out.
Although Kozol is judicious in his use
of numbers, those he includes pack a
solid punch. He writes, for example, that
the area's median income is $7,600; that
only seven of the 800 children attending
the local elementary school are over-income for free school lunches; that onequarter of the women who are tested for
HIV in obstetrics wards are positive.
Indeed, the illnesses most readily associated with poverty—among them
AIDS, asthma, and anxiety—are rampant in Mott Haven. While the overall
rate of hospital admission for asthma is
2.5 per 1,000 city wide, in Mott Haven the
ratio is 6 per 1,000. One overcrowded
public hospital serves the area, and private doctors are few and far between.
Making matters worse, local health problems are exacerbated by the presence of
a medical waste incinerator that spews
noxious fumes into the air from "red bag
products," the amputated limbs, bandages, bedding, fetal tissue, and syringes
that are dumped in the South Bronx by
14 New York City hospitals.
"If you weave enough bad things into the
fibers of a person's life: sickness and filth, old
mattresses and other junk thrown in the
streets, and ruined people, a prison here,
sewage there, drug dealers here, the homeless
people over there, then give us the very worst
schools anyone could think of, hospitals that
keep you waiting for 10 hours, police that
don't show up when someone's dying, you
can guess that life will not be very nice and
children will not have much sense of being
glad of who they are."

So says 16-year-old Maria, who, like
Malcolm X and other school-aged children, speaks to Kozol with an eloquence,
righteousness, and passion that underscores the dichotomy between the haves
and have-nots.
The few who transcend their birthright—factory worker-cum-poet Juan
Bautista Castro and his 13-year-old student Anthony; David, just accepted into
the City University of New York; Charlayne, finishing her associate's degree at
a community college; and Mrs. Washington, a community "mother" whose kindness and wit provide balm for many a
dispirited resident—are presented as the
anomalies they are, small miracles in a
world of abomination and tragedy.

ON

THE

ISSUES

• Summer

199

6

Other miracles, the community agencies that provide advocacy and aid to
area residents, and the many churches
that offer material and spiritual comfort,
are presented as oases of relief, part of
the "life force" that sustains optimism
and hope in an otherwise bleak landscape.
Yet for all the positive values that
Kozol presents—the human strength,
fortitude, resilience, and pluck of many
in Mott Haven—he also depicts the raging drug use, alcoholism, depression,
and despair that run rife in the community. Death—from drug overdoses, AIDS,
arson, physical violence, illness, and alcohol abuse—is presented as a commonplace reality, and Kozol rails at the frequency with which loss of life enters his
conversations.
"Nothing works here in my neighborhood," shrugs a lifelong resident, Elizabeth. "Everything breaks down in a
place like this. The pipes break down.
The phone breaks down. The electricity
and heat break down. The spirit breaks
down. The body breaks down."
While Amazing Grace would have been
stronger if Kozol had told us more about
why he chose Mott Haven and how he
made his first forays into the community
as a white, Jewish, educated, economically stable male outsider, the book
nonetheless vibrates with understated
rage at the intentional neglect, racism,
and indifference that allow poverty to
fester.
"How does a nation deal with those
whom it has cursed?" he asks. How do
we allow one Wall Street money manager to earn $1 billion a year, a sum that
"was just about five times the total income of the 18,000 households of Mott
Haven.... An extra 20 percent tax on his
earnings, if redistributed in the South
Bronx, would have lifted 48,000 human
beings—every child and every parent in
every family of Mott Haven—out of
poverty, with enough left over to buy
many safe new elevator doors and hire
several good physicians for the public
schools that serve the neighborhood."
Such talk about the redistribution of
wealth, once routine, has become rare.
Like The Other America that Michael Harrington depicted 30 years ago, Amazing
Grace is heartbreaking and enraging, a
plea to take off our blinders and enter
the fray. A button from the late 1970s
conveyed the right spirit: // the people
lead, the leaders will follow. Closing Amaz-

ing Grace, one can only wonder: If not
now, when? •
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• Before there was Roe
v. Wade there was
"|ane," a group of
committed activists
who helped women
with unwanted pregnancies. Their story is told in THE STORY
OF JANE: THE LEGENDARY UNDER
GROUND FEMINIST ABORTION SER
VICE by Laura Kaplan. Using pseudonyms
to give anonymity to a project that "anywoman" could have done, as much as to
protect those involved, the author details
how "Jane" was part of the heady movement of the early 70s, and its relation to the
medical establishment. An inspiring portrait
of women united by the common cause of
providing abortions for women who were
desperate. (Pantheon, $24.95)

BRIEF

• In YELLOW WOMAN AND A BEAU
TY OF THE SPIRIT, Leslie Marmon Silko,
author of Ceremony and Almanac of the
Dead turns her sharp, clear vision on a
broad range of concerns from the role rocks
play in Native American culture to the injustices Native Americans face when confronting the Anglo-American legal system.

These essays are powerful and brilliant.
(Simon & Schuster, $23)
• A valuable addition to any feminist's library
is FEMINIST FOREMOTHERS IN
W O M E N ' S STUDIES, PSYCHOLOGY,
A N D MENTAL HEALTH, edited by Phyllis
Chesler, Esther D. Rothblum, and Ellen Cole.
The 48 contributors include Andrea
Dworkin, Carol Cilligan, Judith Herman,
Shere Hite, bell hooks, Kate Millett, and Gloria Steinem. Each tells the story of how she
came to feminism and how her life was consequently changed. We owe a debt of gratitude to the editors for ensuring their stories a
place in our history. (Harrington Park Press,
$29.95)
• Read GLOBAL VILLAGE OR GLOBAL
PILLAGE: ECONOMIC RECONSTRUC
TION FROM THE B O T T O M UP by Jeremy Brecher and Tim Costello. Despite its
title, this is an accessible documentation of
the economic, political, social, and environmental effects of the New World Economy,
and how activists around the world have
started challenging them. Read it, really.
(South End Press, $14)
—SALLY OWEN
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ANTONIA,
ANNE... AND
OSCAR
BY KATHI MAIO

Iglued
But like a great many Americans, I'm
to the TV during the Academy

T'S A SICK CULTURAL RITUAL, THE OSCARS.

Awards. Most years, with women's roles
as bad as they are, there's nothing much
to root for. But this last Oscar night was
more exciting than usual for me. This
time out, I was actually crossing my fingers in a few categories, and my most
fervent boosterism was reserved for two
movies most Americans hadn't seen.
Both commemorate the lives of strongKATHI M A I O

is film editor of

Sojourner: The Women's Forum
and author of Feminist in the Dark and
Popcorn and Sexual Politics.
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willed women. Neither was made in and hypocritical priests, but their
weapons of choice are wits and will. VioHollywood.
When ANTONIA'S LINE, the Nether- lence is a male game—one Antonia's
lands's official entry, was nominated for male compatriots, luckily, don't mind
best foreign-language film, I was playing, when necessary. The women reshocked and thrilled. And when it won, sort to it only in a crisis—and then never
mirabile dictu!—didn't those folks know in a cold-blooded manner.
Since this is a feminist fable, the victor
what they were doing? They bestowed
in these clashes with misogyny is never
an Oscar upon an overtly feminist film!
Many people will probably watch An- really in doubt. Nor is there ever any
tonia's Line, screenwriter-director Mar- question of Antonia's unconditional love
leen Gorris's fourth film, and have no for and support of Danielle and the other
idea how very political it is. A family women in her extended family.
When Danielle decides she wants a
saga about five generations of villagers
in the south of Holland, it can seem as baby but not a husband, her mother
wholesome and homey as the big old helps her get what she wants. (Of course,
she has a daughter.) And
farmhouse that is its cenwhen Danielle later detral locale. But appearcides that she loves her
ances can be deceiving,
young daughter's gradefor this is a film about a
school teacher, Antonia
modern matriarchy. It
makes room at the famichronicles a glorious
ly hearth for Danielle's
clan of women who
lesbian partner, Lara
refuse to be controlled
(Elsie de Brauw).
by patriarchal custom or
male violence.
Antonia's world is one
of acceptance—of differForemost among them
ences and choices. Exis Antonia (played by
cept, by implication,
the magnificent Willeke
when it come to reprovan Ammelrooy), who
duction. Although Antoreturns to her native vilnia's Line comes mighty
lage at the close of World
close to being the perfect
War II to bury her stillfeminist feature film, the
venomous, dying mother and take over the fam- Antonia (Willeke van Ammelrooy) women in it seem obliged to bear offspring. One
ily farm. With the help of
her teenage daughter, Danielle (Els Dot- character, Letta (Wimie Wilhelm) is so
termans), she harvests more than crops. enamored of pregnancy and childbirth
A "prodigal daughter," Antonia gathers that she pops out a new infant annualto her table a community of rebels, out- ly—until unlucky number 13 kills her.
casts, and life's walking-wounded—all
So, OK, some women want to have bathe "others" in her one-tavern town. She bies—lots of them. But not all of us want
makes a new life—and lives it, honor- to be parents, and Antonia's Line presents
ably, by her own rules.
just such a woman. Danielle's daughter,
But Antonia's rules don't always jibe Therese (played as an adult by Veerle Van
with those of other villagers. Everyone Overloop), is an emotionally withdrawn
assumed, for example, that a widow intellectual and a genius at mathematics
would want a new husband. Farmer Bas and music. When she accidentally be(Jan Decleir), himself a widower, is espe- comes pregnant (circa the late '70s), she
cially hopeful on this score. He proposes becomes a mom, even though she has aba practical merger of local farm families. solutely no interest in playing nurturer.
His five sons, he tells her, need a mother. Her attitude toward her child—a daugh"Yes," Antonia agrees, "but I don't need ter, of course—borders on benign neglect.
your sons." Neither does she need a husIt's a disappointing mystery why Marband, she informs him. What she can use leen Gorris forced the character of
is a good neighbor and friend. In one of Therese into motherhood. In her own
the film's acknowledgements that there life, Gorris made a conscious decision
are good men in this world, Bas accepts not to have children. She has told intera relationship with this calm, broad- viewers that her own attitude is similar
shouldered amazon on her terms.
to that of the film's reclusive philosoThere are abusive and controlling pher, Crooked Finger (Mil Seghers), who
men, too, in this hamlet. Antonia and advises Therese, his beloved protegee, to
Danielle must do battle with rapist thugs abort, to save her child from the misery
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of a "rotten world."
Antonia's Line is framed as a matrilineal saga, in which daughter passes on to
daughter a wealth of womanly pride,
and the "line" goes well past the limits
of blood relationships, beyond formal
marriage and direct progeny. Antonia's
whole family is a chosen one. Yet clearly
Therese is a woman who does not want
to parent a child, so why does she give
birth? And why did this feminist film
have to maintain its maternal imperative
even unto a generation that has had access to safe, state-funded abortion?
Only Marleen Gorris can answer that.
But given the chance, I don't think I'd
grill her too severely on the point. I'd be
too busy thanking her for the most energizing, uplifting, woman-positive film
I've ever seen.
ANNE FRANK REMEMBERED, WINNER I N

HOME
VIDEOS

• MURIEL'S
WEDDING

(Miramax) Plump,
gawky, eager-toplease Muriel is a
loser. (Or so her
father has informed her every day of her
life.) To comfort herself, she listens to her
old ABBA tapes and dreams of attaining at
least one shining moment of joyous beauty
and feminine success—as a bride. Muriel
gets her flower-strewn white wedding, but
that's not, she eventually realizes, where
her true happiness lies.
P.). Hogan's quirky screenplay and direction evoke the tragedy of patriarchal—what
we euphemistically term "dysfunctional"—
family life. But his film is also an often hilarious comedy. Thanks to a brilliant performance by Toni Collette in the title role, the
film works on all levels. This Australian
import is not to be missed.

the best documentary feature category,
recalls the author of Diary of a Young Girl, • PERSUASION (Tri-Star Home Video)
a document of youthful intensity and
Emma Thompson's Oscar-winning adaptahope. Generations of young girls, worldtion of jane Austen's Sense and Sensibility
wide, have identified with Anne's imgot the kudos (and most of the box office),
passioned, sometimes petulant diary
but this screen rendering of Austen's last
musings and wept for her loss.
completed novel is just as impressive. Even
During the opening sequences, shots
more impressive, if you distrust the prettyof train wheels and ovens and modern
pretty impulse in period movies.
synagogues, set to the strains of violins,
Persuasion tells the story of Anne Elliot,
seemed too obvious. And the oh-so-polite narration of Kenneth Branagh left me people who actually knew Anne, and he
cold. (Even Glenn Close's brief readings gives them the opportunity to share their
from the Diary seemed artificially sweet.) remembrances of her. Through these witI feared that director Jon Blair would nesses, most of them women, we relive
never get past Anne the icon: virgin mar- Anne's brief life and the heartbreak of
tyr, victim-saint, poster child of the her death from typhus, starvation, and
Holocaust.
exposure in a hellhole called BergenBut soon Blair abandons the pious ap- Belsen in the late winter of 1945.
Anne is a hero who died. But Anne
proach and delves more deeply into the
personality of the young woman we Frank Remembered also tells us about
know from the diary (now available in women heroes who survived—each deserving of her own bioa new edition that regraphical documentary.
stores several bowdlerThere is Hanneli Goslar,
ized passages about her
who was also sent to
changing body, sexualiBergen-Belsen. Here, too,
ty, and mother-angst).
is Dutch resistance fightThis Anne is an enerer Janny Brandes-Brillegetic, opinionated soul,
slijper, another camp sureager to embrace life
vivor. She had the sad
and make her mark on
duty of informing Anne's
the world. A childhood
father, Otto Frank (sole
chum in Amsterdam,
survivor of the attic) that
Hanneli Goslar, recalls
both his daughters were
her own mother's chardead.
acterization of Anne
with the tart observation
And then there is Miep
that "God knows everyGies.
thing, but Anne knows
Mrs. Gies, a Viennaeverything better."
born Christian, was one
of the handful of Dutch
The young girl Anne Frank
Blair searches out
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the dutiful and wise daughter in a family o
foppish fools. Years earlier, Anne had been

'

persuaded against marriage to a man who
lacked wealth or position. Now, if she's

lucky, she may have another shot at happiness. Amanda Root makes a wonderful
transition from faded flower into a vital,
self-asserting woman during the course of
the film. (And keep an eye out for Fiona
Shaw as Anne's new role model, an
admiral's wife who's sailed the seven seas.)
Romantic? Yes. But there's a somberness
to Persuasion that makes the happily-everafters even more satisfying.

• MOONLIGHT AND VALENTINO
(Polygram) This blatant "chick flick" was
derided by male critics and bombed at the
box office. But, funny thing, since it plays
rather like a good TV movie, it actually
gains from the transition to home video.
The autobiographical screenplay by Ellen
(Neil's daughter) Simon chronicles the healing process of a young woman, suddenly
widowed. Rebecca (Elizabeth Perkins) eventually interests a hunky house-painter (rocker
jon Bon jovi). But what pulls her through her
grief is not romance; it's the love and
support of women—her best friend (Whoopi
Goldberg), sister (Cwenyth Paltrow), and
former stepmother (Kathleen Turner).
No wonder the boy critics hated it. —K.M.

citizens who supplied the inmates of the
secret annex with food, sundries, and
news during their two years of hiding. It
is she who, in defiance of Nazi orders,
re-entered the attic and gathered up the
scattered remnants of Anne's diary after
the Franks were captured. Miep preserved those pages, and the privacy of
her young friend, through the war's
final days. She hoped to return the diary
to its author. Instead she could only present them, unread, to a grieving father.
And so to posterity.
The memory of Anne Frank haunts us
50 years after her death. But it is the simple humanity (and unassuming bravery)
of Miep Gies that makes Anne Frank Remembered a truly unforgettable experience.
Watching Antonia's Line, and listening
to Miep Gies's recollections in Anne
Frank Remembered, you almost wonder

what they put in the water over in Holland that produces women this unpretentiously heroic. And then you realize
that women are no different in the
Netherlands—it's the film portrayals of us
that vary so widely.
Hollywood just doesn't get us. But
this year, at least they were willing to
honor two films that did. •
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CAN WE TALK? (from me

n>

phone call, we sent out a release regarding Mr. Sullivan's alleged activity, we
sent out a release regarding the discussion with ABC. Did any of that move
anywhere? No, it didn't. It moved in the
Aspen newspaper, which is where Mr.
Sullivan lives and where the activity happened. [Five days after this conversation,
Danny Sullivan was acquitted.—Ed.] But
I can say the words "O.J. Simpson" and
the world is at my door.
JM: And you have chosen to use that
as a ticket to ride.
TB: Julianne, it's not a ticket to ride. I
am answerable to women at risk in this
country. I want to educate and maintain
a national dialogue on domestic violence. Can I do it using the alleged actions of Danny Sullivan or even the actor
Mickey Rourke, who has never been
convicted in a court for battery? In discussions on the behavior of the entertainment industry on sexual harassment,
we're there. In order to maintain a national dialogue on domestic violence, I
would be a fool not to use a symbol that
has gotten America's attention, that will
generate domestic-violence stories. If
you want to point fingers about who
picked O.J. Simpson, O.J. Simpson
picked himself when he decided that
beating up women was the solution to
his problems.
It's the same reason we will not let go
of Mark Fuhrman—not that Mark
Fuhrman is the only racist in the country,
or that there aren't other racists on the
LAPD, but he is the one that American
knows, and we will use him to change
that entity just like we will use O.J.
Simpson to change women's lives for the
better. We won't let go of either one of
them.
JM: Well, I would suggest that you
might try a little racial sensitivity while
you're talking about women coming together. You turn me off with that stuff.
TB: Explain to me, what does? What
are you talking about?
JM: "I will use O.J. Simpson, I will not
let go of that." Not only has this caused
heightened racial tension, but also the
comments about those jurors, mostly
black women, were so ridiculous—
TB: Which comments are you talking
about?
JM: "They were not bright, how could
they make the decision?"
TB: I never said those things.
JM: No, I didn't say you did. I said
that they're comments that are out there.
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nity is demonized. O.J. Simpson is not a
TB: Sure.
JM: I would suggest that some sensi- hero or a saint. But the fact is that
tivity in this matter is called for. Nobody African American images are constantly
cosigns O.J. Simpson's admitted battery used to make our social points, and
of Nicole Brown Simpson—certainly I someone who claims to be conscious—
TB: Then complain to O.J. Simpson.
don't. Battery is absolutely wrong and
JM: No—someone who claims to be
ought to be punished. The 1989 question
is relevant. The police let him go. This conscious, who says that she is progreshappens all the time with a wink and a sive, that she cares about these issues,
nod, from the top of our society to the wants all these women to work together,
bottom. The Brown family I find fasci- might show some more sensitivity.
nating: Why are you entertaining your
TB: With O.J. Simpson we're dealing
daughter's batterer, why
are you still maintaining TAMMY BRUCE: Domestic violence does not
dialogue with him? If you discriminate. White men do i t , black men
want to do some action,
you might want to educate do it—and black women and white women and
that family. And why Hispanic women and Asian women all die.
don't you use them as an They die the same. They hurt the same.
example, of what families
can do?
with one of the most-watched, most pasTB: Julianne, I have suggested that sionate issues in America's court history,
when people ask families why they did and you can get 5,000 people out in two
nothing, or why they maintained dia- days. That happened. It's in my backlogues or embraced someone: Talk to the yard. Can I get 5,000 people out in two
Simpson family. There is a family of days on, say, Danny Sullivan? No, it
women there that also, when we talk doesn't happen. The passion isn't there,
about winks and nods, we're dealing because people did not have it in their
with a man and their family—yes, the living rooms five days a week. The pasprimary breadwinner, a man who is fa- sion isn't there because these are people
mous. Celebrity and class is the issue who they did not know as well or care as
here, my friend, as opposed to race. Be- much about as they did O.J. Simpson. If I
cause he's famous and rich. It is that was in Aspen maybe I would see that the
passion is there. I'm not in Aspen. For
simple.
JM: I agree with you on that, but I me this was my town. And it was somethink that race played a role in this as thing as a chapter activity, something
well. I think the rush to judgment had to local, that could happen. Clearly nothing
do with race. I think you're in denial if has been like it before, and nothing will
you think that race has nothing to do be like it again. The passion that people
felt about this is not ever going to be rewith this.
TB: Race has something very serious peated.
to do with this trial, and certainly LAPD
I understand that there is a reason
gave Johnny Cochran someplace to hang why you think I am going after O.J.
his hat. But if O.J. Simpson was going to Simpson because he's black, or because
be arrested because of the color of his that is something short-sighted in me. I
skin, it would have happened years ago. can't dismiss the fact that there's a reaI've been the one person in the L.A. mar- son why you think that. And that is
ket who has not said that this jury made something we absolutely have to deal
a racist decision. I believe this jury. And with. And the only thing I can do is say
when they said domestic violence had to you, and know that for various and
nothing to do with this murder, they did sundry reasons you may not even benot understand the cycle of violence. lieve me, but I can say to you face to face
There are juries throughout this coun- like I would anyone else, why I do the
try—white juries, black juries, men and things I do and what's behind them.
women—who let batterers walk every|M: Well, you have said you want to
day because they don't understand the be clear; let me be clear. I think you concycle of violence. That's what that jury tribute to a climate of the demonization
didn't understand.
of African American men. The O.J. case
JM: You've got your head in the sand is of course complicated, unique; you're
if you think that the use of this black right, we probably will never see anyman does not cause problems in the im- thing like it. It's a kaleidoscope, and
agery of African American men, in the every time you switch it you can see
way that the African American commu- something else—in terms of race, or gen-
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der, or domestic violence, or class, or
celebrity, or mystery. There are lots of
ramifications. But I think lots of people
who call themselves conscious progressives—who care about black images—
have fallen into this trap of let us beat
African America with yet another black
man in trouble that we're going to use as
a symbol. Domestic violence, Tammy, is
compelling enough.
TB: It's not. I have been working on
that issue for years. I can tell you, it can
be costing women their lives and people
don't care, it's not sexy enough. Do I
wish that it was someone other than O.J.
Simpson? I sure as hell do. Because I am
in a situation now where I have to diffuse the impression I am contributing to
that.
Domestic violence does not discriminate. We know that white men do it,
black men do it—and that black women
and white women and Hispanic women
and Asian women all die. They die the
same. They hurt the same. A man's fist is
pretty much the same when it's aiming
at your face. Those are the messages
when I talk about domestic violence.
When I talk about it with O.J. Simpson,
am I looking always for another image,
another symbol, to maintain the dialogue? I sure am.
JM: Well, I wish that some of these
conversations that you're having included that paragraph about domestic violence not discriminating—and made it
clear that it wasn't just African American
men. Because I think that we don't hear
enough of that.
TB: Julianne, I can give you so many

march. You've ridden that horse. I think
it's time for you to get off that horse and
get on another one. And I think that if
you choose not to do that, if you choose
not to do that, you're saying that you
don't care.
At the beginning of our conversation
you talked about the ways that we can
work together, but what you're saying to
me now is, Well, we can work together
but I'm still going to do this, and
whether you like it or not, that's where
we're going—
TB: What I care about—
JM: When you say that to me, you're
saying that all that other stuff you said
about cooperation was crap.
TB: Julianne, I believe that we can
have cooperation about issues that affect
women's lives without having a double
standard, or treating certain men differently, and while still dealing, as I am on
this issue, and why I will not stop, is because this is the kind of discussion that
has to happen—and why we must deal
with O.J. Simpson, as we would deal
with any other batterer, as aggressively if
it was any other man who was piped
into our house for a year and half as we
watched the most-watched thing in
American history. This dialogue is important. For us to continue the work, for
me there is nothing else right now that I
can maintain this national dialogue with,
and that's why I will not stop, and while
I won't stop doing that, I will also have
these discussions—
)M: This doesn't mitigate what you're
doing. You cannot put your head in societal sand and say that you're not aware
of the way that the African
JULIANNE MALVEAUX: You want to save
American man and the
African American commuwomen's lives—I want to save women's lives
nity has been demotoo. But when you use O.J. as a symbol—when
nized—
anyone uses O.J. as a symbol of domestic
TB: Julianne—
JM: No, just a minute,
violence—you imperil other black men.
Tammy. You can't do that.
interviews and articles—verbatim inter- You can't say that you don't pick up
views, whether it be in the gay press or these newspapers, you're not conscious
in the feminist press or Time or The New of here in L.A. the white women who
York Times—where that is exactly what cross the street when they see a group of
that message was. I have said that re- young black men hanging out, or other
peatedly, because that is my message. I women as well, you can't say that you're
have an interest—it behooves me for not aware of the way the African Ameripeople not to see this as a problem with can community especially in this conserjust the rich and famous or with the vative time has been demonized by punblack man, because then my points are dits, by politicians, by everyone else.
TB: I do talk about the importance and
lost and all women lose.
symbology
of men who beat up women,
JM: But I think that if you thought
about it there are some ways to general- and they do come in all colors. And I
ize this message. I don't think you need will continue to do that. I am not going
O.J. Simpson as a symbol. You had the to not talk about certain men or focus on
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other ones. That would be exactly what
you're accusing me of doing now. And
because I refuse to do that is why I will
continue to talk about O.J. Simpson, and
whether we want to move on from this
now or not, this is I think one of the important issues.
When you talk about the demonization of the black man—I wake up and I
worry about the three women who die
every day at the hands of a male intimate; I worry about the nature of the relationship between men and women; as
a lesbian, as an out lesbian in this city, I
worry about the way people are treated
through discrimination and through hate
crimes and everything else. That is an
everyday part of my life.
I am not, as an advocate for women,
going to think that I can't touch that
issue because I'm going to contribute to
something like the demonization of
black men. To be honest with you, I do
have an agenda, and that is to save
women's lives. And as a matter of fact,
despite the finger-pointing, being able to
include in the agenda how this is colorblind is key to that.
JM: We disagree. Clearly we're at an
impasse here. We are at a point where,
quite frankly, nothing that can be said
can change my mind and I don't think
anything that can be said can change
yours.
TB: You're suggesting that I am wrong
and I am doing something negative to
hurt people. I can say that we do have a
difference of opinion and it is just that.
Because you disagree perhaps with my
style or strategy, you're presuming that
I'm careless and I don't care and I want
to contribute to this other problem.
JM: You want to save women's lives—
I want to save women's lives too. I don't
want a single woman to die at the hands
of any batterer. But in contributing to the
demonization of black men, you put
black men's lives at risk.
TB: Talk about demonization! There I
am putting black men in danger.
JM: Again, you want to brush off what
I have to say—
TB: You haven't seen any of the background of what it is we're doing, have
you?
JM: I find it offensive when I'm trying
to be serious for someone to laugh in my
face—
TB: When I'm accused of putting
black men in danger—?
JM: I'm glad you're so amused.
TB: It's—there's just no response to
that. I'm quite taken aback.

JM: Well—good.
TB: I will dismiss accusations against
me that are that serious. I sure as hell
will dismiss them, my friend. And I'll
dismiss the one making them—
JM: Let's be clear: We're not friends.
TB: Unfortunately, I think that's apparent. I think that I could have dialogue, and possibly be different with
you, on a whole host of things, and think
that together, even if it's defining our
own positions, we could do remarkable
things. It's that kind of approach and
process that—when we talk about
what's wrong perhaps even in the feminist movement—that this could be an example of. And I'm not going to leave
here with that frame of mind. I do think
we can have differences. Talk radio, for
me at least, has shown me that, that you
can have differences and not—
JM: I think you can have differences. I
still feel real strongly about what you
did cutting off my point. You find it
ridiculous but you didn't want to even
listen.
TB: I'm not going to listen to insults
and accusations.
JM: It was not an insult, Tammy. Why
don't you listen?
TB: I'm "putting black men in danger"—what is that?
JM: Let me say what I have to say
about this.
TB: Go ahead.
JM: Thank you—so much. When you
look at some of these young brothers
who are picked up by police officers because of the images they have of black
men—the number of people who the O.J.
trial, and the use of O.J., put in danger—
I'm not saying you personally—but
when you use O.J. as a symbol—when
anyone uses O.J. as a symbol of domestic
violence—by using that black man as a
symbol, you imperil other black men.
And you have to be very clear about
that.
I understand why you're doing what
you're doing. I understand where you're
coming from on that. You think that this
is an opportunity to raise awareness
about domestic violence. What I'm saying is that none of these issues happens
in a vacuum. Domestic violence is an important issue. Economic violence is an
important issue. The demonization of
African American men is an important
issue. They're connected. And when you
choose to say, "I don't care how they're
connected, I'm just going to do this,"
you're ignoring a lot of other people.
TB: Thaf s also not something I said. •
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been towed to Hao, another atoll. We've
gotten news that they are in terrible
shape. I'm so tired, and angry at the way
we were treated, and heartbroken that
they hurt the Warrior. They boarded with
gas-powered saws and sledgehammers,
cutting through the bulkheads, through
the doors, into the radio room. They
smashed all the equipment. The news is
that Jon, the captain, was in the crow's
nest on the Warrior for 36 hours. They
couldn't find him.
Things are rough for the crew on the
Greenpeace. They are being watched
every second, even in the toilet, which
has been unholy hell for the women,
who have had these hateful men standing over them.
I'm ready to do it again—sail right
back into the test sites, again and again
until the last bomb is exploded or they
announce to the world that they won't
test more. But it doesn't look like we'll
be getting the ships back very soon. I'll
probably be sent home in a few days.
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the damage to our ships, which have
been held for six months although no
charges were brought against us. The
French have declined to participate in a
World Court hearing, and have been less
than cooperative in cases brought
against them.
After I left the South Pacific, the French
continued testing. Neither the activists in
the atoll nor overwhelming world opinion could stop them. Six tests. Six more
nuclear weapons. So much more radioactivity. So much more damage to the coral,
to the region, to the planet.
In February, when it was over, the
French said they wouldn't do it again.
They're ready to sign another bullshit
treaty. Sure, why not?
Nuclear testing used to be an abstraction for me. Now it has faces—the people of Te Ao Mahoi, my friends on the
crews. It also has the faces of the commandos and Chirac, for whom I feel a
great anger and shame. Each and every
test is an act aginst each of us. They are
messing with their futures and ours.
I feel it is very important to have done
everything we possibly could do to stop
the test. We all have the free will to do
outrageous things and we sure as hell
can try to do what is right. •
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SMILE, BABY, SMILE
At 16 I read my first feminist book, Sisterhood Is Powerful, an anthology edited by Robin Morgan, and in
college heard lectures by Gloria Steinem and Flo
Kennedy. Naively, I expected that the men in my
crowd would embrace feminism as ardently as I did.
After all, it was simply justice and common sense.
Still attached to male approval, I was particularly
disappointed by the reactions of my so-called intellectual and left-wing boyfriends.
Male conservatives were clear: "No way I'm
going to share. I'm the boss. Women should stay
home and be seen, not heard. Sex roles are ordained
by (choose one) God/nature/the Founding Fathers." There's some honor in being so open.
But I discovered that liberal—and I use that term
liberally—menfolk were more subtle. They were
willing to engage theoretically but declined to explore their real-life gender relations. They were usually resistant to reading, listening to, or learning
from expert women. Interestingly, quite a few felt
they knew a lot more about feminist topics than
women who studied them! But they were very liberal with the advice they gave us "sisters" about how
we could be "heard" more effectively: "Smile.
Don't be so defensive. Lighten up. Don't
whine," they coached. "You're too emotional. You're too angry. You come off
I like you hate men. You take everything personally. You're too sensi»
l
tive. You have no sense of humor."
BSo I did contortions to take liberal
men's advice. I was light and funny, ad
nauseam, ever fearful that my message
would be lost in the attention paid to the
style of the messenger.
"You're not delivering feminism effectively...." What a perfect ruse for young
women raised to desire and collect male
approval as the basis for our self-esteem.
Ironically, we were never encouraged to be
funny before. But it made sense. I liked humor,
too, especially when learning something new
and scary.
The advice, however, turned out to be a scam.
Even when we were light, funny, and loving, our advisers didn't like what we had to say. No matter
how we delivered feminist ideology, they simply
didn't want to hear anything that might threaten

their unearned positions and privilege, their hollow
one-upmanship, and their valuing of women solely
for their bodies. I began to understand that talk is
one thing but trading an older wife in for a newer
model, for example, is a perk that many liberal elite
men are reluctant to examine as gender politics. Understandable maybe, if not forgivable. But I hated
that they wouldn't cop to it.
Just think how powerfully some liberal men could
advocate feminism if they weren't involved in reaping the benefits of sexism. Where are the Frederick
Douglasses and John Stuart Mills of our generation—men who are willing to stand with us, and,
horrors, even declare themselves as feminists? Where
are the indignant letters and commentaries from liberal men when feminists are so viciously attacked,
year after year? The silence has been deafening.
Turnabout is fair play. Girls grew up listening to
nothing but male jokes, criticism, and rigid rules.
Men could and did tell us the qualities that the ideal
girl and woman should have, as precisely as they
order options and specifications on an automobile.
However, when women started making comments, examining men's behavior, writing analysis,
speaking up, joking, breaking "good girl" molds, demanding new standards of behavior and relating,
did these critics look in the mirror and remember
what they said to us libbers? Did they take their
own advice to be good sports and alter their own behavior to address our criticisms? Hardly. Apparently, what's good for the geese is not good for ganders.
Ironically, I think that I've become a better person
by listening to the ganders. The advice that was intended to shut me up has only served to make me
stronger. I am a better advocate for my point of view
when I joke and remember to not take things so personally. However, I've also been critiqued as being
too funny and at risk of trivializing serious matters.
Go figure.
It's useful to remember, when hit with a dose of
liberal-male criticism, resistance, or a gender-related
tantrum, that we just hit too close to home. Kindly
give back the advice so generously dispensed when
the boot was on the other foot. "Smile. Lighten up.
You take everything personally. You're too emotional. You come off like you hate women." Oh, and if
you want to really test a man's sense of humor try
this one: "You're so cute when you're mad!" •

Southern California writer ELLEN SNORTLAND has a regular column in the Pasadena Weekly. Her book
about the socio-political aspects of full-contact self-defense for women, Beauty Bites Beast: Awakening the Warrior Within Women and Girls, will be published by Trilogy Books.
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Talking with a friend who's being beaten up by her husband will never be easy. We understand that you want to say just
the right thing, in just the right way. If you need help finding the right words, call 1-800-END ABUSE and we'll send you
useful information and suggestions. Whatever you do, however, don't wait too long to offer her your help. At least one out
of every three murdered women is killed by her husband or boyfriend. So your friend might not have the luxury of time.

for Domestic Violence.

Family Violence
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CHANGING WOMAN
A History ol Racial Ethnic Women in Modern America

KAREN ANDERSON
"Anderson places Native American, Mexican American, and African American women at the center
of her analysis. She offers, thereby, a sobering portrait of both the accomplishments and failures of
the feminist movement, Anderson's insightful concentration on the 'women who live at the margins of
political and cultural power' forces us to rethink everything we thought we knew about the history of
women in twentieth-century America"—Annette Kolodny. "Provides a wonderful opportunity to assess
the rich variety of women's experience, and to understand with more precision how the structural constraints of race, class, and gender have functioned to shape women's lives"—William H. Chafe. $35.00,
304 pp.

AM I THIN ENOUGH YET?
The Cult ol Thinness and the Commercialization ot Identity
SHARLENE HESSE-BIBER
"Examining the role of the family in delivering society's messages about women as physical objects,
[Hesse-Biber] makes the politics of weight personal as she provides therapeutic options for those seeking to overcome weight obsessions"—Booklist. "A 'tour de force' examination of the cultural factors
that contribute to women's obsession with thinness. She weaves together a review of historical materi- A
als, an exploration of current psychological and sociological research, and interviews with women....
Scholarly yet highly readable"—Ruth H. Striegel-Moore, President of the Academy for Eating
Disorders. "Combines research data witthe voices of lamenting women to show us that we have not
come a long way at all!"—Shulamit Reinharz, "Likely to stimulate lively discussion in classes devoted
to women's studies"—Kirkus Reviews. $25.00, 208 pp.; I I illus.

THE IMAGE OF MAN
The Creation ol Modern Masculinity
GEORGE L MOSSE
Here is the first historical account of the masculine stereotype in modern Western culture,
tracing the evolution of the idea of manliness to show how it came to embody physical
beauty, courage, moral restraint, and a strong will. Mosse illuminates the manly ideal as
it manifested itself in England and on the continent, revealing that it continued to
evolve, particularly in contrast to stereotypes of women and unmanly men—Jews
and homosexuals—all considered weak and fearful, unable to control their passions.
Mosse concludes that in the twentieth century Fascism took this process to its
extreme expression—mass political rallies glorified the fearless storm trooper as outsiders
were stigmatized and persecuted. $25.00, 232 pp.

LIFE IN BLACK AND WHITE
Family and Community in the Slave South
BRENDA STEVENSON
"An eloquent, original, and humane book on the most intimate aspects of life in the
ante-bellum South"—Edward L. Ayers, author of The Promise of the New South. Stevenson
here provides a panoramic portrait of family and community life in and around
Loudoun County, Virginia—weaving the stories of upper class women, the yeoman
farm family, free blacks, and slave families into a detailed portrait of southern society
before the Civil War In particular, Stevenson breaks new ground in her depiction of
slave family life, in this meticulously researched, insightful book. $35.00, 496 pp.; 20
halftones, I map.

At better bookstores. Or call I -800-451 -7556 (M-F, 9-5 EST) www oup-usa org
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