The Feminine Mystique: 'Chapt!er 1.
“The Problem that Has No Name”
Betty Frejdan |
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The problem lay buiried, unspoken, for many years in the minds of American women. 1t was a strange
stitring, a sense of dissatisfaction, a'yearning that women suffered in the middle of the twentieth century in
thd United States, Bach suburban wife struggled with it alone. As she made the beds, shopped for groceries,
matched slipcover material, ate peanut butter sandwiches with her children, chauffeured Cub Scouts and
Brpwnies, lay beside qu husband at night--she was afraid to ask even of herself the silent question--"Is this

alL?l: -

For over fifteen years there was no word of this yearning in the millions of words written about women, for
vomen, in all the columas, books and articles by experts telling women their role was to seek fulfillment as
wives and mothers. Ovei and over women heard in voices of tradition and of Frendian sophistication that
théy could desire~-no greater destiny than to glory in their own femininity. Experts told them how to cateh a
man and keep him, bow to breastfeed children and handle their toilet training, how to cope with sibling
rivlalry and adolescent rebellion; how to buy a dishivasher, bake bread, cook gonrmet snails, and build a
swimming pool with their own hands; how to ‘dress, look, and act more feminine and make marriage more
exgiting; how fo keep théir husbands from dying young and their sons from growing into delinquents, They
: we!re taught fo pity the neurotic, unfemining, unhappy women who wanted to be poets or physicists or
présidents. They learned that truly feminine women do not want careers, higher education, political rights--
tht} independence and the opportunities that the old-fashioned feminists fought for. Some womern, in their
forties and fifties, still remembered painfully giving p those dreams, but most of the younger womenno
longer even thought about them. A thousand expert voices applauded their femininity, their adjustment, their
new maturity. All they had to do was devote their lives from earliest girthood to finding a husband and

bearing children.

By the end of the nineteen-fiffies, the average marriage age of women in America dropped to 20, and was
still dropping, into the teens. Fourteen million gitls were engaged by 17. The proportion of women atfending
college in comparisen with men dropped fro m 47 per cent in 1920 to 35 per cent in 1958, A century earlier, -
women had fought for higher education;.now girls went to college to get a husband. By the mid-fifties, 60
per cent dropped out of college to marry, ot because they were afraid too much education would be a
marriage bar, Colleges built dormitories for "maried students,” but the students were almost always the

husbands. A new degree was instituted for the wives--"Ph.T." (Putting Husband Through).

&OThc suburban housewife--she was the dream image of the young American women and the envy, it was said,
£ iwomen all over the world, The American housewife--freed by science and labor-saving appliances from
thé drudgery, the dangers of childbirth and the ilinesses of her grandmother. She was healthy, beautiful,
edl;catcd, coricerned only about her husband, her children, her home. She had found frue feminine
fuﬁﬁlIment. As a housewife and mother, she was respected as a full and equal partner to man in his world.

She was fiee to choose automobiles, clothes, appliances, supermarkets; she had everything that women ever

dreamed of...

But on an April morning in 1959, I heard a mother of four, having coffee with four other mothers in a
suburban development fifteen miles from New York, say in a tone of quiet desperation, “the problem." And
the others knew, without words, that she was not talking about a problem with her husband, or her children,
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or her home. Suddenly they realized they all shared the same problem, the phoblem that has no name. They
began, hesitantly, to talk about it. Later, after they had picked up their children at nursery school and taken -
them home {0 nap, two of the women cried, in sheer relief, just to know they were not alone . {

In 1960, the problem that has no name burst like a boil through the image of the happy Amencan hougewife,
In the television commercials the pretty housewives still beamed over their foaming dishpans and Time's
cover story on "The Suburban Wife, an American Phenomenon® protested: "Having foo good a time .
 believe that they should be unhappy.” But the actual unhappiness of the American housewife was suddenly
be!mg reported--from the New York Times and Newsweek to Good Housekeeping and CBS Television ("The
Trapped Housemfe") altholgh almost everybody who talked about it found some superficial reason to
digmiss it. It was atiributed to incompetent appliance repairmen, (New Yark Times), or the distances children
must be chauffeured in the suburbs (Time), or toe much PTA (Redbook). Some said it was the old-problem-- -
edncation: more and more women had education, which naturally made them unhappy in their role as
housewives. "The road from Freud to Frigidaire, from Sophocles to Spock, has turned out to be a bumpy
one," reported the New York Times (June 28,1960), "Many young women--certainly not all--whosge
education plunged them into a world of ideas feel stifled in their homes. They find their routine lives out of
joint with their training, Like shut-ins, they feel left out. Inthe Iast year, the problem of the educated
hohisewife has prowded the meat of dozens of speeches made by troubled pre51dents of women's colleges
who maintain, in the face of compiamts that sixteen years of acadeiitic- training is realistic preparation for

mfchood ‘and motherhood.”. .

to

A maje humorist joked in Harper's Bazaar (July, 1960) that the problem could be solved by taking away
woman's right to voté. ("In the pre-19th Amendment era, the American woman was plac:d sheltered and
sure of her role in American society. She left all the political decisions to her husband and he, in turn, left all
the family decisions to her Today a woman has to make both the family and the political decisions, and it's

tog much for her.") -

A {mmbcr of educators suggestcd senously that women no longer be admitted fo the four-year colleges and
umversities: in the growing college crisis, the education which girls cou]d not use as housewives was more

rur%enﬂywin ever by boys to do the work of the atomic age.

The problem was dismissed by tellxng the housewife she doesn't realize how lucky she is—her own boss, no
tinke clock, no junior executive gunning for her job, What if she isn't happy-—docs she think men are happy in
this world? Does she really, secretiy still want to be a man? Doesn't she know yet how lucky she is o be a

woman?

L',TIF problem was also, and finally, dismissed by shrugging that there are NO solutions: this i is what being a
woman means, and what is wrong w:th American women that they can‘t accept their role gracefully? As

Newsweek put it (March 7, 1960):... = -

If ] am right, the problem that has no name stirring in the minds of so.many American women today is not a
matter of loss of femininity or tao much education, or theé demands of domesticify. It is far more important
than anyone recognizes. It is the key to these other new and old problems which have been torturing women
and their husbands and children, and puzzling their doctors and educators for years. It may well be thé key to
our future as a nation and a culture. We can no longer ignore that voice within women that says: "1 want
something more than my husband and my my children and my home."

[~
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NOW's Stalement of Purpose, 19667

We. men and women whao hereby constitule o:ﬁﬁo?nmqmm the J_.“MHH: m_ﬂ
iati i : ime has came for a new
anization for Women, believe that :un time h _ . .
moéma true cqualily for all women in America, “.Sn_ Tow ua.m :;M.uwnwﬂn
partnership of the sexes, as part of the Eo_‘E,ﬁ._.ao ﬂoaﬁo:w:ou o :
rights now (aking place within and - beyond our national Eﬁ. oﬂ.,. w_ ._._. -
The purpose ol NOW is lo take aclion (o bring women into full par __M _uﬁ.“m
tGion in the mainstream of American socicty now, €Xercising ali the privileg
and responsibilities thereof in truly equal partaershin wilh 3o=_ et
We believe the time has come 1o move _uoeo.sn_ the abslract g a...:mnm
discussion and symposia over Lhe slalus and m_...nﬂ_a :m.:._:uﬁwﬁ MMM.M”_ hie
X i ica 1 : the time has come ronl, h.
has raged in America in recenl Years; ront,
i it nt women [rom enjoying
ete action, the conditions thal now prevent Women ‘ol ying the
MM”M__.mE of o_.%n.ﬁc_._:u‘ and freedom of choice which is their right as individ
al Americans, and as human .anm:m..m.. . . .
c._ MNOW is dedicated {o the proposition Em.F women mwm“u_mzm._ Hn.“_ﬁ nﬂ.ﬂw M_ M
i i ople in cur socicly, musl
human beings, who, like all other pe i r soci TS e
i an polential. We bdlieve that wan i
chance (0 develop their fuliest human p . B 1o
i i ling to the full the chalienges and
achieve such equality only by accep the e ang e
i i {e in our sociely. as pa
sibilitics they share with ali o:._n..,. people ! Y O e
Mﬂmﬂwo:-auﬁ:m.w.,ﬁmsm:.nu:_ of Amcrican Uo::nm._. economic E:._ mwﬂ.m.w__.ﬂ_%ﬂ
.,_{n orpanize Lo iniliale or suppart uction, nationally or in “.:__ﬂu nar or ! o.“.
nation, by individuals or orpanizations, to _u_,amm trough the sil .nwn:h.a of
_.._.&:awnn and discriminalion againsl women _.s.momrnqs.mamwﬂw _ww“_ ﬂ“wnﬁ..&o_.
i litical parties, the ) . :
ofcssions. the churches, the rofil - | ciary. y
m_q...mo_.z in education, science, medicine, law, religion and & eTy w::.._. ficl
of importance in American socicly. . . .

There is no civil rights movement 1o speak for womr s there had e
for Negroes and other victims of discrimination. The National Organization 2t
for Women must therefore begin (o speak.

WE BELIEVE that the power of American Jaw, und the prolection

guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution (o the civil rights of all individuals,

must be nnmn_?mi applied «nd enforced 1o isolate und remove patterns of

sex discriminatipn, lo ensure equalily of opporiunily in employment and
education, and equalily

of civil und political rights nnd responsibiliies on
behalf of women, as we

Il us for Negroes and other deprived groups.

We readize that women's problems are linked 1o nyiny broader questions

of sociul justice;their solution will require concerled uction by muny groups.”
Therefore, convinced thul hutnan rights for all are indivisible, we expecl o

give aclive support to'the common cause of equal rights for all those who

suffer discrimination and deprivation, and we call upon other orguniziions

committed (o such goals o support our efforts toward equality Jor women,

WE DO NO[I' ACCEPT the token appointment of a few women o high-
level positiong in government und industry as a substitwle for a sedous
continuing cffort to recruil and advance women according to their individual
abilities. To this end, we urge Amecrican governmen! and indusiry 10
mobilize the same resources of ingenuily and command with which they
have solved ﬁ_‘o_u_nsm of far greater difficulty than those now impeding the
progress of womicn. :

WE BELIEVE 1hat (his nation has a capucity ot Teasl as great as other
nations, Lo innovate new social institutions which will enable women 1o
enjoy true Bcnm_:w of opportunity und responsibility in society, withouw
conflict with their responsibilities as mothers and homemakers. In such
innovations, America does not lend the Weslern world, bui lags by decades

. behind many European countries. We do nol accepi 1he traditional assump-

tion that h woman hus 1o choose between marringe and motherhood, on the
one hand, and ferious participation in indusiry or the professions on tiie
other. We question the present expeclation thal all normul women will retire
from job or profession for ten ur filicen yeurs, 1o devole their full time (o
aising children,|only to reenter the job murkel at a relalively mindtlavel.
This in itselfl is o deterrent to the aspirations of women, (o ther acceplance
in1o managemeni or professional training courses, and to the very possibility
of equality of opporfunity or reul choice, forull but a few women. Above all,
we reject the asspmption that these problems nre the unique responsibility of
each individuul. woman, ruther than a basic sociul dilemma which society |
must solve. True equality ol opportunily and freedom of choice for women
requires such n_._ ctical and possible innovativns as a nutionwide network ol
child-care cente _m. which will muke il'unndeussary for women {a retire com-
pletely from uonm_ Ly until their children are grown, and nutional prograis to
provide retraining for women who have chosen to care for their own children
full time. )
" WE BELIEVE that il is 85 essential for every girl 1o be educated 10 her
full-polential of human abilily as it is for every boy—with the knowledge thar
.nq:.T 31:«-9_.”35 e the bav 1 .-m—.s:_u_n:b narlicinglionn te fadnots annnamse ned
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o 'ﬁ--- , " - . . r-"'f '-‘" hndeal iAok ol "'.‘:"-’ |Ilblht:.:- : . ‘,ﬂ,lnl ]
n that il will be used in socicly. We believe that American Cd“‘w to office, If it.is necessary to mobilize the votes of jw@ind women wh.

i capable of devising means of .imparting such expectations lo gi 3 f . P : .

" studenis. Morcever, we consider the decline in the proportion of women ::;:;;cg;u?] ?;i;-::: sbeéijnnr: rt::;' ;{;‘;g‘ lUl:l\Vomﬁf; g, TR 10 b (ully fre
receiving higher and professional cdutation to be evidence of discrimina- WE BELIEVE TIL-:L;JI' WO enmxz?;l gursc,ves. ale 2 -
tion. This discrimination may take the form of quolas ngainst the admission © wonien by aeting now, and by [:pl:irki:lg 031?:,0;2;21?2?:!: o 1mng.l’:. 0.
of women Lo calleges and professional schools; lack: of encouragement by freedom, and human Ciignity*—not in plens for special | _:.‘If own equality
parents, counsclors and educators; denial of loans or fcllowships; or the mily toward men, who are zlso viclims of (h p., X hp]r]f Ae%e‘, nor in en
traditional or arbilrury procedures in graduate and prolessional (raining the.sexes—bui i; an active. self-res . cc.um.nl. u -e‘gualuy betwees
geared in terms of men, which inadvertently discriminale agaiast women, doing, women will aeveaop'cienﬁgz;ﬁic;'nnﬁhﬁ}‘fEi.r:.h:,ré,u‘?:l.hl?z“; By st
:1""‘- b‘;’:“""‘] that ”"‘f ffl.m'c serious attention must be given to high school - . actively, in partnership with men, the conditjons oflhciriil’g. 1hci‘rtc:;:;rilcmzlcnst
ropouls who arc girls us tor hoys, ) their Tuture and their sociely., .

WE REIECT the current sssumptions thal o man raust cuery the sole ) . :

burden of supperling himsell, his wile, and family, and that 1 woman is
automalically cntitled o lifelong support by a man upon her marriage, or :

that marriage, home and family are primarily woman's world and responsi-
bility—hers. Lo dominate, his to supporl. We believe that a (ruc partnership
belween the scxes demands a different concepl of marriage, an cquitable
sharing of the responsibilitics of home and children and of the cconomic
burdens of their support. We belicve thal proper recognilion should be given
to the economic and sacial value of homemaking and child care, To thesc
ends, we will scek 10 open a reexamination of laws and mores poverning
marriage and-divorce, for we believe that the currenl stale o' hall-equality™
between the sexes discriminales apainst both men and women, and is the
cduse of much unnecessary hoslility between the sexes, ' | . : .

WE BELIEVE thal women must now exercisc their political righls and . ' . '
responsibilitics as American citizens. They must réfuse 1o be scpregated on ) .
the. basis of scx into separafe~-and-noi-cqual ladies  uuxiliaries jn the politieal ! ) .
parties, and they must demand represcntation-aceording to their numbers in ' . )

" the regularly constituled parly commitices~-a1 local, siale, and natjonal
kevels—and in the informal power structure, participating fully in the selec-
tion of candidates and-political decision-making. and running for office rhem-
selves. S B S :

IN THE INTERESTS OF THE HUMAN DIGNITY OF WOMEN, we
will protest and cndeavor Lo change the [alse imuge of wonmen now prevalent
in’ the ‘mass media, and in the {exls, ceremonics, laws, and praclices of our
major sacial institutions. Such images perpeluate conlempt for women by
socicly and by women for [hemselves. We are similarly opposed to all
pulicies and praclices—in chiureh, siate, collepe, faclory, or affice—which,
in the guise of prolectiveness, not only deny apportunities but also fosler in
women sel-denjgration, dependence, and evasion of responsibilily, under-
mine their confidence in their @wn abilitics and [ester coniempt for women.

NOW WILL BOLD ITSELF INDEPENDENT OF ANY POLITICAL

" PARTYin order lo mobilize the political power of ull wamen and men intent
on our goals, We will strive lo ensurc that no parly, candidate, President,

senalar, . governor, congressmin, or any public official who betrays or ig-

nores (F inciple of full equalily hetween the-scxes ix clecled or appiointed

f ) ' ' ' 3



Redstockings Manifesto, 1969

1. After centuries of individual and preliminary politicul siruggle, women are
uniting 10 achieve their finul Jiberation from male supremucy. Redstockings
is dedicated 1o building this unily and winning our freedom.

11. Women are an oppressed class. Our oppression is total, affecting every
fucet of our lives. We are exploited as sex objécts, breeders, domestic ser-
vants, and cheap labor. We are considered inferior beings, whose only pur-
pose is to enbznce men’s lives. Our, humanily is denied. Qur.prescribed
behavior is enforced by the threal of physical violénce. - R

Because we have lived so intimately with our oppressors, in isolation
from each other, we have been kep! from seeing our personal suffering as a
political condition. This creates the illusion that a woman's relationship with
her man is a matter of interplay between 1wo unigue personalities, and can
be worked out individually. In reality, every such refationship is a class
relationship, and the confiicts beiween individual men and women are polit-
ical conflicts that can only be solved collectively. ) .

111. We identify the agents of our oppression as men. Male supremacy is the
oldest, most basic form of domination. All other forms of exploitation and
oppression (racism, capitalism, imperialism, etc.} are extensions of male
supremacy: men dominate-women, a few men dominate the rest. All power
structures throughout history have been male-dominated and male-oriented.
Men have controlied all political, economic and cullural institutions and
backed up this control with physical force. They have used their power to

kecp women in an inferior position. All men receive economic, sexual, and -

psychological benefits from male supremacy. Al men have oppressed
women.

F ‘ . .
1V. Attempis have been made 1o shift the burden of responsibility from men
10 institutions or 1o women themselves, We condemn these arguments as
evasions. Institutions alone do not oppress; they are mercly 100ls of the
oppressor. To blame institutions implies that men and women are equally

- stupidity,

vnctinizF.zcd,‘ obscures the fact that men benefit from the s
wometr, and g'nfc:s men the excuse 1hat they are forced to | ) ressors.
ihc-con'lr:-;\ry, any man is frce 1o rénounce his superior posilivi pro;;dcd ‘lh p
he is willing to be treated like a woman by other men. ) *
“We also rejgm the i,dca;lhnt women consent 10 or are 1o blame for their
own oppression. Women's submission is not the resull of brainwashing,

or mental iliness but of continual, dail :
: : » daily pressure from men. W
not need 1o change ourselves, but 1o change men. edo

bt The most §1an§ierous evasion of all is that women can oppress men. The
asis {or this illusion is the isolation of individual relalionships from their

political context ard the tendency of men o sce a iti
o e § ny legitimate chs
their privileges as persccution. v hallenge to

- Adination of

V. We regard our personal experience, and our [eelings about that cxperis

ence, as the. basis i:or, an analysis of our common sitvation. We cannot rely
on existing ideolegies as they are-all products of male supremacist culture

. We question cvery gc'ncraﬁmi“i’lc':f} dnd'dccept none that are nof confirmed by

our expericnce., - S
. -. Our chief task at présent is to develop fe : fon
throyghl sh?:ring'cxperfcnce’ and putilicly expogi'né Efic:i:}oiﬁgﬁ:g:iﬁ?
our institutions. Consciousness-raising'is not “*therapy,”™ which implics t;1
existence of individval solutions. and falsely assumcs -:(’h.nt the .malf:)-rc}r1-ﬂc
relationship is purely personal , but the opljf method by which we can cnst‘Jr:
that our program for liberation, is based on the concrele realities of our fjves
The first requirement for raising class ‘consciousness is honesty, in -
vate and in public, with ourscives and other womign. P

YI. Weidentify:with-all' women. We définc our best interest as that of the
pooresl, most brulally exploit¢d woman. " - SR ’

We repudiate all ecoriomiic;'racial, cducational or stalus privilt;gcq that
divide us ﬁ:nm othei women: We are délermined o recognize.and 'élin‘xina‘lc
any prejudices we may hold acainst other women. '

‘?\’c arc commiucd lo achieving internal democricy. We will do what-
EVer 15 necessary Lo ensure thal every woman in our movement has an equal
chancg lo participate, assume responsibility, and develop her -pulilic;:l
potenfial. .

;'Y,II'; “We call on'dll our sisters {o un_it'r.;; with us in s’trug_rz'lc. a

“We call on all men to give up their male privileges and support-woﬁcn's

. liberation in the interest of our humanity, and their-own.:

L ln,ﬁgh;i‘n'g'For our liberation we. will alwayvs takethe side of- women

against {heft appressors. We.will not dsk -what is “revolutionary™ or “re-

formist,” only whal is good for women. : L
“The tim¢ for individual skirmishes has passed. This time we are going-all

" the way,

July 7, 1969

;




E. The Revitalization of the Feminist Movement ' 547

2. The Case for-the Equal Rights Amendment (1970)

The Equal Rights Amendment, or ERA, declared simply, “Equality of Rights under tbe{‘
law shall not be denied or abridged by the United Siates or by any State on account
of sex.” First put forth in the 19205, the proposed ERA was ratified by a two-thirds
vote of the House of Representatives in 1970 and by the same mafority of the Senate
in 1972. But the ERA eventually fell short of ratification by the requisite threefourths
. of all the states, and it quietly disappeared from consideration in the 1980s. For a
time, the ERA, along with abortion rights, was a defining issue for many feminists. In
the pro-ERA statement to Congress reprinted bere, what argumenis are brought to
bear in_favor of ERA? How persuasive are they?

. ‘The proposed equal rights amendment to the U.S. Constitution would provide
that “Bquality of rights under the law shall not be denied or abridged by the United
States or. by any State on account of sex,” and would authorize the Congress and the
States to.enforce the amendment by appropriate legislation. .

The purpose of the proposed amendment would be to prowcie constitutzonal
protection against laws and official practices that treat men and women differently,
At the present time, the extent to which women may invoke the protection of the
Constitution against laws which diseriminate on the basis of sex is unclear. The

-equal rights amendment would insure equal rights under the law and official practices
without differentiation based on sex. )

Since the proposed equal rights amendment has failed to pass Congtress for the
past forty-seven years, it.may appear to be a loser, although admittedly it took women{
more than fifty years to secure the adoption of the 19th amendment. However, a re-
vival of the feminist movement has occurred during the past four years and it is
greatly increasing in momentum, especially among younger women. Thus the de-
mand for equal rights and support for the amendment is becoming more W1despread
with a corresponding increase in likelihood of early adoption of the amendment. .

Numerous distinctions based on sex still exist in the law. For example:

1. State laws placing special restrictions on women with respect to. hours of
work and weightlifting on the job;

2. State laws prohibiting women from working in certain occupations;

3, Laws and practices operating to exclude women from State colleges and uni-
versities (including higher standards required for women applicants to institutions
of higher learning and in the administration of scholarship programs);

4. Discrimination in employment by State’and local governments;

5. Dual pay schedules for men and women public school teachers;

6. State laws providing for alimony to be-awarded, under certain circumstances,
to ex-wives but not to ex-husbands;

7. State laws placing special restrictions on the legal capacity of married women
or on their right to establish 2 legal domicile;

8. State laws thal require married women but not rnamed men to go through a
formal procedure and obtain court approval before they may engage in an inde-

pendent business; i

2Citizen’s Adv;sory Council on the Stars of Women, "Memomandum on the Proposed Equal Rxghts N
Amendment, March 26, 1970," Congressional Record, 91st Cong., 2d sess., pp. 9684-9688.
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9. Social Security and other social benefits legislation which give greater bene-
fits to one sex than 1o the other;

10. Discriminatory preferences, based on sex, in child custody cases;

11. State laws provsdmg thar, the father is the natural guardian of the minor chil-
dren;

12. Different ages for males and females in (a) child labor laws, (b) age for mar-
riage, () cutoff of the right to parental support, and (d) juvenile court jurisdiction;

13. Exclusion of women from the requirements of the Military Selective Service

. Act of 1967,

14. Special sex-based exemptions for women in selection of State juries;
15. Heavier crimibal penalties for female offenders than for male offenders
committing the same ¢érime.

Although it is possible that these and other discriminations rmght eventually be
corrected by legislation, legislative remedies are not adequate substitutes for funda-
mental constitutional protection against discrimination. Any class of persons (i.e.,
women) which cannot successfully invoke the protection of the Constitution against
discriminatory treatment is by definition comprised of “second class citizens” and is
inferior in the eyes of law. ... s

Following is‘a five-point analysis of the impact the equal rights amendment will
have on the various types of Federal and State laws which distinguish on the basis

of sex:
1. Strike the Words of Sex Identification and Apply the Law to Both Sexes, Where

. the law confers a benefit, privilege or obligation of citizenship, such would be ex-

tended to the other sex, i.e., the effect of the amendment would be to strike the
words of sex identification. Thus, such laws would not be rendered unconstitutional
but would be extended to apply to both sexes by operation of the amendment, in
the-same way that laws pestaining to voting were extended to Negroes and women
under the 15th and 19th amendments. .

Any .expression of preference in the ]aw for the mother in chﬂd custody cases
would be extended fo both parents (as against claims of third parties). Children are
entitled to support from both- parents under the existing laws of most States. .

2. Laws Rendered Unconstitutional by the Amendment. Where a law resmcts or
denies opportunities of women -or men, as the case may be, the effect of the equal
rights amendment would be to render such laws unconstitutional.

Examples are: the exclusion of women from State universities or other public

schools; State laws placing special restrictions on the hotss of work fof women ¢r the
weights women may lift on the job; laws prohibiting women from working in certain
occupations, such as bartenders; laws placing special restrictions on the legal capacity
of married women, such as making contracts os establishing a legal domicile.
3. Removal of Age Distinctions Based on Sex. Some laws which apply to both
sexes make an age distinction by sex and theteby discriminate as to persons be-
tween the ages specified for males and females, Under the foregoing analysis, the
ages specified in such laws would be equalized by the amendment by extending
the benefits, privileges or opportunities under the law-to both sexes. This would
mean that 25 to some such laws, the lower age would apply to both sexes. .

4. Laws Which Cowld Not Possibly Apply to Both Sexes Because of the szference
in Reproductive Capacity. Laws which, as a practical matter, can apply to only on€
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sex no matter how they zre phrased, such as laws providing maternity benefits and (,-—

laws prohibiting rape, would not be affected by the amendment. The extension of
these laws to both sexes would be purely academic since such laws would not
apply differently if they were phrased in terms of both sexes. In these situations, the

terminoclogy of sex identification is of no consequence,
5. Separdtion of the Sexes. Separation of the sexes by law would be forbidden

under the amendment except in situations where the separation is shown to be nec-
essary becduse of an overriding and compelling public interest and does not deny

individual rights and liberties,
For example, in our present culture the recognition of the right to privacy

would justify separate restroom facilities in public buildings.
As shiown above, the amendnient would not change the substance of existing

laws, except that those which restrict and deny opportunities to women would be
rendered unconstitutional under the standdrd of point two of the analysis. In all
other cases, the laws presently on the books would simply be equalized, and this in-
cludes the entire body of family law. ...

3. Phyllis Schlafly Upholas Traditional Gender

Roles (I 977 ).
The jémimst upsurge of the 1970s provoked a backlash, and not all of it from men.

Phyllis Schlafly, a prominent conservative, emerged as one of the most critical oppo-

nents of the new feminists’ agenda, especially the ERA. In the selection that Jollows, . (

what are Schlafly’s principal objections to the feminist position? How does she con-
ceive of the “Positive Woman"? What di ﬁ'erences does she see between men and

womenP

'The first requirement for the acquisition of power by the Positive Woman is to

understand the' differences between women. Your outlook on life, your
- faith, yoirr behawor Jour potential for mme-

metef_f 16U original premise. The Positive Woman starts with the assuroption that
the world is her oyster. She re rejoices in the creative capability, within her body and
the power-potertil of her mind and spirit. She understands that men and women
are different, and that those very differences provide the key to her success as a per-

son and fulfiliment as a woman.

* ‘The women's liberationist, on the other hand, is imprisoned by her own ne
- tive view of herself and of her place in the worl around her. This view of women

" Wwa§ most succmctly expressed 1 an a vemsemen esigned by the principal

anization for Women (NOW),

and run in many magazines and newspapers and as spol aunouncements on many
television stations. The advertisement showed a darling curlyheaded girl with the
caption: “This healthy, normal baby has a handicap. She was born female.”

This is the self-articulated dog-in-the-manger, chip-on-the-shoulder, fundamen-
tal dogma of the women’s liberation movement. .Someone——lt is not clear who,

3From The Poter of the Positive Woman by Phyllis Schlafly, Used by permxssion of Arlington House, a dl-
visionn of Random House, Ing.

(
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perhaps God, perhaps the “Establishment,” perliaps a conspiracy of male chauvinist
pigs-—dealt women a foul blow by making them female, It becomnes necessary,
therefore, for women to agitate and demonstrate and hurl demands on society in
order to wrest from an oppressive male-dominated social structure the status that
has been wrongfully denied to women through the centuries.

By its very nature, therefore; the women’s liberation movement precipitates a
series of conflict situations—in the legislatures, in the courts, in the schools, in in-
dustry—with man targeted as the enemy. Confrontation replaces cooperation as the
watchword of all relationships. Women and men become adversaries instead of
partners. o o

The second dogma of the women’s liberationists is that, of all the injustices per-
petuated upon women through the centuries, the most oppressive is the cruel fact
that women have babies and men do not. Within the confines of the women'’s liber-
ationist ideology, therefore, the abolition of this overriding inequality of women be-
comes the primary goal. This goal must be achieved at any and all costs—to the
woman herself, to the baby, to the family, and to society. Women must be made
equal to men in their ability 7ot to become pregnant and ot to be expected to care
for babies they may bring into the world.,

This is why women’s liberationists are compulsively involved in the drive to
make abortion and child-care centers for all women, regardless of religion or in-
come, both socially acceptable and government-financed. Former Congresswornarn,
Bella Abzug has-defined the goal: “to enforce the constitutional right of females to
terminate pregnancies that they do not wish to continue.”

If man is targeted as the enemy, and the ultimate goal of women’s liberation is
independence from men and the avoidange of pregnancy and its consequences,
then lesbiahism is logically the highest form in the ritual of women’s liberation.
Many, such as [feminist author] Kate Millett, come to this conclusion, although many
others do not. . .

The Positive Woman will never travel that dead-end road. It is self-evident to the
Positive Woman that the female body with its baby-producing organs was not de-
signed by a conspiracy of men butby the Divine Architect of the human race. Those
who think it is unfair that women have babiés, whereas men cannot, will have 0
take up their complairit with God because no other power is capable of changing
that fundamental fact. ...

The third Basic dogma of the women'’s liberation movement is that there is no
difference between male and female except the sex organs, and that all those phys-
ital, cognitive, and emotiqnal'differexices you think are there, are merely the result
of centuries of restraints imposed by a male-dominated society and sex-stereotyped
schooling. The role imposed on women is, by definition, inferior, according to the
women's liberationists. ‘ _

The Positive Woman knows that, while there are some physical competitions it
which women are better (and can command more money) than men, including
those that put 2 premium on grace and beauty, such as figure skating, the superiof
physical strength of males over females in competitions of strength, speed, an
short-term endurance is beyond rational dispute. . . .

Does the physical advantage of men doom women to a life of servility and sub-
servience? The Positive Woman knows that she has a complementary advantag®

Ak, o 0
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which is at Jeast as great—and, in the hands of a_skillful woman, far greater. The Di-
vine Architect who gave men a superior strength to lift weights also gave women 2
different kind of superior strength.

The women's liberationists and their dupes who try to tell each other that the
sexual drive of men and women is really the same, and that it is only societal re-
straints that inhibit women from an equal desire, and equdl enjoyment, and an equal
freedom from the consequences, are doomed 1o frustration forever. It just isn't so,
and pretending cannot make it so. The differences are not 2 woman's weakness but
her strength. . . . '

The new generation can brag all it wants about the new liberation of the new
morality, but it is still the woman who is hurt the most, The new morality isn't just 2
stad”—it is a cheat and a thief. It robs the woman of her virtue, her youth, her
beauty, and her love—for nothing, just nothing. It has produced a generation of
young women searching for their identity, bored with sexual freedom, and despon-
dent from the lonéliness of living a life without commitment. They have abandoned

the old commandments, but they can't find any new rules that work.

The Positive Woman recognizes the fact that, when it comes [0 S€X, Women are
simply not the equal of men. The sexual drive of men i8 muchystronger than that of
women. That is how the human race was designed in order that it might perpetudte
itself, The other side of the coin is that it is easier for women to control their sexual
appetites. A Positive Woman cannot defeat 2 man in a wrestling or boxing match,
but she can motivate him, inspire him, encourage him, teach him, restrairi -y, 18
ward him, and have power over him that he can never achieve over her with all his
muscle. How or whether a Positive Woman uses her power is determined solely by
the way she alone defines her goals and develops her skills.

The differences between men and women are also emotional and psychologi-
cal. Without woman’s innate maternal instinct, the human race would have died out
centuries ago. There is nothing s0 helpless in all earthly life as the newborn infant.
It will die within hours if not cared for. Bven in the most primitive, uneducated so-
cieties, women have always cared for their newborn babies. They didn’t need-any
schoolihg to teach them how. They didn't need any welfare workers to tell them it
is their social obligation. Even in societies to whom such concepts as “ought,” “s0-
cial responsibility,” and “compassion for the helpless® were unknown, mothers
cared for their new babies. '

Why? Because caring for a baby serves the natural maternal need of 2 woman.

Although not nearly so total as the baby’s need, the woman’s need is nonetheless
real. '
The overriding psychological need of 2 woran is to love something alive. A
baby fulfills this need in the lives of most women. If a baby is not available to fill
that need, women search for a baby-substitute. This is the reason why women have
traditionally. gone into teaching and nursing carects. They are doing what comes
naturally to the ferdale psyche. The schoolchild or the patient of any age provides
an outlet for a woman to express her natural maternal need. .. .

Rinally, women are different from men in dealing with the fundame_nta}s of life
itself. Men are-philosophers, women are. practical, and 'twas ever thus. Men may phi-
losophize about how life began and where we are heading; women are concerned:
about feeding the kids today. NoO woman would ever, as Karl Marx did, spend years

{
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Jerry Falwell on the ERA, 1980

1 believe that at the foundution of the women’s Lberation movement there is

# minority core of women who were once
Jems are spiritual problems. Many women
given roles. They live in disobedience to

bored with life, whose real prob-
have never accepted their God-
Cod’s luws and fiave promoted

their godless phitosophy throughout our seciely. God Almighty created men
and women biologically dilferent and with differing needs and roles. He
made men and women to complement each other und to fove each other, Not
all the women involved-in the: feminist-movement are_ridicils..Some are
misinformed, nnd some ure lonely women who Jike being housewives and
helpmeets and mothers, but whose husbands spend iittle time at home and
who take no interest in their wives und children, Sometimes the full load of
rearing a family becomes u greut burden to & woman who is not supported by
a man, Women who work should be respected and accorded dignity and
equal rewards foc cqual work, But this is not whal the preseat feminist
movement and equal rights movement are all uaboul, ’

The Equal Rights Amendment is a delusion, 1 believe that women de-
serve more than equal rights. And, in fumilies und in. nutions where the Bibie
is believed, Christinn women sre honored above men, Only in places where
the Bible is believed and practiced do women réceive more than equal rights.
Men and women have dillering strenpths. The Equal Rights Amendment can

never do for women what necds Lo be done fort

hem, Women need {0 know
er His Lordship. They need

Jesus Christ as their. Lord and Savior and be und
a man who knows Jesus Christ as-his Lord and Savior, and they need to be’
part gf a home where their husbund is a godly leader and where' theré is &
Christian fumily. . ’ .

‘The. Equal Rights Amendment strikes at the foundation of our entire
social structure. If passed, this amendment would accomplish exactly the S
opposite of its outward claims. By mandating an absolute equatity under the %3
law, it will sctually take away many of the special rights women now cnjoy. o
ERA is not merely a politicul issue, but a moral issuc as well. A definite
violation of holy Scripture, ERA defies the mandate that *the husbund is the

* Exeerpt fmn{ L
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head of the wife, even as Christ is the head of the church™ (Ep. 5:23). In !'. -
Peter 3:7 we read that husbaads are (o give their wives honor as unto the
weaker ve'sscl, that they are both heirs together of Lhe gruce of {ife. Becanse
a woman s weaker does nol mean that she is less important, '
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